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Abstract

High-dimensional depth separation results for neural networks show that certain functions
can be efficiently approximated by two-hidden-layer networks but not by one-hidden-layer
ones in high-dimensions d. Existing results of this type mainly focus on functions with
an underlying radial or one-dimensional structure, which are usually not encountered in
practice. The first contribution of this paper is to extend such results to a more general
class of functions, namely functions with piece-wise oscillatory structure, by building on
the proof strategy of (Eldan and Shamir, 2016). We complement these results by showing
that, if the domain radius and the rate of oscillation of the objective function are constant,
then approximation by one-hidden-layer networks holds at a poly(d) rate for any fixed error
threshold.

A common theme in the proofs of depth-separation results is the fact that one-hidden-
layer networks fail to approximate high-energy functions whose Fourier representation is
spread in the domain. On the other hand, existing approximation results of a function by
one-hidden-layer neural networks rely on the function having a sparse Fourier representa-
tion. The choice of the domain also represents a source of gaps between upper and lower
approximation bounds. Focusing on a fixed approximation domain, namely the sphere
S9! in dimension d, we provide a characterization of both functions which are efficiently
approximable by one-hidden-layer networks and of functions which are provably not, in
terms of their Fourier expansion.

Keywords: Neural networks, Depth separation

1. Introduction

Learning in high-dimensions is a challenging task for computational, statistical and approxi-
mation reasons. Even in the classic supervised learning setup, current empirical successes of
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deep learning algorithms remain largely out of reach for existing theories, despite phenom-
enal recent progress. Amongst the algorithmic aspects enabling this success, depth remains
a major non-negotiable element. Depth in structured neural networks such as convolu-
tional neural networks provides a multiscale processing of information, but more generally
it defines an intricate function class with powerful approximation biases.

Understanding the benefits of depth for approximating certain functions of interest rep-
resents a long-standing problem. The classic result of the universal approximation theorem
ensures approximation by neural networks of any continuous function, but it focuses on shal-
low (that is, one-hidden-layer) models and comes with possibly exponential (in the dimen-
sion) rates. The seminal work (Barron, 1993) provides dimension-free quadratic approxima-
tion rates by shallow networks under a condition of sparsity of the Fourier transform. Recent
works (Eldan and Shamir, 2016; Daniely, 2017) suggest that this property is essentially nec-
essary in order to recover polynomial approximation rates, by constructing examples of deep
networks which are spread in direction and away from zero in the frequency regime, and by
showing that these function can not be efficiently approximated by a shallow counterpart.
These depth-separation phenomena occur in the high-dimensional regime, where approxima-
tion by neural networks of standard Sobolev spaces is cursed (see e.g. (Maiorov and Meir,
2000)). On the other hand, proofs of such high-dimensional depth-separation phenomena
are currently limited to radial functions, that is of the form f(x) = ¢(||]Ax + b||2).

In this work we extend the results just cited, further cementing Barron’s intuition. We
describe rates of approximation by one-hidden-layer networks in terms of the number of units
N of the network, by looking at the Fourier representation of the function to be approxi-
mated. We consider two types of approximation rate, inspired by the work (Safran et al.,
2019): (i) the rate of approximation is polynomial in both the input dimension d and the
error estimation ¢, that is N ~ poly(d, 1) — we refer to this rate of approximation as uni-
versal approximation (ii) for any fixed error threshold €, the number of units N needed for
approximation of approximation depends at most polynomially on d, that is N ~ poly(d)
for any fixed error threshold € — we refer to this rate of approximation as fixed-threshold ap-
proximation. We distinguish two fundamentally different regimes of approximation: relative
to a heavy-tailed, unbounded data distribution, or relative to a concentrated distribution.
Whereas the former captures the most general setup, the latter is motivated by practical
machine learning applications. Our contributions are as follows.

e First, we consider a class of two-hidden-layer networks exhibiting piece-wise oscillatory
behavior, namely functions of the form

fr,w,v = Rd — 627ri7’ vTx+wTxy) )

In section 3, we show that, under appropriately heavy-tailed data distributions, ap-
proximation at a rate N ~ poly(d) cannot hold (unconditionally on the weights of the
approximant network), as long as the rate of oscillations r grows faster than d. On
the other hand, f,w v can be universally approximated (that is, at a rate poly(d, e~ 1))
by a two-hidden-layer network with any practical activation of choice. The proof of
this result (Theorem 4) extends the main idea introduced by the results of Eldan and
Shamir (Eldan and Shamir, 2016) beyond the radial case.
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e In section 4, we show that the poly(d)-oscillatory aspect and the heavy-tailed data
distributions are necessary in the depth-separation result mentioned above. More
specifically, we show that any deep network, with O(1)-bounded weights and O(1)-
Lipschitz activation, can be fixed-threshold approximated by one-hidden-neural net-
works over a compact set of radius O(1) (Theorem 11). This extends an equivalent
result in (Safran et al., 2019), from the class of radial functions to the one of deep
neural networks with Holder activations.

e Aforementioned depth separation results consider functions whose Fourier represen-
tation is spread in high frequencies. On the other hand, universal approximation
results often require the function to be approximated to be, in some sense, sparse
in the Fourier domain. Unfortunately, there are currently many gaps between these
two types of results, one of them being the definition of approximation domain. In
order to reduce the gap between the two results above, we consider approximation on
a fixed compact domain, namely the unit sphere S¥~!, where Fourier analysis can be
done using spherical harmonics. We individuate two conditions on the spherical har-
monics decomposition of a function f € C(S?1). The first is a sparsity condition on
the decomposition, which we show to be sufficient to prove universal approximation
(that is, at a rate N ~ poly(d,e~')) of f by one-hidden-layer networks. The second
is a high-energy spreadness condition on the spherical harmonics decomposition of
f, which we show to imply that universal approximation of f by one-hidden-layer
networks cannot hold. This is the content of section 5, of which the main results are
summarized in section 5.2.

1.1 Related works

There is a huge literature of approximation results for neural networks. Early approxi-
mation results provided upper and lower bounds on the approximation of some functional
spaces such as Sobolev spaces (Maiorov and Meir, 2000) or LP spaces (Pinkus, 1999) by
neural networks. For high input dimensions d, such results hold for functions with smooth-
ness proportional to d, or require an approximation rate that scales as N ~ e~ @ (see e.g.
(Petersen, 2020; Giihring et al., 2020) for a review), where N denotes the number of units
of the network and € the error threshold.

In more recent years, quite a few works pointed out the benefits of deep networks
versus their shallow counterparts from the point of view of approximation rates. For
example, this has been shown for sawtooth function (Telgarsky, 2016), functions with
positive curvature (Liang and Srikant, 2016; Yarotsky, 2017; Safran and Shamir, 2017),
functions with a compositional structure (Poggio et al., 2017), piecewise smooth functions
(Petersen and Voigtlaender, 2018), Gaussian mixture models (Jalali et al., 2019), polynomi-
als (Rolnick and Tegmark, 2017), or model reduction models (Rim et al., 2020). The result
of (Telgarsky, 2016) has been further generalized using a notion of periodicity (Chatziafratis et al.,
2019). It must be noticed that most of the cited works show depth separation that is inde-
pendent of the dimension d and that increases exponentially with the depth of the network.
Another line of works (Eldan and Shamir, 2016; Daniely, 2017; Safran et al., 2019) on the
other hand shows depth separation exponential in the dimension d, between networks with
one and two hidden layers. This is the framework of this work. It was also shown recently
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that depth separation results between fixed depths greater than this are arguably difficult
to prove (Vardi and Shamir, 2020; Vardi et al., 2021).

This depth-width trade-off has been analyzed through different lens than approxi-
mation capabilities, such as classification capabilities (Malach and Shalev-Shwartz, 2019),
exact representability (Arora et al., 2016), Betti numbers (Bianchini and Scarselli, 2014),
number of linear regions (Pascanu et al., 2013; Montufar et al., 2014; Raghu et al., 2017;
Hanin and Rolnick, 2019a.b), trajectory lengths (Raghu et al., 2017), globale curvature
(Poole et al., 2016) or topological entropy (Bu et al., 2020). In essence, all these results state
that networks expressivity improve exponentially as we increase the depth. Another related
question is whether depth-separation holds from a learnability (therefore, not solely ap-
proximation) point of view as well (Malach and Shalev-Shwartz, 2019; Malach et al., 2021).
In this work we focus on approximation and we consider the Fourier representation as
a complexity measure. This is the approach followed by e.g. (Eldan and Shamir, 2016;
Daniely, 2017), which construct examples of deep neural networks, whose Fourier energy
is exponentially higher than those of shallow neural networks with a moderate number of
units.

On the other hand, sparsity of the Fourier transform has been used to show polyno-
mial rates of approximation of functions by neural networks (Klusowski and Barron, 2018;
Ongie et al., 2019; Bresler and Nagaraj, 2020). In the last part of the paper, we show that
an equivalent condition can be described in terms of spherical harmonics decomposition.

2. Preliminaries

2.1 Neural networks

For L > 1, we call an L-hidden-layer feed-forward neural network a function
fixeR? - xUIHD(x) e Clerr | (1)
where x(P) is defined by recursion by x(¥ (x) = x,
x®) (x) = oW (APWXxED(x)) for k € [L] and xUHV(x) = AL+ (x) |
where

AW =[aP|. [al))T e RWXd1 for k € [L),
A(L+1) [ (L+1) ‘ ‘ (L+1)7 ] e Cdr+1xdr
Adp 1

(with dy = d) and ¢ : R% — R% are activation functions, that is (a(k) (x)), = agk) (x;)
for some function a(k) : R — R. A neural network is therefore a sequence of sums and
compositions of mdge functions, that is functions of the form x + o(w”x). In the following,
unless specified, we only consider neural networks (or, more simply, networks) as defined in
(1). Most of the times we will deal with real-valued networks, that is AL+ ¢ Rz+1xdr,
We say that a network has activation o if O'Z-(k) (z) = o(x + bF) for some bias term b¥ € R for
all k,i. We refer to the function

x € R%1 1 oW (AWx) e R
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as k-th hidden (or inner) layer of width dy, for k € [L], while we refer to the linear function

defined by A(X+D as the last (or L+ 1-th) layer. We refer to the value W (f) = maxe(r) dk
as width of the network f and to the vectors al(-k) as weights (of the k-th layer), for all k,i.
A basic complexity measure for neural network (1) is given by the total number of units,
or size:

L
N(f) =D di .
k=1

The number of layers L(f) = L is also a relevant measure of complexity, which we refer
to as depth. Finally, in the following we sometimes require a control on the value of the
weights; such controls are expressed in terms of norm p of the weights, that is

mp(f) = H]1€a£X||ak7i||p )

)

for some p € [1, 00].

2.2 Neural network approximation rates

We measure the approximation error between two functions f,g: Q C R? — C in terms of
the L?(u) norm (with respect to a probability measure or density )

I —gl2s = /Q F3) — 90| du(x) |

or L° norm
1f = gllo,c0 = sup|f(x) — g(x)] -
x€e€)

Notice that a (uniform) L? lower bound implies a L one, and viceversa for an upper
bound. The focus of this chapter is to establish upper and lower bounds for approximation
of certain function classes by shallow neural networks, in high dimensions d. We distinguish
two different approximation regimes of interest.

Definition 1 We say that a sequence { f@.Q,C R — (C} J>o '8 universally approximable

by one-hidden-layer networks with activation o if it is approzimable at a poly(d,e™!) rate;
that is if there exists some constants o > 0 and 8 > 0 such that it holds

Hf(d) —fN‘

<e
Qd,oo
for some one-hidden-layer fy € F% satisfying N + moo(fn) < a(de )P,
Definition 2 We say that { @ } ; i fixed-threshold approximable if for any e € (0,1) it is

e-approzimable at a poly(d) rate; that is if for any € > 0 there exists some constants o > 0
and B > 0 such that for every e > 0 it holds

Jr -1

<e€
Q4,00

for some one-hidden-layer fy € F% satisfying N + moo(fn) < adP.

These approximation schemes were introduced in (Safran et al., 2019). To ensure signifi-
cance of the approximation rates, in the following upper and lower bounds are stated for
objective functions f(9) normalized such that ||f(@ |y <1 or ||f¥ || < 1.
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2.3 Activation assumptions

Finally, the results in the next sections generally hold for activations satisfying the following
assumptions, which are satisfied by common activation such as the ReLU ReLU(z) = 4 or
the sigmoid sigmoid(z) = (14 ¢~*)”" (Eldan and Shamir, 2016). Most of the results can
be easily generalized to hold under less strict conditions, but we take these assumptions for
sake of simplicity.

