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Abstract

A common strategy to train deep neural networks (DNNs) is to use very large archi-
tectures and to train them until they (almost) achieve zero training error. Empirically
observed good generalization performance on test data, even in the presence of lots of
label noise, corroborate such a procedure. On the other hand, in statistical learning
theory it is known that over-fitting models may lead to poor generalization properties,
occurring in e.g. empirical risk minimization (ERM) over too large hypotheses classes.
Inspired by this contradictory behavior, so-called interpolation methods have recently
received much attention, leading to consistent and optimally learning methods for some
local averaging schemes with zero training error. However, there is no theoretical anal-
ysis of interpolating ERM-like methods so far. We take a step in this direction by
showing that for certain, large hypotheses classes, some interpolating ERMs enjoy very
good statistical guarantees while others fail in the worst sense. Moreover, we show that
the same phenomenon occurs for DNNs with zero training error and sufficiently large
architectures.

1 Introduction

During the last few decades statistical learning theory (SLT) has developed powerful tech-
niques to analyze many variants of (regularized) empirical risk minimizers (ERMs), see
e.g. [8, 23 22| 10, 19 21} 18]. The resulting learning guarantees, which include finite sample
bounds, oracle inequalities, learning rates, adaptivity, and consistency, assume in most cases
that the effective hypotheses space of the considered method is sufficiently small in terms
of some notion of capacity such as VC-dimension, fat-shattering dimension, Rademacher
complexities, covering numbers, or eigenvalues.

Most training algorithms for DNNs also optimize an (regularized) empirical error term
over a hypotheses space, namely the class of functions that can be represented by the
architecture of the considered DNN, see [0, Part II]. However, unlike for many classical
ERMs, the hypotheses space is parametrized in a rather complicated manner. Consequently,



the optimization problem is, in general, harder to solve. A common way to address this
is in practice is to use very large DNNs, since despite their size, training them is often
easier, see e.g. [17, [I3] and the references therein. Now, for sufficiently large DNNs it has
been recently observed that common training algorithms can achieve zero training error on
randomly, or arbitrarily labeled training sets, see [24]. Because of this ability, their effective
hypotheses space can no longer have a sufficiently small capacity in the sense of classical
SLT, so that the usual techniques for analyzing learning algorithms are no longer suitable,
see e.g. the discussion on this in [24) 4] 15, 25]. In fact, SLT provides well known examples
of large hypotheses spaces for which zero training error is possible but a simple ERM
fails to learn. This phenomenon is known as over-fitting, and common wisdom suggests
that successful learning algorithms need to avoid over-fitting, see e.g. [10, pp. 21-22]. The
empirical evidence mentioned above thus stands in stark contrast to this credo of SLT.

This somewhat paradoxical behavior has recently sparked interests, leading to deeper
theoretical investigations of the so called double/ multiple-descent phenomenon for different
model settings. More specifically, [5] analyzed linear regression with random feature selec-
tion and investigated the random Fourier feature model. This model has also been analyzed
by [14]. For linear regression, where model complexity is measured in terms of the number
of parameters, the authors in [2, 20] show that over-parameterization is even essential for
benign over-fitting. However, these results are highly distribution dependent and require a
specific covariance structure and (sub-) Gaussian data. For more details we refer also to
[4, 7, 12 (16 [I]. Another line of research [6] shows for classical learning methods, namely
Nadaraya-Watson estimator with certain singular kernels, that interpolating the training
data can achieve optimal rates for problems of nonparametric regression and prediction with
square loss. Beyond empirical evidence there are therefore also theoretical results showing
that interpolating the data and good learning performance is simultaneously possible. So
far, however, the considered interpolating learning methods do not implement an empirical
risk minimization (ERM) scheme nor do they closely resemble the learning mechanisms of
DNNs. In this paper, we take a step towards closing this gap.

First, we explicitly construct, for data sets of size n, large classes of hypotheses H,, for
which we show that some interpolating least squares ERM algorithms over H,, enjoy very
good statistical guarantees, while other interpolating least squares ERM algorithms over
‘H,, fail in a strong sense. To be more precise, we observe the following phenomena: There
exists a universally consistent ERM and there exists an ERM whose predictors converge
to the negative regression function for most distributions. In particular, the latter ERM
is not consistent for most distributions, and even worse, the obtained risks are usually for
off the best possible risk. We further construct modifications that enjoy minmax optimal
rates of convergence up to some log factor under standard assumptions. In addition, there
are also ERM algorithms that exhibit an intermediate behavior between these two extreme
cases, with arbitrarily slow convergence. To put this in perspective, we note that classical
SLT shows that for sufficiently small hypotheses classes, all versions of ERM enjoy good
statistical guarantees. In contrast, our results demonstrate that this is no longer true for
large hypotheses classes. For such hypotheses spaces, the description “ERM” is thus not
sufficient to identify well-behaving learning algorithms. Instead, the class of algorithms
described by “ERM” over such hypotheses spaces may encompass learning algorithms with
extremely distinct learning behavior.

Second, we show that exactly the same phenomena occur for interpolating ReLLU-DNNs
of at least two hidden layers with widths growing linearly in both input dimension d and
sample size n. We present DNN training algorithms that produce interpolating predictors



and that enjoy consistency and optimal rates, at least up to some log factor. In addition,
this training can be done in O(d?-n?)-time if the DNNs are implemented as fully connected
networks. Since the constructed predictors have a particularly sparse structure, the training
time can actually be reduced to O(d - n - logn) by implementing the DNNs as loosely
connected networks. Moreover, we show that there are other efficient and feasible training
algorithms for exactly the same architectures that fail in the worst possible sense, and like
in the ERM case, there are also a variety of training algorithms performing in between these
two extreme cases.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Section [2] we firstly recall classical
histograms as ERMs that we extend then to the class of inflated histograms. We provide
specific examples of interpolating predictors from that class. In our main theorems we derive
consistency results and learning rates. In the following Section [3] we explain how inflated
histograms can be approximated by ReLLU networks, having analogous learning properties.

All our proofs are deferred to the Appendices[A] [B}[C| and [D] Finally, in the supplemen-
tary material [E] we derive general uniform bounds for histograms based on data-dependent
partitions. This result is needed for proving our main results and is of independent interest.

2 The histogram rule revisited

In this section we reconsider the histogram rule in the framework of regression. In more
detail, we recall the classical histogram rule and show how to change this appropriately in
order to obtain a predictor that is able to interpolate given data. To this end, let us begin
by introducing the necessary notations. Throughout this work, we consider X := [~1,1]¢
and Y = [—1, 1] if not specified otherwise. Moreover, L : Y x R — [0, 00) denotes the least
squares loss L(y,t) = (y — t)2. Given a dataset D := ((x1,%1), .., (Tn,yn)) € (X x V)7
drawn i.i.d. from an unknown distribution P on X x Y, the aim of supervised learning is
to build a function fp : X — R based on D such that its risk

Rup(fo) = / Ly, fo(x)) dP(x,y) (1)

XxXY

is close to the smallest possible risk
Ri p= inf R . 2
L,P f:%l R L,p(f) (2)

In the following, R} p is called the Bayes risk and an f} p: X — R satisfying Ry p(f5) =
R7 p is called Bayes decision function. Recall, that for the least squares loss, f; p equals
the conditional mean function, i.e. fi p(z) = Ep(Y|z) for Px-almost all z € X, where Py
denotes the marginal distribution of Pon X. In general, estimators fp having small excess
risk

Rep(fp) = Rip=fp = f1.pll7,0py - 3)

where || - ||z, (py) denotes the usual Ly-norm with respect to Py, are considered as good in
classical statistical learning theory.