Assumption 1 Given an activation o : R — R, there exist constants v, and v, such that
1. it is ty-Lipschitz and 0(0) < o5

2. for any L-Lipschitz function f : R — R constant outside of an interval [—R, R] and
any € > 0 there exits fy € F% with || f — fn|loo < € such that N +woso(fn) < veLRe™ L.

Notice that this assumption implies that, given a (deep) neural network f with poly(d)
weights and activations satisfying Assumption 1, then we are always able to replace the
activations in f by any other activation satisfying Assumption 1, by paying an at most
polynomial cost. This is formalized in the following lemma.

Lemma 3 Let {f(d) Ky R — (C}d be neural networks with activations satisfying As-
sumption 1 and such that N(fD) 4+ weo(f9) 4+ diam(K @) < poly(d); also let o be any
activation function satisfying Assumption 1. Then the sequence { f (d)} 4 s universally ap-
proximable by one-hidden-layer networks with activation o.

2.4 Notation

We introduce notation we use throughout the rest of the paper. We denote scalar valued
variables as lowercase non-bold; vector valued variables as lowercase bold; matrix and tensor
valued variables and multivariate random variables (r.v.’s) as uppercase bold. Given a
vector v € R%, we denote its components as vi; given a matrix W € R™*™ we denote its
columns as wy. For a matrix W, we denote by |W]||f, its entrywise p-norm, by [|[W||,,
its (p, q) operator norm (that is [W/||, , = max)y —1[|[Wylly) and by [[W||, its p operator
norm (that is ||[W||, = |[W||,,). We denote by S¥~* C R" the (d — 1)-dimensional sphere
{x € R? :||x|| = 1} and by B{, the (7 ball of radius r in R?, that is {x € R? : |||, < r}.
We denote by LP(Q), LP(u), LP(¢) the spaces of functions f : Q — R which are p-integrable
with respect to the Lebesgue measure, the measure p or the density ¢, respectively. The
respective norms (and scalar products for p = 2) are denoted by | fll¢c, ((f,9)¢) for ¢ €
{Q, 1, ¢}; we simply write || f||, when the measure is clear from the context. For a finite
signed Borel measure p, we denote its total variation as ||u||;. Finally, we denote by f or
Z(f) (vesp. f or .Z*(f)) the Fourier transform (resp. the inverse Fourier transform) of f
(meant in the following in the sense of tempered distributions).

3. A depth separation example

Our starting point for the study of depth-separation is to consider a generic data distri-
bution p with adversarial properties against shallow approximations. In the seminal work
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(Eldan and Shamir, 2016), Eldan and Shamir establish an unconditional (with no restric-
tions on the norms of the weights of the network) depth-separation result by considering a
density p in R? with tails u(]|x||2) ~ ||x||2_(d+1)/2 and a radial function f(@(x) = hg(||x||2)
with hg : R = R a carefully chosen oscillating function with compact support. The proof in
(Eldan and Shamir, 2016) reveals the limitations of shallow neural networks at approximat-
ing high-dimensional functions via a powerful harmonic analysis insight, that is particularly
convenient in the setting of radial functions. In this section, we show that their proof strat-
egy can be extended to include more diverse function classes, namely those arising naturally
from ReLU networks. Specifically, we consider networks of the form

frwv 1 XE R? s o, (VTX + WTX+) 2)

where x, denotes the element-wise ReLU activation, v, w € R? and o,(t) = €™, We
are thus considering a function which is piece-wise oscillatory, with constant envelope
| fr.wv(x)| =1, and where the frequency of oscillations is controlled by r. The main result
of this section can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 4 (Informal) Assume that |[w]s,|[v]2 = ©(1) and that 1 = O(d*) for some
k > 2. Then there exists a (low-decay) product measure p on R? such that the function
frowv is uniwersally approximable by two-hidden-layer networks but it is not fized-threshold
approximable by one-hidden-layer networks.

3.1 The lower bound

Let ¢ € L2(R) N L*(R) with |[¢)[|2 = 1, and such that its Fourier transform ¢ is compactly
supported in [— K, K|, for some K > 0. Assume also that

¥l < V2/K . (3)

The condition ensure that the density v is sufficiently spread away from zero (see Remark
8). Our first objective is to establish depth separation for the approximation of f, w - under
the L? metric defined by the probability density ¢?, where ¢ : x € R% — H;lzl P(xj).

Theorem 5 Let f(4) = frawavgs for somerg €R, wg,vg € R?. For a fixed v > 0, define

4= sup [Va+ Wasll, Qa={j€ld] : ralwayl >d®}  and na= % ’
SCld]

where wg g € R? is defined by wq,s,; = w;1{i € S}. Assume that

(i) oscillations grow polynomially, that is 74 -rq = O(d*) for some constant k > 0;

(ii) the vectors wq are sufficiently spread, that is ng > n for some n > 0 independent of d;
(i4i) the density ©? is sufficiently spread, i.e. 2K||1[|? < 227.
Then there exists a constant o € (0,1) (independent of d) such that

: d 2 d k+1
fNHelJfTNIIf( S Il p 2 1= N-at-O(d*) (4)

Notice that this lower bound is unconditional on the weights of the neurons meo(fn).
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The proof follows a similar strategy as in the work (Eldan and Shamir, 2016). The
approximation error can be expressed in the Fourier domain as

1 fraswava — fN||g20272 = frawava o = In - @Hg = frawava * & — [N * ‘:5”% :

Thanks to the assumptions, the target function f,, w, v, satisfies a key property, namely
that its Fourier transform has its energy sufficiently spread in the high-frequencies, after the
convolution by ¢. Such frequency spread is caused by the shattering of the first ReLLU layer,
which effectively creates ©(2"?) different frequencies. The piece-wise structure arising from
the ReLLU can be handled in the Fourier domain by the Hilbert transform of the function
1, which has sufficient decay thanks to the assumptions. Noticing that || f, swavy ¥ P2 =1,
this is formalized in the following.

Lemma 6 (Informal) It holds that
|(Framwava * @) ©) S 2l lIgN! foré 2 poly(d) .

On the other hand, since ¢ is compactly supported and the Fourier transform of a
single-unit network is localised in a frequency ray, the Fourier transform of f,, w, v, - ¢ is
localised in a union of N tubes, of the form T, = span({a}) + [~ K, K]?. This implies that

: 2 : 2
fz\rnel;N|’frd7wd7vd - fN”cp272 = leen%;N) [ frawava — fN”gp272

where 7y denotes the set of L? functions such that their Fourier transform is supported on

the union of N tubes Ty, ,...,Tq, as above, for some arbitrary a;,...,an € R?. Thanks
to Plancherel’s identity, and since || f;; wyvqllp2,2 = 1, it further holds that

o 2
]lTa : (frd,wd,vd * 90) H2 )

inf — 2,,>1—N- su
fN€7—(N)Hfrd7Wd’Vd fNng2,2 = aeSle

where 17, denotes the indicator function of T,. Lemma 6 can then be used to show that
such projections are exponentially (in d) small, which implies equation (12). The detailed
proof is deferred to section A.1l.

Remark 7 Theorem 5 asks for two main conditions to hold. First, the magnitude of os-
cillations of the objective function (parametrised by rq) must grow at least polynomially
with d, similarly to the assumptions in the works (Eldan and Shamir, 201€) and (Daniely,
201%). Second, the data distribution pu with density ¢* should be heavy-tailed, in order for
its Fourier transform to be sufficiently localised. When rq does not grow fast enough with
d, the energy starts piling up at the low frequencies, creating an important roadblock to
establish approrimation lower-bounds, and leaving open the possibility of efficient shallow
approximation. Similarly, when p concentrates too quickly, the proof strategy also fails, due
to the fact that in that case ¢ is too spread in the Fourier domain, creating full overlap of
the energies.
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Remark 8 The admissibility condition (3) is necessary since n < 1 by definition. Notice
that

1= 95 = 1913 < 2K)[9lI% < K[|

and therefore condition (3) can be considered as a requirement on the Fourier transform of
Y not being too concentrated in the origin. The choice (t) = /3/2 sinc}(nt) corresponds
to K =1, |[¢|1 = /3/2 and ||¢||2 = 1, which verifies (3). In that case, from condition (ii)
we need 1 > logTQg ~ 0.79 . However, the choice 1)(t) = Csinc(nt) (the equivalent separable
version of the of density considered in (Eldan and Shamir, 201¢)) is not admissible, since
W is not in L'. The lower bound is optimized by finding compactly supported windows with

an optimal L' to L? ratio of their Fourier transforms.

Remark 9 The theorem considers a separable ReLU transform x — x4, combined with a
separable data distribution p with density *. One could expect a similar lower bound to
apply in the more general case of a layer of the form x — (Ux+b)4, U € RY*d b e RY .
Such general case replaces the Hilbert transform of 1 with the Fourier transform of indicators
of convex polytopes, which has been used in the context of ReLU networks to characterize
spectral properties (Rahaman et al., 2019).

Example 1 We give an explicit example of a family of function {f(d) ‘R — ]R} which
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5. Consider the functions

d
f(d) (x) = exp <2m'd2 Z max{0, l’k}) .

k=1
Then, if pq @s the product probability measure defined by the density in Remark 8, that is

d

pa(dx) = [ [ [gsinc4(7ra;k) dazk} :

k=1

then it holds that

inf HfN(x) - f(d)(x)‘ S 1300N - 2 (0.75)" .

fNEFN Hd,2

For example, this implies that

1
o - )],
panb ) = FE) 23
unless 4
1.3
> —
A= 10443

The numbers are obtained by explicitly tracking the constant in the proof of Theorem 5 (see
section A.1 for more details). Finally, notice that the functions D are not radial. Indeed,
they show different behaviour over each orthant, thanks to the ReLU layer. On the other
hand, radial functions would behave equally over any orthant. A similar reasoning would
generally hold for radiality in certain directions of the input.
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3.2 The upper bound

According to the definition of neural networks we gave in section 2.1, the function f,w v is
naturally a two-hidden-layer neural network. Although, while there are cases of sinusoidal
activations being used in practice, activations such as ReLU or sigmoid are more relevant
to practical applications. The following theorem, proved in section A.2, shows that we can
efficiently represent the function f,w v in the hypothesis of the Theorem 5 as a two-hidden-
layer neural network with fixed activation, such as the ReLU or the sigmoid. The main
technical difference with Lemma 3 is that the result is proved for approximation w.r.t. the
probability measure with density 2 introduced above.

Theorem 10 Let o be an activation satisfying Assumption 1. Assume that there exists a
constant k > 1 such that Mmeo(fryvyw,) < O(d¥) and assume that 1 is such that |1(x)| =
O(|z|™1). Then, for every € > 0, there exists fn € F%, with

N + moo(fN) < O(d2(l+k)€_3/2> such that HfN - frd,Wd,VdHi?Q Se€.

Theorems 5 and 10 therefore estabilish a depth separation result. If f (@ — frowgvy are
defined with rg, wg, vy satisfying the assumptions of both theorems (that is, they satisfy
assumptions (i)-(ii)-(iii) of Theorem 5 with 74 - r4 = ©(d¥)), then Theorem 5 says that
{ f (d)} 4 1s not fixed-threshold approximable by one-hidden-layer networks, while Theorem
10 says that the sequence is universally approximable by two-hidden-layer networks with a
fixed activation satisfying Assumption 1. For example, the family of functions considered
in Example 1 satisfies such assumptions.

We thus identify two key aspects responsible for such depth separation: heavy-tailed
data and oscillations growing with dimension. In the next sections we want to understand
how necessary these two conditions are. The next section shows that if these two condition
do not hold anymore, then a lower bound such as the one in Theorem 5 is not achievable;
more specifically we show that the objective function is fixed-threshold approximable by
one-hidden-layer networks.

4. Approximation of deep networks by shallow ones

In this section, we show that any deep neural network f (which include the target functions
considered in the previous section) can be approximated by shallow ones at a rate which
is polynomial in d, as long as the rate of oscillation in the inner layers of f is constant in
d and the metric is concentrated in a ball of constant radius. We start by reporting the
result in a general form for two-hidden-layer networks and we discuss some consequences
and extensions afterwards.
Consider a family of two-hidden-layers neural network {f @ . K; c RT — C} of the
form
f@.x e R ‘ygg(WdTh(Ude)) eC, (5)

where h = h(@ : RPa — RPd and g = g(d) : R% — R are, respectively, component-wise 1-
Lipschitz and (1, «)-Holder! activation functions, and Uy € R¥Pd, W, € RPaX% ~,; € CO,
We wish to approximate f(® by one-hidden-layer neural networks with a given activation.

1. We say that a function g : R — R is (1, «)-Holder if it holds that |g(z) — g(y)| < |z — y|“ for all z,y € R.

10
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Theorem 11 Assume that diam(K,) = O(1) and that the networks f@ have £* bounded
weights, that is m1(fY) = O(1). Then, for every activation o satisfying Assumption 1.2
and every € € (0,1) it holds that

: (d) _ po —1-2/a
f;(:g;—‘g,”f [RXllKoo <€ for some N < exp(O(e log(pd/e)>> . (6)

Moreover, it is possible to choose f§ attaining (6) with ms(f5) satisfying a bound similar
to the one on N, for example moo(f%) < (1+ N?).

The proof is constructive and based on the following observation. Consider the case
where og = 1, 74 = 1, pg = p and g(z) = 2" some positive integer r. If hy(z) = € for all
k € [p], then the function f = (4 at (5) has form

N T
fx) = <Z wkei“£x>
k=1
for some w € RV, u;, € R%, where N = p. By expanding the power we can write

R DR R [

Jittin=r IN

that is a formulation of f as a one-hidden-layer network with activation oy (t) = €*™* (in the
following we refer to this type of networks as shallow Fourier networks) and a number of
units that scales as N”. Since both polynomials and trigonometric polynomials are universal
approximators, with well known convergence rates, in the general case one can proceed as
follows. Each of the non-linearities applied to the first hidden layer can be approximated by
a trigonometric polynomial at a polynomial rate on the interval of interest. Similarly, every
non-linearity applied to the second hidden layer can be approximated by a polynomial at
a linear (in the degree of the polynomial) rate on the interval of interest. Assuming for
simplicity that both rates behave as e~ !, where € > 0 denotes the approximation error, the
composition of the two approximation following the structure of the target network results
in a shallow Fourier network (that is with activation oy (t) = e?™) whose size N behaves,
roughly speaking, as
N ~ @(]96_2)E 1

Moreover, it is also possible to control the value of the coefficients appearing in the final
approximation. With this, we can approximate each summand in the shallow Fourier net-
work by a one-hidden-layer network with activation ¢ with a controlled number of units,
thanks to Assumption 1.2. A more detailed statement and a formal proof are reported in
appendix ?77.

In essence, in the Theorem 11, we show that it is possible to approximate a two-hidden-
layer neural network with constant(d) oscillations at a poly(d) rate over a compact set of
constant(d) radius. On the other hand, it easy to show that it is also possible to obtain
approximation at a poly(e~!) rate (see section B.7), for fixed d. Finally, existing results in
the literature (see (Safran et al., 2019)) show that universal approximation is not possible,
the counterexample being essentially a radial function.

11
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Interestingly, the upper bound in Theorem 11 does not depend on the number of units
in the second layer of the objective function. This parameter is hidden in the control we
impose on the ¢! norm of the objective weights. The proof technique of this upper bound
highlights how the difficulty of approximating at poly(d,e~!) rate stems from the high-
energy of the second layer, which requires the shallow network used for approximation to
have a (potentially) exponential (in d) number of directions. Notice that the lower bound
in Theorem 5 actually tells that the function is not fixed-threshold approximable. High
oscillations in the lower bound (4) essentially ensure that an exponential (in d) number of
neurons are necessary. An open question is then whether a low-decaying measure is, in
general, necessary for such a result to hold.

Expanding on the proof technique above, it is possible to extend the result of Theorem
11 to approximation of L-hidden-layers networks by shallow ones, which gives a rate scaling

as exp(O(e Llog(p/e))).

Theorem 12 Let f9 as in (1), with O(1)-Lipschitz activations, first hidden layer width
dy = pg, depth Ly = L and bounded weights, that is my(f¥) = O(1). Then for every e > 0
there exists a shallow Fourier network fy € Fg; with

1\ o (+1)
N < (pd-0<1+—2>> such that Hf(d)—fN‘
€

See section B.6 for a formal statement and its proof. While it has been shown that
generic O(1)-Lipschitz function can not be (computably) represented by neural networks
with N =~ poly(d) units (Vardi et al., 2021), an interesting related follow-up conjecture
is whether our result can be generalized to any generic O(1)-Lipschitz function which is
poly(d)-computable. Notice that this is dependent on the choice of the uniform norm to
measure the approximation error. For example, it has been shown that a rate N ~ poly(d)
is achievable for approximation in the L? norm with the uniform measure (Hsu et al., 2021).

Finally, notice that the approximation rate shown in Theorem 11 and Theorem 12 are
actually polynomial in the size pg of the first hidden layer of (%) rather than in the input
dimension d. Although, up to choosing a worse (yet constant) exponent in €, we can replace
pa by d in the statement, by considering the function as a (L + 1)-hidden-layer network,
where the first layer is the identity.

<e€.

d
Bl,oo,oo

4.1 Two cases of interest

Theorem 11 allows to recover, for any fixed threshold e > 0, a poly(d) rate for the approx-
imation of f,w.v by one-hidden-layer networks and it can be seen as a generalization of
Theorem 1 in (Safran et al., 2019). This is the content of the following corollaries.

Corollary 13 (Radial functions) Let f@(x) = ¢q(||x||2), where pq : [-1,1] — R are
1-Lipschitz, and Kg = Bﬁz. Then, for any € € (0,1) it holds that

inf

<e for some N < exp(O(e °log(d/e))) .
FGEFS

1% = 19|

Kg,00

Moreover, f§ can be chosen so that moo(f§) < exp(O(e~?log(d/e))).

12
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Consider the functions f@ : x € R4 eWa (UaX)1 for some wy € RPi, Uy € RPaxd,
This is a more general version of the function f, v considered in section 3. If the weights
are bounded, that is m;(f(?) = O(1), then Theorem 11 implies the following.

Corollary 14 (Shallow approximation of (2)) If ry = O(1) and K4 = Bfmz, for any
€ (0,1) it holds that

Jnf Dol fR — F DNk, 00 < € for some N < exp(O(e 2 log(pa/e))) -
fReEFX

Moreover, f§ can be chosen so that meo(f$) < exp(O (e %log(pa/e))).

Although the result of Corollary 14 is established for approximation in the uniform
norm over the unit ball, it is not difficult to extend it to a result in L? over a measure that
concentrated over a compact set of constant (in d) radius, such as a normalized Gaussian.
A formal statement of this fact, along with the proof, is reported in section B.5. Compared
with the result of section 3, Corollary 14 implies the following. The function fw u can be
approximated, at a poly(d) rate over a compact set of constant radius if its weights have
constant norm. On the other hand, if the norm of the weights grows polynomially in d,
then approximation at a poly(d) rate is not possible, under a polynomially slow decaying
measure. An open question is whether approximation at a poly(d) rate is possible if only
one of these two conditions hold.

5. Approximation by shallow networks: a spherical harmonics analysis

As already discussed, difficulties in approximating functions in high dimension by shallow
networks appear when the function has a Fourier transform spread in a (exponential) num-
ber of directions in (polynomial) high energy. On the other hand, the presence of only
one of these two conditions is not enough to prevent efficient approximability. While the
previous results highlight this, the lower bound presented in Theorem 5 applies to a specific
choice of error measure, with (polynomially) slowly decaying tails.

In this section, we aim to disentagle the role of the measure tail and understand how
the Fourier representation can tell whether a function is efficiently approximable by a one-
hidden-layer network or not. In particular, we focus on approximation results for functions
defined over the (d — 1)-dimensional sphere S~!, for which a rich literature of Fourier
analysis is available.

First, we give a sufficient condition on the target function in terms of its spherical
harmonics decomposition to be not efficiently approximable by shallow one-hidden-layer
networks. This condition captures a slowly decaying and sufficiently spread spherical har-
monic expansion. We also show that certain symmetry properties imply this condition.
On the other hand, one may ask if a reverse statement holds. In this direction, building
on existing theory, we provide a sufficient condition for approximation by one-hidden-layer
networks.

5.1 Spherical harmonics decomposition

Let d > 2 and S9! (S when the dimension is clear from the context) be the uniform
measure over S?~1. The spherical harmonics are a particular orthonormal basis for L2(S).

13
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They consists of
N

Urzo Span({ykd,i} 1) = UZO:OH,?

where Y,gi is a restriction to S9! of an homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree k. The

1=

projection operator over Hfgl is given by

d
Nk

Pi:feL’(S)m fr= Z<f7 chfi>ykd,i .

i=1

Similarly, P; denotes the operator ®;c;P%, for any I C N. The function fy is referred to as
the degree k spherical harmonic component of the function f. Since the spherical harmonic
form an orthonormal basis of L%, it holds that f = Y 2%, fx and || f[|3 = Y2l fx||3 for every
f € L*(S), where ||-||2 denotes the norm in L?(S). As spherical harmonics decomposition
can be seen as a generalization of Fourier series to dimensions d > 3, in the following we
refer to the spherical harmonics decomposition of a function as its Fourier representation,
interchangeably. The operator P, can be associated with a kernel given by

N
> Yiax)Yd(y) = NP (x"y)
i=1

where

N =

(2k+d—2)(k+d—3)! o k+d(k+dkf+d @2
El(d —2)! kd KEdd (k + d)?

is the dimension of H¢ and P is the ((d — 2)/2)-Gegenbauer polynomial defined as

|k/2] i k2
d—1 . 1 — g2)igh=2
Rl =mr (50 ) Sy
i 4]j.(k—2j).r(]+ 5 )
Let wy be the Lebesgue area of the sphere:

VD (&2)  2gd/2 (2me) /2 2me \ /2
e r(g)2 () @<W> N @<\/E<7> '

The polynomials {(N{)'/2Pgd ;>0 form a basis of orthonormal polynomials for L2(ug),
where p4 is the probability measure on [—1, 1] defined by

dpa(t) = (1 =)= dt

where oy = wy_1/wq = ©(v/d). Notice that, given a function f € L(S), it holds

fe@) = NE [ FOPE("y) dS(y) -

Moreover, if the function f only depends on a linear projection of the input, the Funk-Hecke
formula holds.

14
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Theorem 15 (Funk-Hecke formula) For every o : [~1,1] — C such that x € S*1
o(zy1) is in L2(S), and for every w € S¥1, it holds that

/Sdl O'(WTX)P]gl(éTX) dS(x) = /\kP]gl(éTW)

where A\, = (o, P3),.,.

Functions of the form
x € S aP,gl(WTx)

for some o € R and w € S% !, are called zonal harmonics. By the Funk-Hecke formula it
follows that

[, P TXPET ) dS(00) = (V)L PR

sd—1

for any w,v € S%~1. This implies that H,‘j has an RKHS structure with kernel K given by
K(v,w) = NZPi(vTw) .

In particular, zonal harmonics actually span Hg. Moreover, it can be shown that there
d
exists Wi,..., Wya € S such that H¢ = span({Pg(W?-)}?icl) (Efthimiou and Frye, 2014,

Theorem 4.13). For these facts and more details about spherical harmonics we refer to the
books (Atkinson and Han, 2012; Dai and Xu, 2013).

5.2 Concentration and spreadness in H g and main results

Intuitively, one can say function f € C(S%"!) is concentrated over S! if there is an area
Q c S% 1 such that the mass of f is concentrated over €. On the other hand one could
say that f is spread if it assumes non-negligible values uniformly over the sphere. The
spreadness/concentration of the function f can be quantified by looking at ratios of the
type
_ 1if1l

1£1lp

for 1 < p < ¢ < co. Since the norms above are with respect to a probability measure, it
holds that ¢, , > 1. Intuitively, the closest this ratio is to 1, the more spread is the function.
On the other hand, the largest this ratio, the more concentrated the function is. Consider
the case of a function fj, € Hg. Then, it holds that

lop(f)

Eoo,2(fk) < N]g

The equality is attained for functions of the type fi(x) = ozP,gl(wa) for some a € C and
w € S%1 ie. zonal harmonics. In this sense, zonal harmonics could be considered as the
most concentrated functions in H g. A similar inequality can be shown for the quantity f5 1:
it holds that

lo1(fr) < y/N{ (7)
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for fp € H g. Nevertheless, in this case, zonal harmonics do not attain equality; the inequal-
ity is actually not tight; a more detail discussion on this quantity is reported in section
5.4.

Thanks to the Funk-Hecke formula, it holds that a one-hidden-layer fny € Fu, with
hidden layer weights given by w1, ..., wy, satisfies

d
Pifv =Y a;Pl(wlx)
j=1

for some a € CN. In other words, its Fourier representation is concentrated along N
directions. According to the remarks above, this implies that if the width N is relatively
small, the Fourier components of the neural network fxy are relatively concentrated in
space. One would then expect that such concentration can be used to determine whether
a function can be approximated efficiently by a one-hidden-layer neural network or not. In
the next sections, we show that this is indeed the case. Let f € C(S?!); assuming that

I éd)‘b ~ poly(d, k~1), the results can be informally summarized as follows:

e If the spherical components of f are (exponentially) spread in £ 2 sense, that is, for
example,

looa(fr) S € VNI = . sup U 2(g) for some € € (0,1)
geH

then f is provably not universally approximable by one-hidden-layer networks.

e If the spherical components of f are (polynomially) concentrated in ¢ sense, that
is, for example,

o1 (fx) Z poly(d™, k™) /N

then f is universally approximable by one-hidden-layer networks.