Now, to describe the class of learning algorithms we are interested in, we need the
empirical risk of an f: X — R, i.e.

Rrp(f) = %ZL(%JC(%)) .
i—1



Recall, that an empirical risk minimizer (ERM) over some set F of functions f : X — R
chooses, for every data set D, an fp € F that satisfies

Rip(fp) = }Q;RL,D(f) :

Note that the definition of ERMs implicitly requires that the infimum on the right hand
side is attained, namely by fp. In general, however, fp does not need to be unique. It
is well-known that if we have a suitably increasing sequence of hypotheses classes F, with
controlled capacity, then every ERM D — fp that ensures fp € F, for all data sets D of
length n learns in the sense of e.g. universal consistency, and under additional assumptions
it may also enjoy minmax optimal learning rates, see e.g. [8, 22| [10} 19].

2.1 Classical Histograms

Particular simple ERMs are histogram rules (HRs). To recall the latter, we fix a finite
partition A = (A4;);cs of X and for x € X we write A(x) for the unique cell A; with
x € Aj. Moreover, we define

Hy = {chlAj : cjeY}, (4)

jeJ

where 14, denotes the indicator function of the cell A;. Now, given a data set D and a loss
L an A-histogram is an hp 4 = Z;nzl cle]. € H 4 that satisfies

L(x;,y;,c%) = inf Lz, y;, ¢ 5
3 M) = 3 oo (5)
for all, so-called non-empty cells A;, that is, cells A; with N;j := [{i : 2; € A;}| > 0. Clearly,
D+ hp, 4 is an ERM. Moreover, note that in general hp 4 is not uniquely determined, since
c; € Y can take arbitrary values for empty cells A;. In particular, there are more than one
ERM over H 4 as soon as m,n > 2.
Before we proceed, let us consider the specific example of the least squares loss in more
detail. Here, a simple calculation shows, see Lemma that for all non-empty cells A;,
the coefficient ¢} in is uniquely determined by

.1
=5 D U (6)
J ;€A
provided that Y is convex. In the following, we call every resulting D + hp 4 with
m
hp.a = Zc}flA]. € Hag
j=1

an empirical HR for regression with respect to the least-squares loss L. For later use we
also introduce an infinite sample version of a classical histogram

1
hpa = cily., where ¢ = / i p(x)dPx(x 7
jGZJ 7 J g PX(Aj) A L,P( ) ( ) ( )



for all cells A; with Px(A;) > 0. Similarly to empirical histograms one has

Rr,p(hpa) = hiEIgA Rrp(h) .

We are mostly interested in HRs on X = [—1, 1]¢ whose underlying partition essentially
consists of cubes with a fixed width. To rigorously deal with boundary effects, we first
say that a partition (B;);>1 of R? is a cubic partition of width s > 0, if each cell B; is a
translated version of [0,s)?, i.e. there is an 2T € R? called offset such that for all j > 1
there exist kj := (k1,...,kq) € Z¢ with

B; = a' + skj +[0,5)¢. (8)

Now, a partition A = (A;);jes of X = [~1,1]¢ is called a cubic partition of width s > 0,
if there is a cubic partition B = (B;);>1 of R? with width s > 0 such that J = {j > 1 :
B;NX # 0} and A; = B;N X for all j € J. If s € (0,1], then, up to reordering, this
(Bj);>1 is uniquely determined by .A.

If the hypotheses space is based on a cubic partition of X = [—1,1]? with width
s > 0, then the resulting HRs are well understood. For example, universal consistency and
learning rates have been established, see e.g. [8, [10]. In general, these results only require a
suitable choice for the widths s = s,, for n — oo but no specific choice of the cubic partition
of width s. For this reason we write Hs := |JH.4, where the union runs over all cubic
partitions A of X with fixed width s € (0, 1].

2.2 Interpolating Predictors and Inflated Histograms

In this section we construct particular interpolating ERMs. In a nutshell, the basic idea is
to first consider classical histogram rules, and then to inflate their hypotheses space so that
we can find interpolating ERMs in these inflated hypotheses spaces.

Definition 2.1 (Interpolating Predictor). We say that an f: X — Y interpolates D, if

Rip(f)=RLp:= _inf Rpp(f),
f:X—R

where we emphasize that the infimum is taken over all R-valued functions, while f is required
to be Y -valued.

Clearly, an f : X — Y interpolates D if and only if

Z L(gj“y“f(l’;k)) - lnﬂf{ L(xiayiac)v izlv"'amv (9)
k:xp=x] cc kixp=x7
where 27, ..., 2}, are the elements of Dx := {z;:i=1,...,n}.

It is easy to check that for the least squares loss L and all data sets D there exists an
fp interpolating D. Moreover, we have R} , > 0 if and only if D contains contradicting
samples, i.e. x; = xp but y; # yi. Finally, if’Rz p = 0, then any interpolating f7, needs to
satisfy f})(z;) =y; foralli=1,... n. ’

Definition 2.2 (Interpolatable Loss). We say that L is interpolatable for D if there exists
an f: X —'Y that interpolates D, i.e. R p(f) =R} p-



Note that @ in particular ensures that the infimum over R on the right is attained
at some ¢; € Y. Many common losses including the least squares, the hinge, and the
classification loss interpolate all D, and for the latter three losses we have R*L p > 0if and
only if D contains contradicting samples, i.e. x; = xp but y; # yi. Moreover, for the least
squares loss, ¢; can be easily computed by averaging over all labels y; that belong to some
sample z; with x, = z;.

Let us now describe more precisely the inflated versions of Hs. For r,s > 0 and m > 0
we want to consider functions

f=h+) bilss, (10)
i=1

with h € Hs, by € 2Y, 27 € X, and t € [0,7], where By, := [~1,1]%. In other words, for
m > 1, such an f changes a classical histogram h € Hs on at most m small neighborhoods
of some arbitrary points z7,...,x, in X. Such changes are useful for finding interpolating
predictors. In general, these small neighborhoods z} +tB., however may intersect and may
be contained in more than one cell A; of the considered partition A with h € H 4. To avoid
undesired boundary effects we restrict the class of all admissible cubic partitions A of X
associated with h. An additional technical difficulty arises in particular when constructing
interpolating predictors since the set of points {z7,...,z},} C X are naturally the random
input variables. As a consequence, the admissible cubic partitions become data-dependent.
As a next step, we introduce the notion of a partitioning rule. To this end, we write

Pot,(X) :={AC X : |A] =m}

for the set of all subsets of X having cardinality m. Moreover, we denote the set of all finite
partitions of X by P(X).