Notice that, on the other hand, if ||fx||o decreases exponentially fast then universal ap-
proximation follows, and similarly if || fx||2 decreases exponentially slowly then universal
approximation can not hold. The first of the two conditions above expresses concentration
of the Fourier decomposition, while the second expresses spreadness of the same. We notice
at least two gaps between the two conditions. The first one is the expression of the concen-
tration phenomena: one is with respect to £ 2, while the other one is with respect to fa ;.
Second, the two regimes above do not include many other possible ones. For example, we
suspect the existence of a regime which prevents universal approximability but allows for
fixed-threshold one, a topic worth of future study. These results are properly formalized,
stated and discussed in section 5.3 and section 5.4, respectively.

5.3 Inapproximability of functions with spread Fourier representation

As discussed above, one-hidden-layer functions have a zonal structure. In more detail, if
h(x) = o(wlx + b) for some w € S9~! and b € R, then it is easy to see that

hie(x) = sgl|hkll2\/ NEPE(w' x)
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with s; € {£1}. In particular, it follows that ||hg|leo = [hx(£W)| = (NZ)/?||hg||2. This can
be interpreted by saying that the Fourier components of single neurons are most concen-
trated (along the neuron direction) in space. Therefore, it is natural to expect that functions
with spread Fourier decomposition are difficult to approximate by neural networks. The
proposition below formalizes this fact. The proof follows a technique similar to the one
used in (Daniely, 2017) (see Remark 17 for a comparison) and essentially upper bounds the
scalar product between the objective function and the network.

Proposition 16 Let {f(d)}d a sequence of functions such that f(@ C(ST1). Assume
that for every d there exists I; C N such that

1. It holds that || fD ||y < O(dM) - ||Pr,f Dy for some M > 0;

2. There exists a non-negative sequence {cqtrer, such that ||f,gd)\|oo < capr/ NEFD |2

1/2 N
for all k € Iy and such that <Zk€]d C%,k) < e . 0(dM) for some e € (0,1) and
a > 0.

Moreover, assume that ||| = O(1) and ||f D]y = Qd~™) . Then the sequence
{f(d)}d>2 is not uniwersally approrimable by one-hidden-neural networks.

The proof of Proposition 16 is reported in section C.1. We discuss a few particular cases
where the assumptions of Proposition 16 hold. Let { f (d)} 42 Pe a sequence of functions

f@9ec(st1.

Example 2 (Constant control on / 2) Assume that assumption 1 in Proposition 16
holds with Iy = {k € N : k > d*} and that || fD |y = Q(d~™) for some constant M > 0. If
it holds that

looa(fiP) <

for all k > d? for some constant £ > 1, then it is easy to check that Proposition 16 holds.
This condition could be thought as the spherical harmonic components of the function f@
being uniformly spread for high energy (k > d?). Indeed assumption 2 holds with

)

17591
7@

Cdk =

=
%)

since

i 2 p 3—d
Cd,kS—:O(d_)‘
k—d2 ‘Nccll2

This is similar to the condition used in (Daniely, 2017), discussed in the remark below.

Remark 17 Daniely (Daniely, 2017) showed a depth-separation result using a result sim-
ilar to Proposition 16. The difference in this case is that the author considers functions

17
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defined on SY=' x ST, Although, since L*(ST1 x §1) = L2(S1) ® L?(S?1), the space
L2(S%1 x S9=1Y admits a decomposition in spherical harmonics

(8™ xsty=>" Hje H} .
3,k=0
In particular, Daniely considers functions of the type
9 (x,y) e ST x s s B @D (xTy)

for some W9 € C([~1,1]). Such functions belong to > oo, H} ® H{ and satisfy

500,2(f,§f2) <7. <N,§>1/2 _7. (Ng) 12 G

. . » . »
wher? Ehk'—.ma}%feHg@Hg loo2(f). The equation above resembles condition 2 in Proposition
16, since it implies that

(d) @ |fkkH2 or . (d)
(Ersd = S TN, G- 17Dl

and since
@ kak”Q < l

cd = <
k>k JN Hf 2 /N

which, for kg > d? implies that ¢g < d32 4 The proof is then concluded by choosing
Iy = {(k,k) : k > kq}, since (using the same notations as in the proof of Proposition 16),
it holds

N
x \—1 d 0w
I = PO = P DB =2 3 D6 Tl 59 oo L £75™ 2
(4,g)€ly =1
which is an equivalent of formula (46).

Example 3 Assume that assumption 1 in Proposition 16 holds with I; = {k: eN: k> pdﬁ}
for some p >0, B > 0 and that ||f Do = Q(dM) for some constant M > 0. If it holds
that

looa(FT) < - 0@M) - \/NE

for all k > pd® for some constant M > 0, then Proposition 16 holds, since

e} B
Z 3 e
€ = 1 .
— €
k=pdP

This condition could also be thought as the spherical harmonic components of the function
D being uniformly spread for high energy (k > d?), although in this case the spreadness
18 required to increase exponentially, as the degree increases, with respect to the mazximum
concetration achievable (that is (N{)Y/?).

18
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Example 4 (Invariant functions) Finally, we show that certain symmetry assumptions
can imply energy spreadness. Consider the case of a sign-invariant function f € C(S%1),
that is such that f(e ox) = f(x) for every € € {£1}¢ and x € S1,

Lemma 18 Let f € C(S%™Y) be a sign-invariant function. If

[filloo = sup  |fi(e)| (8)

ec{£1}d

for some k > 16d? then it holds

[ flloe < 22792 /NG| fill2 -

Proof [Proof] Notice that since f is sign-invariant, so is fr. Consider the function

P:xecST s 27iNg Z Pl(elx) .
ec{+1}d

The function P satisfies ||Plla < 2-27%2, /N (see Lemma 46). Let € € {£1}%. Then it
holds

1filloo = 1fx(e)] = 1{fis P)| < [IPll2ll fills < 22742 /N fell2 -
This concludes the proof. |

The statement of the above lemma therefore says that if f is sign-invariant and achieves
mazximum energy in a specific frequency then it satisfies Assumption 2 from Proposition 16.
Under polynomial decay of || fx||2, it should be possible to relax the condition (8) to ask for
the frequency w) € [0,00)? such that || fileo = |fk(w(k))‘ to satisfy

inf [w®| > poly(d~?) .
Jnf Jw; ‘_poy( )

5.4 Efficient approximation under a sparsity condition of the spherical
harmonics decomposition

Works by Barron (Barron, 1993; Klusowski and Barron, 2018) essentially show that efficient
approximation holds under a sparsity condition on the Fourier transform of the function
to approximate; more specifically, for f € L'(R?), the rate of (uniform) approximation is
controlled by the quantity [pa|lw|3| f(w)|dw. In this section we show that an equivalent
control can be determined for approximation on the sphere, in terms of spherical harmonics
decomposition. For technical reason, the result is estabilished for functions in H=H fl @
b, Hgk (which correspond to the space of function in L% whose odd part is linear) and
mainly for ReLu activation. We briefly discuss extensions to different activation functions
in Remark 24. Consider the space of homogeneous one-hidden-layer neural networks with
ReLU activations:

N
]:]%OLU’O = {f :x e St quk(ng)_,_ cue RV, wy e Sd_l} .
k=1
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Since ) )
(wa)Jr = §‘WTX| + §(WTX) ,

. . L . . . .
every function in ]:J%C U0 is the sum of a linear function with an even one. In other words,

]:]%OLU’O C HY. Since any linear function belongs to ]:5 OLU’O, it is equivalent to consider the

problem of approximating even functions by homogeneous one-hidden-layer neural networks
with activation abs(x) = |z|, that is, elements of the space

N
f;bs’o = {f cx e S Zuk‘ng‘ cueRY wy e Sd_l} .
k=1

To study this, consider the corresponding functional space
H' = {h, : 7 is a signed even Radon measure}

where h, is defined to be the function
he:xeST ‘WTX| dr(w) .
Sd*l

The space H! is a Banach space endowed with the norm ~1(h) = infy . p—p ||7]1. As
discussed in the introduction, the space H!' consists of functions which are efficiently ap-
proximable by one-hidden-layer networks. More formally, the following holds.

Theorem 19 (Bourgain et al. (1989)) Let f € H!. Then it holds that

. 71(f)
Nelggbs’ouf - fN”OO S CN1/3

where ¢ > 0 is a numerical constant. Moreover, fn satisfying the bound can be chosen to
satisfy v (fn) < n(f)-

The question of interest can now be transposed to: which functions f € C(S9~!) have a
(polynomially) small norm 71 (f)? One way to approach this problem is by the so-called
Blaschke—Levy operator. Consider the transformation

Ty = /Sdl x"yle(y)dS(y)

for functions ¢ € C(S*1). T can be described in terms of spherical harmonics (Rubin,
1998) as

(=) D((k—1)/2)T(d/2)
ot T((k+d+1)/2)

Tp= Z orpr where o =
k>0 even

In particular, it holds that the functional 7' is an automorphism of C22,, (S%1) (the set of

even
even function in C*°(S%1)) (Rubin, 1998) . Clearly, its inverse can be defined in terms of

spherical harmonics by

T 9 eCh,(") = Y oil'en.
k>0 even

The following is immediate.
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Proposition 20 For any ¢ € C2,, (S%1) it holds that ¢ € H' and

nle) =T |, -

Using these results, we can proceed similarly to the work (Ongie et al., 2019) and obtain
the following.

Proposition 21 Let f € C(S%!) even. It holds that f € H' if and only if

sup (Tl f) < oo 9)
$ECEen (6171) il <1

In this case,

Y (f) = sup (T, f) .
PECES (5971 : [ ]lo <1

The proof of Proposition 21 is reported in section C.3. Functions that satisfy equation
(9) include all even functions in C%+2(S9~1) if d is even and all even functions in C%+3(S4—1)
if d is odd (Weil, 1976). This is inline with existing results that show approximability by
neural networks for functions whose regularity is proportional to the dimension d (e.g.
(Maiorov and Meir, 2000)).

Given f € C(S%!) even, the condition of Proposition 21 is implied by the (weak)
convergence (as N — oo) of the series

N
Snf= Zag_klf2k
k=0

to a finite signed measure 7. In this case f = h,. In particular, a stronger condition is
convergence in L(S). This is implied if it holds that

> lowl Tl < oo (10)

k>0 even

Notice that, instead, the series converges in L% if and only if

Y aillfuls < oo

k>0 even

This is equivalent to asking that f € H2, the RKHS given by the kernel function

k:(x,y) e ST xsi ‘XTWHWT}" ds(w) .

Sd*l
Since in this case H? can be described as
Ho = {h7r : w is a signed even Radon measure with an L?g density} ,

it is clear that H' C H2. We refer to (Bach, 2017) for more details about these statements.
On the other hand, notice that the condition (10) is potentially much stronger than simply
asking for f € H .
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Example 5 (Highly concentrated function) Some computations show that

low| ! < @<d3/4k2\/Ng> : (11)

Using these observations it is then straightforward to prove the following.

Proposition 22 Let {f(d)}d a sequence of even functions in C(S¥1). Assume that there
exist some constant M, N > 0 constant such that

INELFO I < O(MaY) 1Dl and SORMFD ), = 0@y

k=0

Then the sequence {f(d)}d>2 18 universally approximable by the space ]:]?,bs 0,

Proof [Proof] By Proposition 20 and equation (11) above we get that
— d d
N < 30 ol A < 0@ YT ROy < 0@ N
k>0 even k>0 even

The application of Theorem 19 concludes the proof. |

The proposition above requires essentially two conditions to hold. First, that the energy
of the functions decreases fast enough (yet polynomially in k and d). The second condition
s that the Fourier components of the function are concentrated enough, that is they are
polynomially close to the bound (7). We remark that this condition is infact pretty strong;
it requires the function f to be band-limited. According to (Dai et al., 201¢€), it holds that

17202 < kS A7
for some function C(d). Then f9 would satisfy

N¢ < poly(k, d)”f’*g )”2 poly (k, d)k T
171

Since \/Nig > c(d)k‘% for some c(d), this implies that k‘%poly(k’_l) < H(d) for some
function H(d). It follows that k must satisfy k < K(d) for some K(d). Although, the rate of
the function K(d) does not follow from (Dai et al., 201¢); we conjecture that K(d) behaves
as a power of d.