Definition 2.3. Given an integer m > 1, an m-sample partitioning rule for X is a map
Tm @ Poty(X) — P(X), i.e. a map that associates to every subset {z7,...,x5} C X of
cardinality m a finite partition A. Additionally, we will call an m-sample partitioning rule
that assigns to any such {z7,...,x%} € Poty,(X) a cubic partition with fized width s € (0, 1]
an m-sample cubic partitioning rule and write m,, ;.

Next we explain in more detail which particular partitions are considered as admissible.

Definition 2.4 (Proper Alignment). Let A be a cubic partition of X with width s € (0,1],
B be the partition of RY that defines A, and r € (0,s). We say that A is properly aligned
to the set of points {z7,...,x} } € Pot,,(X) with parameter r, if for all i,k =1,...,m we
have

7} +1Bo C B(x}), (11)
25 4 1Boo N T} + 7 Bog = ) whenever i # k, (12)

where B(x}) is the unique cellﬂ of B that contains ;.

Clearly, if A is properly aligned with parameter > 0, then it is also properly aligned
for any parameter ¢ € [0, r] for the same set of points {z7}7"; in Pot,,(X). Moreover, any

'Note that this gives A(x}) = B(z}) N X.



cubic partition A of X with width s > 0 is properly aligned with the parameter = 0 for
any set of points {z7}71; in Pot,,(X).

In what follows, we establish the existence of cubic partitions A that are properly
aligned to a given set of points with parameter » > 0 being sufficiently small. In other
words, we construct a special m-sample cubic partitioning rule m,, ;. We call henceforth
any such rule m,, ; an m-sample properly aligned cubic partitioning rule. To this end, let
Dx = {z7},...,z},} € Pot,,(X) be a set points and note that holds for all » > 0
satisfying

1 : * *
< g i fle7 = 2l

Clearly, a brute-force algorithm finds such an 7 in O(dm?)-time. However, a smarter ap-

proach is to first sort the first coordinates zj ;,...,z;,; and to determine the smallest
positive distance r; of two consecutive, non-identical ordered coordinates. This approach
is then repeated for the remaining d — 1-coordinates, so at the end we have r1,...,7ry > 0.
Then ]

ri=rp, = 3 min{ry,...,rq4} (13)

satisfies and the used algorithm is O(d - mlogm) in time. Our next result shows that
we can also ensure by jiggling the cubic partitions. Being rather technical, the proof
is deferred to the Appendix

Theorem 2.5 (Existence of Properly Aligned Cubic Partitioning Rule). For all d > 1,
s € (0,1], and m > 1 there exist an m-sample cubic partitioning rule my, s with | Im(mp, ¢)| <
(m + 1)? that assigns to each set of points Dx = {z%,...,2%,} € Pot,,(X) a cubic partition
A that is properly aligned to {7, ..., x},} with parameter r := rp, = min{r*, 3->=}, where
r* =rp, is defined in .

The construction of an m-sample cubic partitioning rule m,, s basically relies on the
representation of cubic partitions B of R?. In fact, the proof of Theorem shows that
there exists a finite set x}, ,x}( € R? of candidate offsets, with K = (m + 1)¢. While at
first glance this number seems to be prohibitively large for an efficient search, it turns out
that the proof of Theorem actually provides a simple algorithm that is O(d - m) in
time for identifying coordinate-wise the ZL'Z that leads to mp, ({7, ...,25,}) .

Being now well prepared, we introduce the class of inflated histograms.
Definition 2.6. Let s € (0,1] and m > 1. Then a function f : X — Y s called an
m-inflated histogram of width s, if there exist a subset {xF,...,x}} € Poty,(X) and a cubic

partition A of width s that is properly aligned to {z7,...,x},} with parameter r € [0, s) such
that

m
f=h+> bileb.,,
i=1

where h € Hy, t € [0,7], and b; € 2Y for all i = 1,...,m. We denote the set of all
m-inflated histograms of width s by Fs . Moreover, for n > 1 we write

Fipi=TFsqU--UFsp.
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Figure 1: Left. Depiction of an inflated histogram for regression for a cubic partition
A = (Aj);jcs that is not properly aligned to the data (black crosses). The predictions ¢}
and ¢} on the associated cells A; and A; are calculated according to (@, i.e. by a local
average. Mispredicted samples are corrected according to on a tBs-neighborhood
for some small ¢ > 0. Note that one sample is too close to the cell boundary, i.e. (11))
is violated. Right. An inflated histogram that is properly aligned to the same data set.
Note that ensures that boundary effects as for the left HR do not take place. For
inflated histograms these effects seem to be a negligible technical nuisance. For their DNN
counterparts considered in Section [3, however, such effects may significantly complicate the
constructions of interpolating predictors, see Figure

Note that the condition ¢t < r < s ensures that the representation f = h+2§’;1 bi]-:v:.‘th Bo,
of any f € Fs, is unique.In addition, given an f € F7,, the number m of inflation points
{z7,...,2},} is uniquely determined, too, and hence so is the representation of f.

So far we have formalized the notion of interpolation and defined an appropriate in-
flated hypotheses class for modified histograms. In our next result we go a step further by
providing a sufficient condition for the existence of interpolating predictors in Fy ,.

Proposition 2.7. Let L be a loss that is interpolatable for D = ((z1,Yi), ..., (Tn,yn)) and
let z%,..., 2}, be as in (9). Moreover, for s € (0,1] and r > 0 we fix an f* € Fypm with
representation as given in Definition (2.6, For i = 1,...,m let j; be the index such that
x; € Aj,. Then f* interpolates D, if for alli=1,...,m we have

bi = —cCy + arg min L(«Tk, Yk, C) . (14)
ceY
kixp=x]



Proof of Proposition By our assumptions we have

¢ = bi +¢;; € argmin > Lzg gk o) = argmin L(zg, yk, ),
k:xp=x7 k:xp=x
where the last equality is a consequence of the fact that there is an f : X — Y satisfying
@. Moreover, since and (|12) hold, we find f*(z}) = h(x}) +b; = ¢j, + b; = ¢}, and
therefore f* interpolates D by @ O

Note that for all ¢;; € Y the value b; given by satisfies b; € 2Y and we have b; =0
if ¢j, is contained in the argmin in . Consequently, defining b; by always gives
an interpolating f* € Fs,,. Moreover, shows that an interpolating f* € Fs,, can
have an arbitrary histogram part h € H 4, that is, the behavior of f* outside the small
t Boo-neighborhoods around the samples of D can be arbitrary. In other words, as soon
as we have found a properly aligned cubic partition A in the sense of Fj ,,, we can pick
an arbitrary histogram h € H 4 and compute the b;’s by . Intuitively, if the chosen
t Boo-neighborhoods are sufficiently small, then the prediction capabilities of the resulting
interpolating predictor are (mostly) determined by the chosen histogram part h € H.4.
Based on this observation, we can now construct different, interpolating f;, € Fs,, that
have particularly good and bad learning behaviors.