Example 6 (High energy zonal harmonics) The properties discussed in this section
indicate that high-energy only does not yield not-universal-approximability. As an ‘extreme’
case, consider the case of a zonal harmonic f(x) = Pg(wa), for x,w € S where w is
fizxed. Notice that ||f||cc = 1. It holds that

VN

() = WEIL < o2y [Nl < 0(k2a)
which implies universal approrimability by Theorem 19. Similarly, polynomml combinations

k2d3/4) 7
|ok|
of zonal harmonics can be well approximated, as expected.
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Remark 23 (Ridge functions) For a single neuron network f(x) = |wlx|, it holds
| flloe = 1 and ||f|l2 = d=Y/2. The spherical components of f are given by

fix) = NE| (T [ PG| ) (w)] = (0N P (w )

In particular, it holds

L=m()=|| D oc'fi| =] D NPIw")

k>0 even 1 k>0 even 1

Therefore, understanding how tight (or strong) condition (10) is highly correlated with un-
derstanding convergence of the series Y ;<o wven N,fHP,f(wT-)‘ or equivalently, computing

155

1’
Hﬂ/dvl.

Remark 24 While the result of this section mainly concern approximation by homogeneous
one-hidden-layer networks with the ReLU (or absolute value) activation, they can easily be
extended to any other activation satisfying Assumption 1, under the same assumptions.
Moreover, notice that, thanks to Theorem 19, universal approximation by f]%OLU’O 1S equiv-
alent to universal approximation by Hi ® H {l.
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Appendix A. Proofs of depth-separation results

A.1 Proof of Theorem 5

The proof of the lower bound follows the same strategy as (Eldan and Shamir, 2016). For
sake of simplicity in the following we remove the dimension d from the following notations:
wy = w and vy = v. In the following we always assume d > 3. Let S C [d] a subset and
let Is be the truncated identity matrix defined as

I := Z esesT .

seS

Moreover, define the function Hg(x) as

Hg(x) = H 1.,50 H 1:,<0 -

i:1€8 J:i€ld\S

Lastly, for a subset S C [d], let v := v 4+ Isw and define the function o, g(x) := o, (vLx).
Therefore, the expression of f,, wv can be rewritten as:

Fraws(X) = Y gs(x) = Y Hs(x)or,,s(x)

SCld] SCld]
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where gg(x) := Hg(x)oy, s(x). Let the space of N-units one-hidden-layer networks be

N
Fn = {fN x eR" — Z ak(agx) . a; € RY, o}, are 1-Lipschitz activations}.
k=1

Assume that

(A1) it holds that 74 -4 > Bd* for some constant k > 1;

(A2) it holds that 7 > 1og2(|yzpul,/K/2)
Then, for large enough d, it holds

. _ d
St W frwv = flE =1 =N @27K|[¢|})" O(d 74 ra) , (12)

where we denote

ol = [ o)) dx

for g € L?DQ. In particular, if N ~ poly(d), then the error (12) tends to 1 as d — oo.

To show equation (12), we proceed as follows. Let F = {fc\p : f € Fi}, and denote
by F := 90-/]};‘,,\, = frowy * @. Since ¢ has compact support in [~K, K]% and the
Fourier transform of a one-unit shallow network f(x) = o(x”a) has support in the line
{€ : £ = aa, a € R}, it follows that any function in F is supported in a tube T'={£ : £ =
aa+ [-K,K]% a € R} of radius K. For each tube T of radius K, we consider 77 = {¢ €
L? : supp(¢) C T} and

K= Sup HPTT(F)HQ ’
T tube of radius K

where Pr,.(F) = argmin, ¢ |h — F||3. We claim that
. 2 2
0 g — 22 1= VR (13)

Indeed, given f € Fn, denote by Ti,...Tn the associated N tubes, and by Tr,, .1y =
@ke[N] Tr, the corresponding subspace spanned by 77, k& € [N]. Then, by using the
isometry of the Fourier transform, we have that

inf _ 2 _ f A_F 2
Anf | = frawvllo = inf llfe—Fll3

> inf inf  ||h— F|3

- Tl,...TN heTTl,H,TN

J— 1 — 2

= it 1 Przy oy (F) = F[3

. 2 2

= b (112 = 1Pry oy (F)lI2) - (14)

Now, observe that supr, . [\Prz, o (F)[3 < N supy || Pry (F)|[3. Euation (14) therefore
becomes

. 2 2 2
fIEI};N ||f - frd,w,ngo 2 HFH2 - NSl%p||PTT(F)||2 )
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which proves (13) by plugging in the definition of s and recalling that || F||5 = || frywv]|5 =1
by Parseval. To establish (12), it is therefore sufficient to prove that

w2 < ([0132 21 K) O - 74 - 7a) - (15)

The rest of the proof will be devoted to establishing a sufficiently sharp upper bound for
| P (F')||2. Observe that Pr,.(F') is simply obtained by setting to zero all frequencies of F'
outside T'. We start by computing an upper bound on |F(£)|. We claim the following.

Lemma 25 It holds that

Il 2K
IF(€)] 12Hmm< g, = gs,j\—m)'

SCld
Let D(§) = > ¢ Ds(€), with Dg(§) = H?:l min (1, W), so that from Lemma
25 we have

IF(€)l <27 lell D(E) - (17)

Recall that 74 = supgc(q [|Vsloo- Given & non-zero, we claim the following.

Lemma 26 It holds that

D(€) < Cr»2"" =" min {1,2K (7(|[€]loc — rama — K)+)7'} (18)

where Ck = 2exp<, /%).

Now, pick any arbitrary non-zero direction v such that ||v| = 1. Let
T={¢: inf [|§ - v < K} (19)
a€ER

denote the tube of radius K in the direction v. It holds that

/ D()de = / D(€)2d + / D(€)2dE |
T T{||€|lco <27g7q} TO{[[€]|co>27q74}

t1 to

In order to control the two terms t1 and t5, we use the following lemma to upper bound the
measure of a {y-cylinder.

Lemma 27 Let T' be an lx-tube of radius K as defined in (19). If p denotes the d-
dimenstonal Lebesgue measure, then

i (T N[-R, R]d> < 8e2(d— 1)(K + R)(2K)*! . (21)

Moreover, if g: R — R is in L'(R) and non-increasing, then

/ 9(1€llce) d€ < de?(d — 1)(2K)*! / g(u)du (22)
T{|€llo >R} R—-K(24+3/(d-1))

as long as R > K(2+3/(d —1)).
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From (18) and (21), the first term of (20) can be bounded as

t) < 8e?C 220 =M= =1 (g — 1) (K + 27474)

d
< DY) - d- (rara) <22(1"7)+1K> (23)

for D( ) = 16’ K~ 1012{ and d large enough, such that 274ry > K. Similarly, using (22),
the second term to in turn can be bounded as

d
ty < 8e?n2C% Vd<22(1_’7)+1K> / (u— 1qrg — K) ™% du
’ 2rarq—K(2+3/(d—1))

d
- 8e27r_2KC§(,,Yd(22(1"7)+1K> (rara — 3K(1+1/(d— 1)) "

d
<DR -d- (22<1—">+1K) , (24)

for D2 )v = 166271'_202 Koy and and d large enough, such that 74ry > 10K. Thus, collecting
(23) and (24) and using (17), we obtain

/T F(E)PdE < ]2 - 272t + 1)

<d-|lpl3 (2 *K)" (D, rara + DY)

< DK,’Y “d- ‘|(10H%(21_277K) maX(l,TdT‘d) >

[8K
Dy = Dy + DY) = 32exp (2 + Ty) (r 2+ K1) .

I1Pr (P = [ IF@©)PdE < Dy - (d-7a-ra) - (WIF 2~ K)'

where

It follows that

as long as d > [~ max(1,10K)] Lk (where 3 and k satisfy 74r4 > Bd*). We have just
established (15), and this concludes the proof of the theorem. In the remaining part of this
section we prove the auxiliary lemmas used above.

Proof [Proof of Lemma 25| We start by computing f} ,w,v- From the definition of o, it
follows that

6r5(§) =6(& —1vs) ,
which combined with the definition of H yields

Frames(€) = Y (Hs #67,5) (€) = Y Hs(& —ravs) -

SC[d] SC[d]
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Let &5 = rgvg. It holds that

/fm,wv —udu—z/ (v — €8)3(€ — v) dv

/ Hs(v —&s—v)dv . (25)

=Fs(€—€s)

We can now bound each term Fyg separately. It holds that

= [ fs)p(e - viav = [ HsmE f[ F&) ()
where
Fy(t) = /R ejz > 032 (a) de (27)
with €; = £1. Assume without loss of generality that e¢; = 1. Observe that F; = Q, where
Q(u) = L{u > 0}¢p(u) .
Since ¢ € L'(R) and its Fourier transform v has compact support in [— K, K], it holds that
()| < Ylh for 7€ [-K,K] and %(r)=0 for |r|>K . (28)

On the one hand, since 1 is even, it holds, by directly bounding (27), that

1 1
FO1< 5 [ Wldn = 3ol forallt.

and from (28) and the Hilbert transform of ¢Q we deduce on the other hand that

K 4j(r) 2K |91
F; f K
50 = 5| | 77| < -y M E
so that it follows that
vl . ( 2K >
F:(t)] < min(l,—— | . 29

Thus, from equations (25), (26) and (29) it follows that

IF(&)] < Z |Fs(€ — &s)

H90H1 ( 2K >
= 2 Hmm (1§ —&sjl —K)+ ) 7

SC[d] j=1

which proves Lemma 25. |
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Proof [Proof of Lemma 26| Let define for any & € R? and A > 0
n(&A) =[{j €ld] : |&]> A} .
Recall that vg = v + Igw and €5 = rgvg. Observe that €5 — €5 = r4(Is — Is/)w, so

rqlw;| if e (SUS)\(SNS)

€55 — &sr5l = { 0 otherwise (30)

If d(S, S’) denotes the Hamming distance between two subsets S, S’, then for all S, S’, the
following holds.

Lemma 28 It holds that
n(ES—§S’,7d2) :d(Sﬁdes/de) . (31)

This immediately implies that

2 2
n<§—£s,%>+n<£—£g,%>Zd(SﬁQ,S/ﬁQ) forall ¢ and S#S5 . (32)

Indeed, if that was not the case, applying the triangle inequality coordinate-wise would
contradict equation (31). The first upper bound is obtained by first noticing that, for

d > 2,/K/~, it holds
Ds(€) < (r(vd?/2 — K)/2K)) "2 g an S and €.
Now, defining S¢ = argmingc g n(€ — &€g,vd?/2), from (32) it follows that

d(SNQy, S NQY)
2

n(€ — &s,vd?/2) > for all S # Sf

and thus, for d > 21/K/~, it holds

D(€) = Ds: (&) + ) Ds(€)

S#5;
$24]

< Ds:(&)+ > (m(yd?/2 — K)/(2K))

s=18": d(SﬂQd,SgﬂQd):s
Q2]

< Ds* 2d 1924] Z (’Qd’> d2/2 )/(2K))_S/2

1 1€24]
< 142019l 14
Vr(yd?/2 - K)/(2K)
< O 200 (33)
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since [{S : d(S N Qq, 5§ N Qq) = s} < 2d_|Qd|(‘Qd|) The term Cfk  is a constant that
depends only on K and +; in particular, we can choose Ck , = 2exp(,/ > The second

upper bound is obtained using the above argument as follows. Let g¢ = arg max; |¢;]. Since
1€s]lco < 1g7q for any S C [d], it holds that

2K . 2K
PO e G K 7Hmm@%mr-- )

o Ssacl = K)o &4l —
< 2K (w(||€]| Tqr Z H min < 2K )
> oo T Idld —
Sl g m(|& — €5l — K)+
< O 2K (n([|€ o0 — Tara — K)4) - 27077 (34)

by noticing that the argument leading to (33) can now be repeated for the (d—1)-dimensional
vector & = (€1, -+, 8ge—1,8ge+1, - - - &), S0 that

d((S N Q) \ {ge}, ("N Q) \ {ge})
2

n(€ — €s,vd?/2) > for all S # S¢

which proves (34) and concludes the proof of Lemma 26. [

Proof [Proof of Lemma 28] In fact, it holds that the two sets A; := {j € [d] : |{s,; — &g 5] >
vd?} and Ay = {j € [d]:j € (SN Q)\(S" N Qy)} are equal. Let j € A;. Then
|€s,j — &s7.j1 > ~vd*. Since this quantity is nonzero, equation (30) indicates that there-
fore j € S\S” without loss of generality. Moreover, |£s; — {s ;| = rq|w;| which implies that
ralwj| > vd* and j € Qq4. We conclude that j € (SN Qq)\(S" N Qy) which implies that
j € Ay. Now, let j € Ay. Then, without loss of generality, j € (SN Qq)\(S’ N Qy). Then,
it holds r|w;| > vd? since j € S\S’ according to (30) and |£s; — £sr j| = rg|w;|. Combining
these two facts, it follows that |£s; — £g j| > vd? which means that j € As. [ |