Example 2.8 (Good interpolating histogram rule). Let L be the least squares loss, s € (0, 1]
be a cell width, p > 0 be an inflation parameter, and D = ((x1,¥;),. .., (Tn,yn)) be a data
set. By Dx = {z7,...,x},} we denote the set of all covariates x; € X with (xj,y;) belonging
to the data set. For m = |Dx|, Theorem ensures the existence of a cubic partition
Ap = . s(Dx) with width s € (0, 1], being properly aligned to Dx with the data-dependent
parameter r. Based on this data-dependent cubic partition Ap we fiz an empirical histogram
for regression

Wb.ap =2 ¢ 1a; € Ha (15)
Jj€J
with coefficients (c;r)jej precisely given in @ Applying now Proposition E gives us an
f;s p € Fsm C Fgp, which interpolates D and has the representation

m
+ gt +
Fhsp = Mbap + D b Larrin s
=1

where the bT, ..., bt are calculated according to the rule , and t := min{r, p} is again
data-dependent. We call the map D fzg sp O good interpolating histogram rule.

Example 2.9 (Bad interpolating histogram rule). Let L be the least squares loss, s € (0, 1]
be a cell width, p > 0 be an inflation parameter, and D = ((z1,¥:), .., (Tn,yn)) be a data
set. Consider again a cubic partition Ap = 7y, s(Dx) with width s € (0,1], that is properly
aligned to Dx with parameter v and fix an empirical histogram hE,AD € Hs as in .
Setting t :== min{r, p}, we define a predictor fDsp € Fsm by

m
Ipsp="Npa, + Zbi 1o piBe
i=1

with H 4-part hB,AD = fhE’AD. Theby,...,b,, are calculated according to and satisfy

b;:b;r—l—cht,

9



for any i =1,...,m and where j; denotes the index such that x; € Aj,. By writing

m

DY = (2} + tBx) (16)
i=1

we easily see that the definition of stp gives stp € Fsm C Fg,, and

) A fh @) ifze DY
D (@) = {_ fE,ps ) ifrg Dy, (17)

while Proposz'tz'on ensures that f5787p interpolates D. We call the map D +— f5757p a
bad interpolating histogram rule and remark that t is, like for good interpolating histogram
rules, data-dependent.

Our main results below show that the description good/ bad interpolating histogram rule
from the above Examples respectively, is indeed justified, provided the inflation
parameter is chosen appropriately. Here we recall that good learning algorithms can be
described by a small excess risk, or equivalently, a small distance to the Bayes decision
function fz p» see . To describe bad learning behavior, we denote the point spectrum of
Px by

A:={zxeX : Px({z}) >0}, (18)

see [II]. One easily verifies that A is at most countable, since Py is finite. Moreover, for
an arbitrary but fixed version f; p of the Bayes decision function, we write

fz,P =1afip—lx\afip and RE’P = RL,p(pr) ;

where we note that RTL p does, of course, not depend on the choice of fz p- Moreover, note
that for z € A the value f] p(z) is also independent of the choice of f; , and it holds

fz p(z) = fi p(z). In contrast, for x € X \ A with f] p(z) # 0 we have f£ p(z) # [ p(2).
In fact, a quick calculation using shows

Rip—Rip=IfLp = firlurg = 41xafipli, e - (19)

and consequently we have RE p—R7 p >0 whenever Px(A) < 1and f; p does not almost
surely vanish on X \ A. Tt seems fair to say that the overwhelming major{ty of “interesting”
P fall into this category. Finally, note that in general we do not have an equality of the form
(3), when we replace R} p and f} p by RLP and fLP. However, for y,t,t' € Y = [—1,1]
we have |L(y,t) — L(y,t")| < 4|t — /|, and consequently we find

IRLp(f) =Ry p| <4If — ff plliacry) (20)

for all f: X — Y. For this reason, we will investigate the bad interpolating histogram rule
only with respect to its Lo-distance to fz p-

Before the state our main result of this section we need to introduce one more assumption
that will be required for parts of our results.

Assumption 2.10. There exists a non-decreasing continuous map ¢ : Ry — Ry with
©(0) = 0 such that for any t > 0 and x € X one has Px(x 4+ tBx) < p(t).

10



Note that this assumption implies Px({z}) = 0 for any = € X. Moreover, it is satisfied
for the uniform distribution Py, if we consider ¢(t) := 29¢%, and a simple argument shows
that modulo the constant appearing in ¢ the same is true if Px only has a bounded Lebesgue
density. The latter is, however, not necessary. Indeed, for X = [-1,1] and 0 < 8 < 1 it is
easy to construct unbounded Lebesgue densities that satisfy Assumption for ¢ of the
form ¢(t) = ct?, and higher dimensional analogons are also easy to construct. Moreover, in
higher dimensions Assumption [2.10]also applies to various distributions living on sufficiently
smooth low-dimensional manifolds.

With these preparations we can now establish the following theorem that shows that for
p = 0 the good interpolating histogram rule is universally consistent while the bad inter-
polating histogram rule fails to be consistent in a stark sense. It further shows consistency,
respectively non-consistency for p = p, > 0 with p, — 0.

Theorem 2.11. Let L be the least-squares loss and let D € (X x Y)" be an i.i.d. sample
of sizem > 1. Let D fgs o denote the good interpolating histogram rule from Ezxample

. Similarly, let D — stp denote the bad interpolating histogram rule from FExample

d
.9 Assume that (Sn)nen 18 a sequence with s, — 0 as well as % — 0 as n — oo.
n

i) (Non)-consistency for p, = 0. We have in probability for |D| — oo

||f5,sn,0 - fZ,P”LQ(Px) — 07 (21)
||f5,8n,0 - fZ,P”Lz(PX) — 0. (22)

i1) (Non)-consistency for p, > 0. Let (pp)nen be a non-negative sequence with p, — 0
as n — co. Then for all distributions P that satisfy Assumption[2.10 for a function
© with ne(pn) — 0 for n — oo, we have

Hf;,sn,pn - fz,PHLg(PX) -0, (23)
1D smpn = L.l a(Pr) = 0 (24)
in probability for |D| — oo.

The proof of Theorem [2.11]is provided in Appendix Our second main result, whose
proof is provided in Appendix refines the above theorem and establishes learning rates
for the good and bad interpolating histogram rules, provided the width s,, and the inflation
parameter p, decrease sufficiently fast as n — oo.

Theorem 2.12 (Learning Rates). Let L be the least-squares loss and let D € (X x Y)™ be
an i.i.d. sample of sizen > 1. Let D fas’p denote the good interpolating histogram rule
from Ezample . Similarly, let D fl;’&p denote the bad interpolating histogram rule
from Ezample . Suppose that fz,P is a-Hélder continuous with o € (0,1] and that P
satisfies Assumptionfor some function @. Assume further that (sp)nen S a sequence

with
1

T 2a+d

and that (p)n>1 is a non-negative sequence with np(p,) < In(n)n=2/3 for all n > 1. Then
there exists a constant cq o > 0 only depending on d, «, and |f] pla, such that for alln > 1
the good interpolating histogram rule satisfies

1\
|Lo(Px) < Ca,ay/In(n) <> ; (25)

n

spn=n"", 7

1D pn = TLP
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with probability P™ not less than 1 — 2dpltde—n® Furthermore, for all n > 1, the bad
interpolating histogram rule satisfies

_ 1\
U — £} plliatpey < coay/T() () . (26)

n
with probability P™ not less than 1 — 9dplt+de—n®

To set the results above in context, let us first recall that even for a fixed hypotheses
class, ERM is, in general, not a single algorithm, but a collection of algorithms. In fact, this
ambiguity appears, as soon as the ERM-optimization problem has not a unique solution
for certain data sets, and as Lemma shows, this non-uniqueness may even occur for
strictly convex loss functions such as the least squares loss. Now, the standard techniques
of statistical learning theory are capable of showing that for sufficiently small hypotheses
classes, all versions of ERM enjoy good statistical guarantees. In other words, the non-
uniqueness of ERM does not affect its learning capabilities as long as the hypotheses class is
sufficiently small. In addition, it is folklore that in some large hypotheses classes, there may
be heavily overfitting ERM solutions, leading to the usual conclusion that such hypotheses
classes should be avoided.

In contrast to this common wisdom, however, Theorem demonstrates that for large
hypotheses classes, the situation may be substantially more complicated: First, it shows
that there exist ERMs, whose predictors converge to a function f}[ ps see , that in
almost all interesting cases is far off the target regression function, see , confirming
that the overfitting issue is indeed present for the chosen hypotheses classes. Moreover,
this strong overfitting may actually take place with fast convergence, see . Despite this
negative result, however, we can also find ERMs that enjoy a good learning behavior in
terms of consistency and almost optimal learning rates . In other words, both the
expected overfitting and standard learning guarantees may be realized by suitable versions
of ERM over these hypotheses classes. In fact, these two different behaviors are just extreme
examples, and a variety of intermediate behaviors are possible, too: Indeed, as the training
error can be solely controlled by the corrections on the inflating parts, the behaviour of
the histogram part h can be arbitrarily chosen. For our theorems above, we have chosen
a particular good and bad h-part, repectively, but of course, a variety of other choices
leading to intermediate behavior are also possible. As a consequence, the ERM property
of an algorithm working with a large hypotheses class is, in general, no longer a sufficient
notion for describing its learning behavior. Instead, additional assumptions are required to
determine its learning behavior. In this respect we also note that for our inflated hypotheses
classes, other learning algorithms that do not (approximately) minimize the empirical risk
may also enjoy good learning properties. Indeed, by setting the inflating parts to zero, we
recover standard histograms, which in geneneral do not have close-to-zero training error,
but for which the guarantees of our good interpolating predictors also hold true.

Of course, the chosen hypotheses classes may, to some extent, appear artificial. Nonethe-
less, in the following section they will be key for showing that for sufficiently large DNN
architectures exactly the same phenomena occur for some of their global minima.

3 Approximation of histograms with ReLU networks

The goal of this section is to build neural networks of suitable depth and width that mimic
the learning properties of inflated histogram rules. To be more precise, we aim to construct

12



a particular class of inflated networks that contains good and bad interpolating predictors,
similar to the good and bad interpolating histogram rules from Example and Example
[2.9] respectively.

We begin with describing in more detail the specific networks that we will consider.
Given an activation function ¢ : R — R and b € RP we define the shifted activation function
op : RP — RP as

ou(y) = (o(y1 +b1), s o (p + bp)) - (27)

A hidden layer with activation o, of width p € N and with input dimension ¢ € N is a
function H, : R? — RP of the form

H,(x):=(opoA)(z), xe€RI, (28)

where A is a p x ¢ weight matriz and b € RP is a shift vector or bias. Clearly, each pair (A,b)
describes a layer, but in general, a layer, if viewed as a function, can be described by more
than one such pair. The class of networks we consider is given in the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Given an activation function o : R — R and an integer L > 1, a neural
network with architecture p € NF1 is a function f : RP° — RPL, having a representation of
the form

f@)=H;g,0Hop10--0Hpy(x), xeR™, (29)

where Hyj : RP-1 — RPU 4s a hidden layer of width p; € N and input dimension pj_1 € N,
Il =1,..,L —1. Here, the last layer H;j, : RPL=1 — RPL 45 associated to the identity
id: R — R.

A network architecture is therefore described by an activation function o and a width
vector p = (po,...,pL) € NZ+1 The positive integer L is the number of layers, L — 1 is
the number of hidden layers or the depth. Here, py is the input dimension and py, is the
output dimension. In the sequel, we confine ourselves to the ReLU-activation function
|- |+ :R — [0,00) defined by

|t|+ := max{0,t} , teR.

Moreover, we consider networks with fixed input dimension pg = d and output dimension
pr, = 1, that is,
Hig (@) =(a,z) +b, xR,

Thus, we may parameterize the (inner) architecture by the width vector (pi,...,pr—1) €
NZ=1 of the hidden layers only. In the following, we denote the set of all such neural
networks by A,

15--5PL—1"

3.1 e-Approximate Inflated Histograms

Motivated by the representation for histograms, the first step of our construction ap-
proximates the indicator function of an multi-dimensional interval by a small part of a
possibly large DNN. This will be our main building block. We emphasize that the ReLU
activation function is particularly suited for this approximation and it thus plays a key role
in our entire construction.

For the formulation of the corresponding result we fix some notation. For z,2z, € R?¢
we write z1 < zp if each coordinate satisfies z1; < 29;, @ = 1,...,d. We define 21 < 2o
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Figure 2: Left. Approximation 1&‘2) (orange) of the indicator function 14 for A = [0.05,0.45]

(blue) according to Lemma for e = 0.1 on X = [0, 1]. The construction of 155) ensures

that l(j) coincides with 14 modulo a small set that is controlled by € > 0. Right. A DNN
(orange) for regression that approximates the histogram 15y + 0.8 - 1951y and a DNN
(green) that additionally tries to interpolate two samples 1 = 0.15 and zo = 0.975 (located
at the two vertical dotted lines) with y; = —0.5. The label y; is correctly interpolated since
the alignment condition is satisfied for xz; with ¢ = 0.15 and ¢ = § = ¢/3 = 0.05 as in
Example In contrast, yo is not correctly interpolated since condition is violated
for this ¢ and hence ¢ and § are too large.

analogously. In addition, if z; < 23, then the multi-dimensional interval is [z1, z2] := {z €
Re: 2 <2< 29}, and we similarly define (21, 22) if 21 < 2. Finally, for s € R, we let
21+ 5= (211+58,...,21,4+ 5).

Definition 3.2 (e-Approximation). Let A C X, z1,29 € R with 2z, < z9 and € > 0 with
e <min{ze;—z1;:1=1,...,d}. Then a network 15:13) € Agq,1 is called an e-Approximation
of the indicator function 14 : X — [0, 1] if

(19 =14} =[s1 46, —U(X\A4),

and if
a9>1=9, 19<0p=0.

The next lemma ensures the existence of such approximations. The full construction is
elementary calculus and is provided in Appendix in particular in Lemma Lemma
provides then the desired properties.

Lemma 3.3 (Existence of e-Approximations). Let 21,20 € R? and ¢ > 0 as in Definition
. Then for all A C X with [z1 +¢€,22 —¢| C A C [21, 22] there exists an e-Approzimation

1 of 14.