Proof [Proof of Lemma 27| Let

Tr(v) = T(v) N [-R, R}
={¢: 1nf sup [§; —av;| < K and €|l < R} .
R jeld]

The aim is to upper bound the volume of T (v) for any v. Assume, without loss of generality,
that ||v||ec = 1. The cut-off tube Tr(v) can be covered with f-balls of radius K/ = 9K
centered along the ray defined by v, that is

L(K+R)/s]
Trv) < | (jsu +[-0K, wqd) . (35)
j=—l(K+R)/s]
Now, we optimize both the sampling rate s € (0, K) and the radius ratio ¢ > 1 while
satisfying (35). Given s, let us first compute the smallest admissible ¥. Any x € Tr(v)

satisfies
[x —(j +y)svfle < K
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for some j € N and |y| < 1. This implies that ||x — jsv| e < K +ys < K + s. Therefore
an admissible ¥ is given by the solution of K + s = 9K, that is ¥ = 1 + sK~!. Now, the

volume of
[((K+R)/s]

sex U (iwe [ (e g) (e ) 6])
i=—(K+R)/s]

is upper bounded by
K+ R

— (2K +5))"

I(s)=14

Minimizing over s gives s = dTKl' Therefore, for all v € R, it holds

Tr(v) < (K+R)K*H(d-1) <1 + ﬁ)d <(K+R)(d-1)K*"e?

which proves (21). Equation (22) is established analogously. Let Tsgr(v) = T(v) N
{€ :||€]l0 > R}. Then we have that
Trw) € | (Jsv+ =K +9), (K +5)7) ,
>
where we set s = K/(d — 1). Since g is non-increasing, it follows that

/TW 9(l€llo) dg < > / g(l1glloo) dg

[€—jsv||oc <K+s
Iz BE e

<22(K +9)" D g(js — (K +5))

iz |

js—(K+s)
2(K +s)) Z / (u) du

—1)s— K+s
iz (

< w/“ g(u) du

S R—K—2s—(K+s)
2 o e )
L 2Hd - D(2K) / o) du
K R—K (2+3/(d—1))

This establishes (22) and concludes the proof. |

A.2 Proof of Theorem 10

The proof consists in approximating the activation ¢, using Assumption 1.2 on o. Since o,
is (27r)-Lipschitz, we obtain that there exists, for any r,Q > 0, oy, Br € R such that over
the interval [—@, Q] it holds

N
sup |o,(t) — Zaka(t —Br)| < 2;]6\277*

[t<@Q k=1
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as well as
N

Z aka(t — ,Bk)

k=1
Let fn € F3; be defined as

<1+4+2Qr/N forteR.

N

fn(x) = Z aka(rd(vgx + WgX-q-) — Br)
k=1

Now, let vq = |[vq||l1 + [[wal: and Qq = Qd , o that by definition when ||x||sc < Qg it holds
that

vix+wixy| < Qq.

The approximation error can be decomposed as follows:

/Rd(f”’wm(x) — In(%)%p(x)? dx =
— / ~ (f?“d7Wd7Vd(X) - fN(X))2<,0(X)2 dX+/ ) (de7Wd7vd(X) _ fN(X))2<,D(X)2 dx
lIx/loc <Qa

lIx[lo0>Qa

4@27.2 erd 2
< —dgdHcp gt I5+4(1+ (Nellz = lle-1pa 13)
d,° N Qg0
4Q%3r3 Qard ~_
< Zxd)dTd, ”2+4<1+T (1—(1—anl)d)

N2
4@2727“2 -
< llellz (% +16adQy" |

since [¢(x)[* < alz|7?/2 for some o > 0, as long as Qg > a and N > 74Q4. Optimizing
this upper bound with respect to Qg4 gives

~ N2 1/3
Qd = <2ad—> 5
rivi

dygra\*?
Hfr,w,v - fH?o 5 <M> )

which results in

N

as long as N > argyg. This concludes the proof.

Appendix B. Proofs of poly(d) upper bounds
B.1 Proof of Lemma 3

We show this for the case L(f (d)) = 2, but the proof it is analogous for the other cases. The
function £ has the form

FD(x) =75 p2(Wap1(Ugx))
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where pgd),pgd) are component-wise activations satisfying Assumption 1, and 4 € RY%,

W € R%*Pa U € RPX4 with

Pds 9ds ||V ]loos IW Froos U]l Foo < poly(d) .

Thanks to Assumption 1.2, there exists A € RNPaxd B ¢ RPa*Nra ¢ ¢ RNP4 such that

€
SuEhTPQ(Wpl(Ux)) — 7T p2(WBo(Ax +¢))| < 3
xXE
and
N, llcfloo, IBllFoos 1Al o0 < €7 - poly(d) -

Let K; = {Bo(Ax + c) : x € K}; it holds diam(K;) < poly(d). Similarly as before, we get
that there exists D € RM4axpa E ¢ R%*Mad § ¢ RMad gych that

sup |[v! p2(Wy) — v Eo(Dy + f)| <
yeK1

N

and
M, |If]loos Bl 700, D o0 < €' - poly(d)

By calling 4 = ETv, W = DWB and U = UA, we get that
°(x) =4To(Wo(Ux +¢) + f)

satisfies the statement of the theorem.

B.2 Preliminary lemmas
The first lemma is a known results in approximation theory.
Lemma 29 (Jackson’s Theorem, Theorem 1.4 in (Rivlin, 1981)) Let f : [a,b] — R with

modulus of continuity w. Then there exists a polynomial p,(t) = > p_, piet®, pr € R, such
that

sup 170~ pult) < 6 (“22)

te[—r,r] n

The next lemma yields a worst approximation rate but allows us to control the coeffi-
cients of the polynomial. It is a small modification of Lemma 4 in (Safran et al., 2019).

Lemma 30 Let f: [—r,r] = R (1,«)-Holder. Then for any e > 0 there exists a polynomial
1 «@

pa(t) =Y 1o Tit*, T € R, of degree n = {4&2-‘ such that
€ o

sup [f(t) —pa(t)] < €.
te[—r,r]

Moreover, py, can be chosen such that |ry| < 2"r®=F k€ [n], and |ro| < r® + |f(0)].
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Proof [Proof] Notice that we can assume f(0) = 0 without loss of generality. Define
g(t) = f(r(2t — 1)) for t € [0,1] and notice that g is ((2r)*, a)-Holder. Also, define the n
Bernstein polynomial b, ;, i € [0,n], as

%Aﬂ=:<>ﬂu—tw%

for t € [0,1]. Notice that they form a partition of unity. We define

)= Y0 (£ )it

1=0

n
1

We have that

=0
1 1
= ¥ e -o( D)+ X tutofotr) (L))
i —t]< i it]>
T
_«Hr’ZPmNLe+%@
i | L—t|>e

. 71& fo
In particular 5— <€ if

nz 2¢e2+a

If we define p,(t) = g, (& + %), then we have that

sup |f(t) —pa(t)] <€

xE€[—r,r]
if .
dor®
n>-—-r-.
(12
Finally, we want to upper bound the coefficients of p,,. Notice that we have
pa(t) = (2r)~" En: Mg (t+r)(t—r)" .
P 1 n
It follows that the coefficients of p,, can be bounded by those of
(2r>‘"§n: Vg L) |+ < vty
P 1 n -
Let 7y the k-th coefficients of 7" (¢ + r)™. Then

n
rE = po—n <k> ,r,n—k < 2n,r,a—k ]

This concludes the proof. |
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B.3 Approximation by shallow Fourier neural networks
We start by reporting a known result.
Lemma 31 Letg: [—m, 7w — R 2w-periodic with modulus of continuity w. Then there exists

a trigonometric polynomial qn(t) = S p__, bre'tt, by € C, with real values (i.e. g,(t) € R
for allt € [—m,m|), such that

S 19(0) ~an(t)] < iw(ﬁ) [2 T () - 1ogw(§)] .

Moreover, it holds that

1 K
bl < — t)|dt .
el < 5 [ late)
Proof [Proof] The polinomyal ¢, is given by the Fejer sum of the Fourier series of g, that

1S
n—1 J n—1

1 o n— |kl
) == > ae™= LipW
§=0 k=—j k=—(n—1)
where | g
Jp = — g(t)e *tdt .
2 J_,

The proof of the upper bound can be found in (Burkill, 1959), Theorem 18. Finally, notice
that g, is real-valued since

gkeikt + g_ke—ikt — 9Re (gkeikt>

because §_j = g since g takes values in R. [ ]

The above result immediately implies a convergence rate for univariate approximation by
shallow Fourier networks (that is, with activation oy (t) = e2™).

Lemma 32 Let f : [-r,r] — R be L-Lipschitz. Then there exists a real-valued Fourier
shallow network qn(t) = > p__, be®rt by € C, wy € R, such that

sup |f(z) — gn(z)| < 3(1+ 2L2T2)loﬂ

z€[—7r,r]

7|kl

for any n > 2. Moreover q,, can be chosen such that |wy| < =

k € [-n,n].

and [bg| < [|fllec for any

Proof [Proof] Assume, w.l.o.g., that f(r) < f(—r) (otherwise we can consider f(—z) in
place of f(x)). First, we want to transform f into a 2-pi periodic function on [—7,7]. To
do this we consider § defined as

Liz+r)+ f(-r) ifze [_T_iv_d
g(x) = f(z) if x € [—r,7]
Lix—r)+ f(r) ifxerr+52]
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where ¢ = f(—r) — f(r). Notice that g is L-Lipschitz and 2(r + 55 )-periodic. Finally, let
g : [—m, 7] — R defined as

(m) . 2Lr + Cm
g =9 2Ln

We have that g is 2m-periodic and ¢-Lipschitz for

:2Lr+c<2_L7‘.
2 - o

14

Therefore, we can apply Lemma 31 to g. This gives us a (real-valued) trigonometric poly-
nomial r,,(t) = .7 bre’** such that

=—n

sup |g(x) — rp(x)] < 4—6 [2 + ¢ — log 2—6]
™ n

zE€[—m,m]

<3(1+ 2L2r2)1°%

for n > 2. Since

L
sup |f(z) —my <—x>‘ < sup
z€]—r,r] ¢ e e€[—m,7]
the thesis follows. [}

To conclude we make some remarks about shallow Fourier networks. Note that a generic
shallow Fourier network fy with N units can be represented as

N
f(x) = Z upe™ix (36)
k=1
Indeed we have that

N N
Z ukei(wkT,x+bk) +b= Z (ukeibk> eiwkT,x +b- eiOTx
k=1 k=1

for any b, b € C. Let ]:]J:, be the space of networks as in equation (36). Notice that
a universal approximation theorem holds for shallow Fourier networks as well. This is
because the universal approximation theorem holds for shallow networks with activation
o(t) = cos(t) and since cos(t) = (e + e~*)/2, the thesis follows. Finally, the following
lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 11.

Lemma 33 If f is a (real-valued) shallow Fourier neural network, then so is f*, for k
non-negative integer. Moreover, if f has n units, then the number of units of f* is upper

bounded by
n+k—1
(")
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Proof [Proof] Let f(x) =>""_, ujeiwf * be a shallow Fourier neural network. Then, by the
multinomial formula, we have that

k

roo(Sue) 8 )

prbotpn=k j=1

n
P1,---5Pn j=1

prttpn=k

Clearly, if f is real-valued, so is f*. Finally notice that by the formula above, the number
of units of f* is upper bounded by [{(p1,...,pn) : p1 + -+ pn = k}|. [ |

B.4 poly(d) upper bounds for two-hidden-layers networks

Consider a two-hidden-layers neural network f defined as
f:xeR— 7Tg(WTh(UTX)) eC,

where h : RP — RP and g : R — R? are, respectively, component-wise 1-Lipschitz and
(1, )-Holder activation functions, and U € R¥*P, W ¢ RP*° ~ € C°. We wish to ap-
proximate f with a one-hidden-layer neural network with a given activation o satisfying
Assumption 1.2, for some constant v, > 0. We start by proving a result for approximation
by shallow Fourier networks at a poly(d) rate.