Figure 2| illustrates 15? for d = 1. Moreover, the proof of Lemma shows that out
of the 2d? weight parameters of the first layer, only 2d are non-zero. In addition, the 2d
weight parameters of the neuron in the second layer are all identical. In order to approximate
inflated histograms we need to know how to combine several functions of the form provided
by Lemma into a single neural network. An appealing feature of our DNNs is that the
concatenation of layer structures is very easy.
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Lemma 3.4. Ifc € R, (p1,p2) € N?, andg € A, ¢ € Ay, thencg € A, and g+¢' € Apip.

For an extended version of this result, see Lemma, In particular, our constructed
DNNs have a particularly sparse structure and the number of required neurons behaves in
a very controlled and natural fashion.

With these insights, we are now able to find a representation similar to . To this end,
we choose a cubic partition A = (A;);es of X with width s > 0 and define for € € (0, 5]

”HE? = {ch lfj NGNS Y},

jedJ

where 15463 = (1%})‘ A; is the restriction of 1! ]) to A; and 153) is an e-approximation of 1p,

of Lemma Here, B; is the cell with A; = B; N X, see the text around ( . We call any
(e)

function in H ;" an e-approzimate histogram.
Our considerations above show that we have ”Hfi) C Ay, p, With py = 2d|J| and mg = |J|.
Thus, any e-approximate histogram can be represented by a neural network with 2 hidden

layers. Inflated versions are now straightforward.

Definition 3.5. Let s € (0,1], m > 1, and ¢ € (0,s/3]. Then a function f : X — Y s
called an e-approzimated m-inflated histogram of width s if there exist a subset {z73,...,x},} €
Pot,(X) and a cubic partition A of width s that is properly aligned to {z7,...,x} } with
parameter r € [0, s) such that

+Zb 1z s

where h(€) € HS), t € (0,r], 6 € (0,t/3], b; € 2Y and where I( )+tB is a d-approximation of
1y:4eB,, foralli=1,...,m. We denote the set of all 5—app7"0mmated m-inflated histograms

of width s by .7:5(57?1

A short calculation shows that .7-" C Ap, p, With p1 = 2d(m + |J|), p2 = m + |J| and
|J| < (2/5)¢. With these preparatlons, we can now introduce good and bad interpolating
DNNs.

Example 3.6 (Good and bad interpolating DNN). Let L be the least squares loss, s €
(0,1] be a cell width and let p > 0 be an inflation parameter. For a data set D =
((x1,Yi)s - -+, (Tn, yn)) we consider again a cubic partition Ap = 7, s(Dx), with m = |Dx|,
being properly aligned to Dx with parameter r. Set t := min{r, p}. According to Example
2.8, a good interpolating HR is given by

Thasp =26 1a, +Zb Lo 4B
jeJ

where the (c; )jes are given in (6) and bf, ..., b} are from (14)). For e :=§:=1t/3 we then
define the good interpolating DNN by

+ + +
Ghap =2 15 +Zb 1
jeJ
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Clearly, we have gE’&p € ffg@ We call the map D gas?p a good interpolating DNN and
1t is easy to see that this network indeed interpolates D. Finally, the bad interpolating DNN
9p,s,p i defined analogously using the bad interpolating HR from Ezxample instead.

Similarly to our inflated histograms from the previous section, the next theorem shows
that the good interpolating DNN is consistent while the bad interpolating DNN fails to be.
The proof of this result is given in Appendix

Theorem 3.7 ((Non)-consistency). Let L be the least-squares loss and let D € (X x V)"
be an i.i.d. sample of sizemn > 1. Let D — gE sp denote the good interpolating DNN from

Ezxample . Stmilarly, let D — 9D.s,p denote the bad interpolating DNN from Ezample

d
3.0. Assume that (sp)nen 1S a sequence with s, — 0, % — 0 asn — o0 as well as

sp > 20~ Y4 Additionally, let (pn)nen be a non-negative sequence with p, < o2n~Y4. Then
gljs Smopm Adsdnon. Moreover, for all distributions P that satisfy Assumption for a

function ¢ with p;,%(p,) — 0 for n — co, we have

ng_),sn,pn - fz,PHLz(PX) —0, (30)

HgB,SmPn - f;f,P”L2(PX) - 0’ (31)
in probability for |D| — oo.

The above result can further be refined to establishing rates of convergence if the width
sn and the inflation parameter p, converge to zero sufficiently fast as n — co. The proof is

provided in Appendix

Theorem 3.8 (Learning Rates). Let L be the least-squares loss and let D € (X x Y)™ be
an i.i.d. sample of sizen > 1. Let D gESp denote the good interpolating DNN from

Ezxample . Similarly, let D — g, ¢ p denote the bad interpolating DNN from Example .
Suppose that fZ,p is a-Hélder continuous with o € (0,1] and that P satisfies Assumption
for some function ¢. Assume further that (sp)nen S a sequence with

B 1
 2a+d

spn=n"", v
and that (pn)n>1 s a non-negative sequence with p, < on~ Y4 gnd o %o(pn) < ln(n)n”/?’
for all n > 1. Then there exists a constant cqo > 0 only depending on d, o, and |f] pla,
such that for all m > 2 the good interpolating histogram rule satisfies

* 1\
||gE7sn,p" - fL,PHLQ(PX) S C()é7d ln(n) <> 9 (32)

n

with probability P™ not less than 1 — 2dpl+de—n® Furthermore, for all n > 2, the bad
interpolating histogram rule satisfies

_ 1\
195, — 1 plliatre) < Conay/I() () . (33)

n

with probability P™ not less than 1 — 2dpltde—n®" Finally, there exists a natural number

ng,o > 0 such that for any n > ng . we have g[i)’smpn € Aydnon-
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Note that the rates of convergence in and remain true if we consider a sequence
sp with ¢c™'n™ <'s,, < en™7 for some constant ¢ independent of n. In fact, the only reason
why we have formulated Theorem with s, = n~"7 is to avoid another constant appearing
in the statements. Moreover, if we choose s, := 2a|n~7| ! with a := 3'/¢/(31/¢ — 2), then
we have |J| < (2551 +2)? < (a='n!/d 4 2)¢ < n for all n > 3. Consequently, for m := n,
we can choose n4, := 3, and hence we have gD Snpn € Audn 2n for all n > 3 while (32)) and
. ) hold true modulo a change in the constant Cad-

Discussion of results. To fully appreciate Theorems[3.7/and [3.8|as well as their underlying
construction let us discuss its various consequences

First, the good interpolating DNN predictors gD S show that its is actually possible
to train sufficiently large, over-parameterized DNNs such that they become consistent and
enjoy optimal learning rates up to a logrithmic factor without adapting the network size to
the particular smoothness of the target function. In fact, it suffices to consider DNNs with
two hidden layers and 4dn, respectively 2n neurons in the first, respectively second, hidden
layer. In other words, Theorems[3.7]and [3.8|already apply to moderately over-parameterized
DNNs, and by the particular properties of the ReLLU-activation function, also for all larger
network architectures. In addition, when using architectures of minimal size, training, that
is constructing ga sn . €LY be done in O(d?-n?)-time if the DNNs are implemented as fully
connected networks. Moreover, the constructed DNNs have a particularly sparse structure
and exploiting this can actually reduce the training time to O(d - n - logn). While we
believe that this is one of the very first statistically sound end—to—endﬂ proofs of consistency
and optimal rates for DNNs, we also need to admit that our training algorithm is mostly
interesting from a theoretical point of view, but useless for practical purposes.