Proposition 34 Let K C R? be a compact set. There exist fn € ]:J{, such that

b=

with
N .
f]]\cf(x) = Zbuezvux :
v=1
for
N =_2np+1)™
with
1 1 1 6]
9 - 4a ||v|[2[W]Z, (1 + 2C?)? 2-16= 1 °
n— [kl 2”00( +2C7) and m — iyl <L> + M 7
2 e 2[lvl

where we denoted

C = sup||UTx[|oe and M = supHWTh(UTx)HC>O
zeK zeK
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Moreover f]{, can be chosen such that it holds
€
v+ ( (o)
( 2T

Proof [Proof] Let ¢}, given by Lemma 32 to approximate h; over [—C,C] and

p
() = > wi i (u] x
j=1

Q=

+ M) ] (4npH[[W||poo)™ (37)

sup‘v,apx| <mmn and |b,| <2|v|1
xeK

where H = supye|_c cpa/|[h(x)|oo-

for k € [0]. We have that

P
0" (00) = WER(UT)| < ol (] %) = by (u] )|
j=1
logn
)=~

< 3| W||oo (1 +2C2 = [Wloo (1 +2C?)e,,

for x € K. It holds that q,(gn) is a real—valued shallow Fourier network with (2n — 1)p terms
and first layers weights given by T u] for k € [-(n —1),n — 1]. Moreover, it holds that

a7 00)] < Jaf () = WER(UTx) | + [WER(UTx)| < [Woo (1 +2C%)en + M = L .

Let p¥ (t) = Yoo 5,’fth given by Corollary 3 to approximate gi over the interval [—L, L]
and ¢, the relative error. Let then

o

Frm(X) = wpk (a5 (%)) .

k=1

It holds that

16O = fm(x r<2mr1gk Th(UTx)) - ph (o) ()

< 3 hellgr(wER(UTR)) — ge(af (x |+Zm|1gk Pha(a” ()
k=1

wih(UTx) = ¢ ()| + [ vlhem

kelo]
< I IWIE (1 +2C%)% e + Il em -

It holds that
Y[ W% (1 4 2C%)%ex <

N

as long as

1 2
o 945 VIRIWIIE (1 +2C2)
> =
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Similarly

[ NN e

[Ylliem < 5

as long as

1 1
m> L<L”7”1> T = (L“Z”l) T [[W s (1 +2C2)e, + M]

€

Moreover, by Lemma 30, pk, (t) = Yoo 5,’fth can be chosen with

2. 16a 2 16a

m> S = S

1
= = O I (W e 1+ 2C)c, + M]°
€

such that its coefficients B,’f, k € [m], are bounded by
18] < max{ 2L L2 4 [g(0)] } < 27(1+ L) + [g(0)
= 2" (1 + [[W]loo (1 4+ 2C%)en, + M] %) + [9(0)] -
Notice that we can assume ¢(0) = 0 without loss of generality. Therefore

sup\f(x) - fn,m(x)’ <e

zeK

as long as (38) holds and

1 1
12 o o
m > ( H7H1> ( € ) M
€ 2]l

2|y
——634(1—1—2\4( ||6H1> > . (39)
If we further assume that

1
2.16« 1 € a
m> 230 <—> Y,
Atz L2l

o

() 1 (

=

we can also assume that

1 o
6 [e3
+M
<2H7Hl> )

for k € [m]. Finally, notice that, by Lemma 33, f,, ,, is a shallow Fourier neural network
with number of units upper bounded by

N:ki:o<(2n—l)z+k‘—l> _ <(2n—71n)p+m>

_ %((271— Dp 4k +m)-((2n—1)p +1)
(20— 1p+ 1)

+2 16

5| <2 R

p ||’7||1

1+

IN
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Therefore, it holds that

inf “sup|f(x) - fn(x)] <€
fNE]: xeK

as long as
N> (2np+1)™

with n and m given by (38) and (39) respectively. Finally, notice that the first layer weights
of fn,m are given by

1
P . wk
SRD DL

j=1k

=—(n-1)

over all non-negative integers s, ; such that E DY (n—1) Skj < M- Therefore, if

fnm Zbue v

then

-1
mn—1) max|u;*-Fx| < mnm .

C J€Elp]
On the other hand, the coefficients by have the form

R\ < s
by, = <s> > B (wr (gl )) ™
P

for all non-negative integers s = (Slj) . such that z DYy (n—1) SLj = h < m, where

‘V:;Fx| <m

(qfl)l denotes the [-th coefficients of gj. By Lemma 31, we know that

(@] < sup |h;(t)] .

te|-C,C)|
Therefore
o
b < ((2n = 1)p)" sup By ()5 Yl |Bh w4
te[-C,C] h—1
< [2n —Dp H Wl poo]" 171118 Froc -
This concludes the proof. |

We can now conclude with a detailed version of Theorem 11.

Theorem 35 Let K be a compact set and

C = sup|UT|0e, M = supHWTh(UTx)HC>O and H= sup [h(x)|e -
xeK xeK xe[-C,C]¢

It holds that

BE 1760 S0 < (40)
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for some

Q=

< 1671,

N

— yllmn(dnp + 12" (H W £.00)™

() o

9 4% [y |2 W2 (1 + 202)2 2. 166 1 a “

. « ’)/ . a E € «@

n= L 7 and m=——5- I7lE; <—> + M
€a eta 2“7”1

Moreover, it is possible to choose ff; attaining (40) with mo(fR;) satisfying a bound similar
to the one on N, for example moo(f%) < (1+ N?).

Proof [Proof] Let fy given by Proposition 34 such that

sup| f(x) — fn(x)| <
xeK

N

We know that N
ivlx c . rS
) = bpe™E* = fR(x) +iff(x)
k=1

where

N N
frx) = Z brcos(vix) and f¥(x)= Z by, sin(vix)
k=1 k=1

and |by| < B and |vix| < V for x € K, where B and V are given by (37). Using the
assumption on o, we know that, for each k € [N], there exist shallow networks f; and f;
with activation ¢ and number of units

4V BN

€

= Co

such that

c T € s . T
sup X) —cos(viX)| < ——= and sup X) —sin(vy x)| < .
xeKUk( ) ( k )‘ INB xeKUk( ) ( k )‘ AN B

Letting far(x) = Son_; brfe(x) +i 3 py beff(x) it holds that

N N
sup|far(x) — fv(x)| < sup Z by, (f,g(x) — cos(ng)) + sup Z by, (f,“:(x) — sin(w%x))
xeK xeEK =1 xeK h—1
N N
< S Ioul sup | £50) — cos(wlx)] + 3 Jbel sup| () — sin(w)
k=1 xeK k=1 x€E
€ € €
< —
_NB4NB+NB4NB 2

which implies that

sup|far(x) — f(x)[ < €.
xeK
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Moreover notice that we can assume that all second layer weights of far are real; indeed,
if this is not the case, one can replace them by the real part, and upper bound above can
only decrease. Finally, we have that the number of units of fr is given by

Co

N<8 -V.B-N.

Applying Proposition 34 concludes the proof. |

B.5 Proofs of special cases
B.5.1 RADIAL FUNCTIONS

Let f(x) = ¢(||x||) with ¢ 1-Lipschitz. Then it holds that f(x) = g(17h(x)) where
g(t) = ¢(v/t) and h : R? — R? is defined as h;(x) = x2. Clearly, SupxeBgiQHXHoo =1,

2
SUPyepy, |1Th(X)| = supyepy, [x|* = 1 and supye g pahX)lloe = sup,e—1ylel” = 1.
Moreover |11 = d and g is (1 1/2)-Holder. Then, by applying Theorem 35, we get the
following.

Corollary 36 (Radial functions) It holds that

legfw 15— f”Bd2 oo S€

for some

52+
s (d+e)?( e
N é VgOX - d . ET OZE—4 + 1

where a > 0 is a numerical constant.

B.5.2 SHALLOW APPROXIMATION OF PIECE-WISE OSCILLATORY FUNCTIONS

Consider fyu : x € R e (U4 for some w € RP, U € RP*? Then Theorem 35
implies the following.

Corollary 37 (Approximation of (2) by shallow networks) It holds that

f <
lengwa fillpg o0 <€

for some

2 (e+2r[wl1[Ullp,0)

vaﬁ 4pf
N <202+ e+ 2r|wl1][Ulpoo)? - [THWHooHUllp,oo< +1>

where 8 = afwlf- (1+ 27‘2HUH§700)2 and o is a numerical constant.
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B.5.3 APPROXIMATION BOUNDS UNDER THE (GAUSSIAN METRIC

For sake of simplicity in this section we consider approximation bounds for the function of

interest

—
fwu:x€ RY s W (UX)+

for some w € RP, U = [uy]---|u,)T € RP*4 Notice that the following results can be
naturally extended to any three-layer network target. We are interested in upper bounding

the error )

ot (Bl fwu(X) ~ fn(X)P)*

where the expectation is taken over X ~ N(0,0°I). For sake of simplicity of notation, we

denote .

I1f = glloz = (ELFX) —g(X)F)" .

It is a well known fact that Gaussian vectors concentrates in a ball of radius v/d. We recall
a quantitative version of this fact in the following.

Lemma 38 Let X ~ N(0,0%1) a d-dimensional Gaussian vector. Then it holds that

+2

P{IIXls > oV +t}h < emar .

Thanks to Proposition 34, the following holds.
Lemma 39 Let r > 0. Then it holds that

inf | fv = fw,ullga, o <6 (41)
fneF] n2

as long as
N> (2np+1)"

where 36 16
2
n=SIwIE(+2[0B)* and m > 556+ 20 Wl U laoc)

Moreover, under the same assumption, we can also assume that the function fx that satisfies
(41) also satisfies

1N llse < N2+ 0+ 2r[|wll1[[Ull2,00) (4npr [w]loo [ Ull2,00)™ -
Thanks to these two lemmas, the following proposition follows.
Proposition 40 Let 0 = d~"/? and assume that ||Ul2.00 < 1. Then it holds

inf |[[fx — fwulle2 <€ (42)
fNE]"]{,

as long as
K(1+(%52)") (14+ &) (1+wli)
Nz |kp(1+ )+ fwi)

where K > 0 and s > 1 are some numerical constant.
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Proof [Proof] Let ¢ = ||wl;. First, notice that || fw ulloc = 1. Let x,(x) = L{|x|2 <7}
and fy given by Lemma 39 for a certain § > 0. Then it holds that

1N = fwullo2 < I(fn = fw o)X = xo)llo2 + [(fN = fwu)xrllo2
< v = fwollpe, o + Pxl2 > )1 fxlloo + 1 fw0lloc) -

If r=1+1¢ for t > 0, it follows

dt?
Ifn = fwullae <0+ 2 (14 [[fnlle)

as long as
L (642rc)
2p 5 2\ 2 o
N > <?c (1+7r%)"+1
Moreover, one can assume
35 (5+2r¢) 18 (5+2r)

79
fnlloo < (246 + 27’c)<—2pc2(1 +1r2)% 4 1>

: (144556 (1 +1%)%)

52
D %g— (6+2rw)
5—2 )

where w = max(1,¢c). Let § = §. If t > 1, it holds that

< (24 6+ 2rw) (144 Wr(l+r2)?% 41

256 (e4-2w42wt)
N lloo < (4w + € + 2wt) (576€%w3(1 +)(1+(1+ t)2)2 + 1) <

K
(etw—+wt)
< K(e—l—w+wt)<K%w2t5 + 1)25
€

In the equation above above and in the following, K denotes a (large enough) numerical
constant. Therefore

e (1+ [ flloo) < (43)

N

as long as

dt2 P a5 %(e+w+wt) €
- _ = ¢ -—>0.
5 log<1—|—K(e+w—|—wt)<K€2wt +1) >+log2_0
Since log(1 + Cs®) <log(l1+ C) + alog(s) if s > 1, C > 0 and « > 0, the above is implied
by

dt? K

— —log(1+ K(e+w+wt)) — —(e+w—|—wt)log<K£w2t5—|—1) —|—logE >0.
2 e3 €2 2
Since

log(14+ K(e +w+wt)) < K(e 4+ w + wt)

and
2

2
10g<K%w2t5 + 1) < log<1 +KI%> +b5logt < 10g<1 —I—Kp%> + 5Vt
€ € €
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equation (43) holds if

dt* 1/2 3/2
7—a—ﬁt — vyt —nt*’* >0

where

K 2
a:K(e+w)+—3(e+w)log<1+K%> —log% >0,
€ €

K
== >0
B 3 (e +w) ,
K 2
v = Kwt + —3wlog<1 + Kp%> >0,
€ €
K
n=—Zwt>0.
€
It follows that eq. (43) holds if

a+ﬁ+’y+n>2
— ) -

t21+4<

It follows that the error bound (42) holds as long as
5 (ere (1 (=25)%))

4
K 2
N > —2p(1+c)2<1+4<w> > +1
€

The thesis follows. [ |

B.6 Extension to generic L-layers networks

The results presented in the previous section can be generalized to hold for approximating
generic multi-layer neural networks. In this section we present an analogous result to
Theorem 11 for this more general case. Consider a multi-layer neural network f defined as

fixeR! = 2B (x)eC

where z(I) is defined by recursion by x(¥ (x) = x,
T
xM(x) = o™ (AW xED(x)) for ke [L] and 2D (x) = [a(LH)] xH(x) |

where A(F) = [a&k)]w-[agz)]T € Ruxd1 for k € [L] (with dy = d), a“t!) € C% and
o) : R% — R% are %—Lipschi‘cz component-wise activation functions and verify o*(0) = 0
for k € [L]. In the following we also assume that [|A®)||o, <1 for k € [L] and |lap, 1]} < 1.
Note that these assumption can easily be relaxed, but we adopt them here for sake of
simplicity.
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Proposition 41 Let f as above. It holds that

inf |If— fN”Bd o S €
fNEJ:

1 cL(1+1)F
N > <2L0<1 - 6—2>d1>

where C 1s a numerical constant.

as long as

Before proving the above proposition, we prove two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 42 Let W = {W¢}c) C R? and h : R? — RP such that h; is a shallow Fourier
neural networks with first layer weights given by W, for all j € [p]. Consider q : RP — R™
of the form

q(x) = Bo(x)
where o : RP — RP is a component-wise polynomial activation function of degree at most
D and B € C"™*P. Then there exists V C R? finite such that f = q o h is such that fjisa
Fourier neural nets with first layer weights given by V for each j € [p] and such that

V| < (2K)P

Proof [Proof] The functions f; have the form

!
Zbgkzaklhk Z%kZ%l(Zﬁme ) :
k=1 = k=1 1=

By Lemma 33, we see that each f; is a Fourier neural network with the same set of first
layer weights of size at most

ED: <K+ll_ 1) = <K;D> < (K +1)P < 2K)P

=0
This concludes the proof. |

Lemma 43 Consider the same assumption as Proposition 41. Then, there exists a poly-
nomial
le,---,NL X € Rd — y(L+1)(x) eC

given by the recursion y(© (x) = x,
y M (x) = pi, APy D (x))  fork € [L]
y D) (x) = [a(L—i-l)}Ty(L)(X)
where p?vk are component-wise polynomial activation functions of degree Ny, such that

If - lev---vNL”Bioopo <e (44)

as long as Ny > %—i— (L—1) for k € [L]. In particular, f is a polynomial of degree H£:1 Np.
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Proof [Proof] We can show this by induction over L. First, consider the case L = 1. By
Lemma 29, for each j € [d], there exist polynomials py j : R — R of degree N which verify

[prs((@l)x) = oV (@) x| <

since ‘(agl))Tx‘ < 1 by assumption. Since [|a®||; < 1, it follows that

IN

‘(3(2))TPN( AWx) — (a®)T o) Au)X)‘ % ‘

This implies the thesis for the case L = 1. Now consider the induction step, that is, assume

that, for every 6 > 0 and j, there exists a certain ff\,l Ny such that

(a;ﬁ_ﬂ(x) — f]{/17,..7NL71(x)‘ <4

as long as N, > £=1 + (L —2) for k € [L —1]. Notice that this implies that

‘(ag,L))TfNL___,NL,l(x)‘ <1496,

where fn, N, , = (f]{fl,---yNL—l""’ ][37111:-1-7]\[[,—1)' Therefore for each j € [dz], by Lemma

29, there exist polynomials py ; of degree N such that

L L L 14+96
P (@) vy (0)) = 037 (@) vy, ()| < -
Let then fn, .. ~, , n be defined as
al L+1 L
v (®) = > al (@) Ty, v, ()
j=1

Since [a**1|; < 1, it holds that

| v N(X) = F&)| <] Fvnovy N (X) —al 0" (v N (X))

+laf 1o (v N (X)) = F(x)]

1446
< — .
SN +90

If= %e then equation (44) holds as long as

This concludes the proof of the lemma. |
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Proof [Proof of Proposition 41] It holds that
f(x) = g(e'V(AVx))

where ¢ is a (L — 1)-hidden-layers neural network with input dimension d;. By Lemma 31,
for every 6 > 0 and j € [d1], there exists Fourier networks gy, ;(x) with 2N; — 1 units such

that
C

VN

where C' > 0 is a numerical constant. Notice that this implies that, for N7 > 4C?, it holds

iV (@) %) = an (@) x)| <

Hqu(A(l)x)H <1.

[e.e]

Now, we can approximate g with a polynomial neural network gy, .. n, as given by Lemma
43. In particular, for any 6 > 0, there exist gy, . n, such that

sup  |gng,.. N (%) — g(x)| <0
x€[—1,1]¢

as long as Ny, > £=1 4+ (L — 2) for k € [2, L]. It follows that

C
|gNL7---,N2 (qu (Alx)) - f(X)‘ <+ \/—N_l .

Let fx(x) = gn,...n,(an, (ADx)). By choosing 6 = €/2, it holds that

sup | fn(x) = f(x)| <€
xe[—1,1]¢

as long as Ny > 2&=L 4+ (L —2) for k € [2,L] and Ny > C?(1 + %). We claim that fy is a

Fourier network with at most

)Hﬁ:z Nk

N = (2'Nyd; (45)

units. We can prove this by induction over L > 2. Remember that gy, . n, is is the form

a0 = [a] gk, (ADRE? (A g3, (A0%))

where gé“vk is a component-wise polynomial of degree at most Ny, for k € [2, L]. We start

by the case L = 2. Notice that each component of A®qu, (AMx) is a Fourier network
with the same set of first layer weights, of size at most (2N — 1)d;. Then, by Lemma 42,
we have that each component of

£ v (%) = A8}, (AP gy, (AVx))
is a Fourier network with the same set of first layer weights of size at most

(2(2N; — 1)dy) ™2 .

50



DEPTH SEPARATION BEYOND RADIAL FUNCTIONS

Finally, consider the induction step. By the assumption hypothesis, the function

fo ! () = AP gt (AT gR (AP)qy, (AMx)))

—1

is such that each component is a Fourier network with the same set of first layer weights of
size at most

L—-1
(25722 — )y )TT=2

Then, by Lemma 42, the function

) = [ g, (51 (0)

is a Fourier network with at most
L2 LN\ N [ N 1L, N,
(2- (2872(2Ny — 1)dy) " *=2 ) = oNLo(E=2) Iz Ne((2N; — 1)dy ) =2 M

which implies equation (45). Plugging in the lower bounds on Ny in terms of ¢, the thesis
follows. |

B.7 Fixed-dimension approximation

The results of Section 4 on fixed-threshold approximation can be complemented by the
following result on fixed-dimension approximation. The proposition below is a straight-
forward generalization of Theorem 3 in (Safran et al., 2019).

Proposition 44 Let o be an activation satisfying Assumption 1. Then there exists a con-
stant B > 0 such that for any f : Bﬁz — C 1-Lipschitz function and € > 0 there ezists a
network fn € F3; such that

I~ fllpg o <€
for some N <2+ Bd" (Be_l)de_ﬁ.

Proof [Proof] The result is proved by noticing that the proof of Theorem 3 in (Safran et al.,
2019) actually holds for any function f as in the statement. Moreover, using Assumption
1, fn can also be chosen so that an equivalent bound holds for me.(fn). [ ]

Appendix C. Proofs related to spherical harmonics analysis of shallow
networks

C.1 Proof of Proposition 16
Let fy : R? — R a one-hidden-layer network defined by

N N
fn(x) = Z u; fOOVi(x) = Z U;0; (W;-fx)
i=1 i=1
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where u € RY, w; € S 1, and o; are linearly bounded activations. Thanks to Parseval’s
formula, it holds that

I = FDN3 > 1Prfn — Prof D13

> P, f 9 —2ZZu (fovi f! >

j€ly i=1

> (|Pr, f U3 -2) Z \/— Dol £7™1> (46)

jely =1
1/2

> [P, f N3 — 2015 HzZ\uz\Hf%MHz > cis

JE€ILy

> H,PIdf(d)H% —92. O(dM) . eda ”f(d)HQ Z‘uimfoi,wi”z

i=1

Finally, notice that it holds that

[£7% 2 < 2moo(fN)

and therefore
Ifx = FDUS > Q™M) —4-0@d™) - e - mZ (fv)- N

This concludes the proof.

C.2 Low-coherence zonal harmonics frames

In this section, we wish to quantify how much incoherent can a frame composed of zonal
harmonics be. More specifically, we wish to find a lower bound for

N(d,k,e):sup{Nzlelwl,.. ,wy € ST! supPk(w W ‘<e}
i#]

for € € (0,1).

Lemma 45 It holds that

d
N(d, k,e€) ZSUP{NZ 1:3dwq,...,wn esd . sip‘wfwj‘ <3/1-—- —ke4/d}
i#j

fork>d>5 and (%)d/4§e<1.
Proof [Proof] We recall that it holds

‘Pg(t)‘ < %r(d; 1> <k(1 zi t2)><d—2)/2
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ford>2and t € (—1,1) (cfr. eq. (2.117) in (Atkinson and Han, 2012)) and that

o (3)

for x > 2. Therefore it holds that

)| < %<%>(d—3)/2<ﬁ>(d—2)/g

0 ) 2k

for d > 5 and [t| < 1. In particular, for e € (0,1), it holds that |PZ(t)| < € if

d 4
% A
k(1—12) = ¢
that is if
/ d
< -
[t] <4/1 R
The thesis follows. |
Define

N(d,9) :sup{N >1:3wy,...,wyeSTt: sup|w§pwj| < (5}
i#]

for 6 € (0,1). The previous lemma says that

d
N(d,k,ﬁ)zN(d, 1—W>

Example 7 Taking

(wi} | = {e € {i%}d D€ > 0} (47)
it holds that N = 291 and 5
max|wiw;| =17
Therefore
N<d,1 — 2) > d-1

Taking € = 2=%, it holds that, if k > 8d2, then
N(d, k) 2—d) > 9d-1
Using this fact it is possible to explicitly construct a high energy sparse function.
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Lemma 46 Take k > 16d? even and let

2d—1

P(x) = Ba Y (N{)2 P (wl'x)

1=1

with Bg = 22 +2)"Y2 and w; as in equation (47). Then | Py = ©4(1) and it is exponen-
tially spread, that is 500,2(13) < 04(2792), /Ng.

Proof [Proof] It holds that

IPI5 = B3 |27+ Y B (wi'w))

i#£j
2
< 9d—1 (22[1—2 _ 2d—1>2—d]
—2d-1 41 { +
2 d=1 | od—2 —1}
= — |2 2 -2 <3
2d-1 41 [ + -

and that

HPH% 2 2d_1 - - |:2d—1 _ (22d—2 _ 2d—1>2—d]

2 A1 od—2 | o-1
== fodl_gd249 } >1.
20-1 41 { + -
On the other hand, it holds that
2d 1
1Plle < BaNE)2 sup S| P(wTx)|
reSd— 17; 1
By definition of the vectors {Wi}?;l, it holds
2d71 1
sup Z ‘P,f(wlrx)‘ =—  sup Z ‘P,f(xTe)‘
ZBESd71 i=1 meSd71,$>0 66{:|:d71/2}d
(d—2)/2
1 1
<1+- sup Z
d—1 T 12
XESLx0-0 iy ey ey \ 164(1 = [XTel?)
(d—2)/2
1y 1 9d-1_ 1
<14+-=-2-2)| —— <l+———<2.
2( )<16d(1 — d%dl)) 4d—2
This proves the claim. |
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C.3 Proof of Proposition 21

Assume first that f € H!. Then f = h, for some 7 even signed Radon measure. Thus

n(f) = lxlh

sup / () dr(w)
peC(S41) :lpllso<1 /81

= sup / o(w) dm(w)
PECZn (5771 : flplloo<1 /8471

- sup [, 1@ o)) dn(w)
PECen (5971) : flplloo<1 /84T

= su wlx|(T7 o) (x xX)dm(w
- b L L st dnw

9€CS,, (S471)

= sup (T, f) .
PECEn(591) i plloe <1

This shows one side of the statement. On the other hand, assume that

sup (Tl f) < oo
PECE en (8471) tlplloo<1

Then, the transformation
Silp) = (T "o, f)

defines a bounded linear operator Sy : C25,,, — R. Since CZ5,,,(S471) is dense in Cepen (ST1)

even even
(the set of even function in C(S?1)), Sf can be extended to a bounded linear operator on

Cooven(S¥1). By setting
Sf((p) = Sf(cpeven)

we can extend it on C(S?!). By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a signed
Radon measure 7 on S~ ! such that

Sr(e) = [ elwydn(w)

for every ¢ € C(S?1). Moreover, since Sf(¢p) = 0 for every odd ¢, we can assume that 7
is even. Let h; be the function in H' defined by 7. Then it holds that

(T, f) = Izl = (T, hr)

for every ¢ € C22,,,(ST1). Since T is an automorphism over C2%,,,(S¢~1), then it holds

<907 f> = <907 h7r>

for every p € C°, (S?1). Since f and h, are even, this implies that f = h,. This concludes
the proof.
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