Second, Theorems [3.7] and [3.§] also have its consequences for DNNs trained by variants
of stochastic gradient descent (SGD) if the resulting predictor is interpolating. Indeed,
these theorems show that ending in a global minimum may result in either a very good
learning behavior or an extremely overfitting, bad behavior. In fact, all the observations
made for histograms at the end of Section [2] apply to DNNs, too. In particular, since
for n > ngq the Aygn2n-networks can e-approximate all functions in F;,, for all € > 0
and all s € [n~'/4,1], we can, for example, find, for each polynomial learning rate slower
than n~%7, an interpolating learning method D — fp with fp € A4gn 2, that learns with
this rate. Similarly, we can find interpolating fp € A4gn 2, With various degrees of bad
learning behavior. In summary, the optimization landscape induced by A4gy 2, contains a
wide variety of global minima whose learning properties range somewhat continuously from
essentially optimal to extremely poor. Consequently, an optimization guarantee for (S)GD,
that is, a guarantee that (S)GD finds a global minimum in the optimization landscape, is
useless for learning guarantees unless more information about the particular nature of the
minimum found is provided. Moreover, it becomes clear that considering (S)GD without the
initialization of the weights and biases is a meaningless endeavor: For example, constructing
glj;’ sn.pn, CanL be viewed as a very particular form of initilization for which (S)GD won’t change
the parameters anymore. More generally, when initializing the parameters randomly in the
attraction basin of glj;’ Smopm then GD will converge to ga S and therefore the behavior of
GD is completely determined by the initialization. In this respect note that so far there
is no statistically sound way to distinguish between good and bad interpolating DNNs on
the basis of the training set alone, and hence the only way to identify good interpolating

2By “end-to-end” we mean the explicit construction of an efficient, feasible, and implementable training
algorithm and the rigorous statistical analysis of this very particular algorithm under minimal assumptions.
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DNNs obtained by SGD is to use a validation set. Now, for the good interpolating DNNs of
Theorem it is actually possible to construct a finite set of candidates such that the one
with the best validation error achieves the optimal learning rates without knowing «. For
DNNSs trained by SGD, however, we do not have this luxury anymore. Indeed, while we can
still identify the best predicting DNN from a finite set of SGD-learned interpolating DNNs
we no longer have any theoretical understanding of whether there is any useful candidate
among them, or whether they all behave like a 9D 5 pm”

Third, for both consistency and learning with essentially optimal rates it is by no means
necessary to find a global minimum, or at least a local minimum, in the optimization land-
scape. For example, the positive learning rates also hold for ordinary cubic histograms
with widths s, := n™7, and the latter can, of course, also be approximated by A4 2n-
Repeating the proof of Theorem [3.§]it is easy to verify that these approximations also enjoy
the good learning rates . Moreover, these approximations fp are almost never global
minima, or more precisely, fp is not a global minimum as soon as there exist a cubic cell
A containing two samples x; and x; with different labels, i.e. y; # y;. In fact, in this case,
fp is not even a local minimum. To see this, assume without loss of generality that x; is
one of the samples in A with y; # fp(x;). Considering fp \ = fp + )\bjlg/j’gBoo for all
A € [0,1] and ¢ := min{r, p} we then see that there is a continuous path in the parame-
ter space of Aygn 2, that corresponds to the || - ||oo-continuous path A — fp ) in the set
of functions Aygp 2, for which we have Ry p(fp.) < Rr,p(fp) for all A € (0,1]. In other
words, fp is not a local minimum. In this respect we note that this phenomenon also occurs
to some extend in under-parameterized DNNs, at least for d = 1. Indeed, if we consider
m := 1 and s, := n7, then fp, fpx € Aygyrdopra for all sufficiently large n. Now, the

functions in Aygy,~d 9,,7a have O(d?>n*?) many parameters and for 2yd = 231 7 < 1, that
is a > d/2 = 1/2, we then see that we have strictly less than O(y/n) neurons with O(n)

parameters, while all the observations made so far still hold.
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A Characterization of empirical risk minimizers
In this section we briefly provide a full characterization of empirical risk minimizers that
we use several times for proving our main results.

Lemma A.1 (Characterization of ERMs). Let Y be convexr, A C X be non-empty, A =
(Aj)jes be a finite partition of A, and

Ha = {chlAj tcj € Y} )
JjeJ
Moreover, let D = ((x1,Y1),-- -, (Tn,Yn)) € (X X Y)™ be a data set and let La(x,y,t) =
14(z)L(y,t), with L being the least squares loss. Furthermore, denote the number of samples

whose covariates fall into cell A; by Nj, that is N; := |{i : ; € Aj}|. Then, for every
f* € Hq with representation f* = ZjeJ cjla;, the following statements are equivalent:

i) The function f* is an empirical risk minimizer, that is

Rr,p(f*)= min R, p(f).
LA7 (f ) fe?l'}}z\ LA: (f)
ii) For all j € J satisfying N;j # 0 we have

1

i:l’i GA]'

Proof of of Lemma We first note that for an f* € H 4 with representation f* =
> jes ¢jla; we have

n
jeJ it €A,

Riup(f) = -3 TG Lly @) =~ 5 S Ligiey).
=1

Consequently, f* is an empirical risk minimizer, if and only if ¢; minimizes Zml €A, L(y;,-)
for all j € J. Now, if N; = 0, the sum is empty, and hence there is nothing to consider. For
J € J with N; we observe that

> L(yi,Cj)=NjC?—20j< > yi>+ > v

;€A ;€A iz €A

which is minimized for ¢; given by . O
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B Existence of properly aligned cubic partitioning rule

In this section we prove the existence of a properly aligned cubic partitioning rule.

Proof of Theorem Recall that cubic partitions B of R? have a representation of

the form . Now, to construct m,, ; we will consider a finite set of candidate offsets

ol ,:L'J;( € R For the construction of these offsets we write J := s/(m + 1) and for

j €40,...,m} we further define
1
To_ |

Now, our candidate offsets x]i, e ,x}( € R? are exactly those vectors whose coordinates

are taken from zg,...,zin. Clearly, this gives K = (m + 1)%. Now let {z},...,z%} €
Pot,,([~1,1]%). In the following, we will identify the offset xz that leads to m, s({z7, ..., 25 })

coordinate-wise. We begin by determining its first coordinate x}; ;- To this end, we define

I = [ks + 46, ks + (j +1)6) .
keZ
Our first goal is to show that Iy, ..., I, are a partition of R. To this end, we fix an z € R.
Then there exists a unique k € Z with ks < x < (k+1)s. Moreover, for y := x—ks € [0, s),
there exists a unique j € {0,...,m} with jo <y < (5 + 1)d. Consequently, we have found
x € [ks+ 79, ks + (j +1)6). This shows R C IpU---U I, and the converse inclusion is

trivial. Let us now fix some 7,5 € {0,...,m} and assume that there is an z € I; N I.
Then there exist k, &k’ € Z such that
x €lks+j6, ks+ (j+1)0) N [K's+ 40, K's + (j +1)6) . (35)

Since (j +1)0 < s and (j' +1)d < s, we conclude that ks <z < (k4 1)s and k's < z <
(k' +1)s. As observed above this implies k¥ = k’. Now consider y := x — ks € [0, ). Then
implies
y €46, (j + 1)6) N [5'0, (7 +1)d),

and again we have seen above that this implies j = j'. This shows I; N I;; = () for all j # j'.

Let us now denote the first coordinate of z} by z7,. Then D% | :={z},:i=1,...,m}
satisfies |D% ;| < m and since we have m + 1 cells I;, we conclude that there exists a
g €40,...,m} with Dy, N Iz = 0. We define

w1
5”21 = z;% = <31 + 5) J.

Next we repeat this construction for the remaining d — 1 coordinates, so that we finally

obtain LUZ = (z%,...,z};) € R? for indices Jis---.J5 € {0,...,m} found by the above
reasoning.

It remains to show that holds the cubic partition with offset 37; and all ¢ > 0
with ¢ < 5% = 0/3. To this end, we fix an z}. Then its cell B(x}) is described by a
unique k := (k1,...,kq) € Z% namely

B(z;) = [m}}l + ks, :’3;,1 + (k1 +1)s) x -+ X [l‘;d + kgs, x;,d + (kq+1)s) .

Let us now consider the first coordinate z7 ;. By construction we know that x7, & I+ and

(7 +5) 6+ hs < afy < (ji+g) -0+ (ka+1)s. (36)
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Now, 562‘71 & ij implies
wiy €(k1+1)s+ 570, (k14 1)s + (ji +1)0)

Since the right hand side of excludes the case z7; > (k1 + 1)s + (ji + 1)d, we hence
find
zi1 < (k1 +1)s+jié= :1:21 + (k1 +1)s—6/2.

This shows z7; + 7 < x}?  + (k1 + 1)s for all r € [~t,]. To show that ], + 7 > x}; |+ ks
holds for all r € [—¢,] we first observe that z7; ¢ I;; also implies

xiy Elkis + Ji0, ks + (ji +1)9) .
Now, the left hand side of excludes the case x7; < k1s+ jjd. Consequently, we have
xy > ks + (5 + 1)8 = a)y + kus + /2

and this yields =7, +r > xz | + ks for all r € [—t,¢]. Finally, by repeating these consider-
ations for the remaining d — 1 coordinates, we conclude that z} + tB, C B(z]). O

C Learning properties of inflated histograms

In this section we provide the proofs of the results for the good and bad interpolating
histogram rules from Section To this end let us introduce some more notation. For
a measurable set A and a loss L : Y x R — [0,00) we therefore introduce the loss L4 :
X XY xR —[0,00) by

La(z,y,t)) = 1a(x)L(y,1) - (37)
Obviously, for any measurable function f : X — R it holds
Rerap(f) =Rr,p(laf). (38)
Moreover, by linearity, for every measurable sets B C A, the risk then decomposes as
Riap(f) =Rerp5pP(f) +Riyp(f). (39)

The next result shows that also the Bayes risk enjoys a similar decomposition.

Lemma C.1. Let A, B C X be non-empty, disjoint, and measurable with AUB = X. Then
we have
Rip=Ri,p+Rizp-

Proof of Lemma Basically, this is a consequence of the presence of the indicator
functions 14, 15 in the definition of L 4, Lg, see . More precisely, there is a sequence of
functions fA with {f7' # 0} C A such that

RLA,P(f’r?) - 7?’*LAJ:’ )
as n — oo, and similarly for A replaced by B. Thus, for f, := f,f‘ + fB, one has
RLp < Jim Ry p(fa) = lim Riap(fi) + Jim Ripp(f2)=Ri, p+Ri,p-

Since the converse inequality is trivial, this proves the lemma. ]
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C.1 Preparatory Lemmata

The next lemma provides a bound on the difference of the risks of two measurable functions.

Lemma C.2. Let Y = [—1,1] and let fi, fo : X — Y be measurable functions. For A C X
measurable and non-empty we define Ls(x,y,t) = 14(x)L(y,t) with L being the least square
loss. Then the following two inequalities hold:

|Rrpp(f1) = Rrap(f2)] <4 Px(AN{fi # f2}) ,
1La(fi = f)l[2,py) < 4 Px(AN{fi # fo}) -

Proof of Lemma We begin by proving the first inequality. To this end, we note that
the definition of L yields

Rup(fi) — Rup(fa) = /A /Y (v — 11(2))’ — (y — folw))? P(dyle)dPy ()
- / / (v = fi(2)) = (y — fola)2P(dyla)dPx () -
An{fi#f2} /Y

Now observe that y, fi(x) € [~1,1] implies (y — fi(z))? < 4. Moreover, we also have
(y — fi(x))? > 0, and hence we conclude that

(= fi@)? — (y— fale))?| < 4.

Combining these considerations we find

Reo(h) = Rept| < [ [ fiv= @) = ) Plasia)ps )

<APx(AN{f1 # f2}) -

The second inequality can be show similarly. Namely, we have
104 = )l e = [ (@)~ (o) PPy (o)

- / (1(x) — fol@))?dPy (x)
An{fi#f2}
<APx (AN{f1 # f2}) ,

where we again used f;(x) € [—1,1]. O

Lemma C.3. Let h: X — R be measurable, A C X, and L be the least-squares loss. Then
we have the identity

Rirap(=h) = Rp,p(—f1,p) = Rrsp(h) =Ry, p+4afrp h— fip)2-
Proof of Lemma[C.3 Given z € X and using

(a+b)? — (a — b)* = 4ab ,

23



we obtain for the difference of inner risks
[ (o m@)? Piste) = [ v+ i p(a))? Playia)

— [+ h@)? = (v = h@)? + (v~ hi))
(et S p @)+ — fp(@)? — (g — fip(@)? Pldyle)

= [ (= 1la)? = (= £, @) + dyhlz) ~ i pla) Plda).

Thus, since
fip@ = [ v Plle)

we arrive at

Riap(=h) =R, p(—fLp)

= Rup) = Riyp 4 [ [ ohie) = ufi pla) Pldylo)Px (o)

=Rp,p(h) =Ry, p+4Qafr p,h— fL p)2,
i.e., we have shown the assertion. O

With these preparations we can now present the following key lemma that shows that
it suffices to understand the behavior of the good and bad interpolating histogram rules on
A and the behavior of h}, Ap-

Lemma C.4. Let L be the least squares loss, P be a distribution on X XY with point
spectrum A, see ,and D € (X x Y)" be a data set. Then for all s € (0,1] and all
p > 0 the good interpolating histogram rule satisfies

Rip(f.,) = Rip < Riap(fhs,) = Riap+4Px(D\A)
+ ,R’va(h$,.AD) — RE,P
where D}t s defined by . Moreover, for all s € (0,1] and all p > 0 the bad interpolating
histogram rule satisfies
1fpsp = L pliare) < Riap(fn,,) = Riyp +4Px (DI A)
Proof of Lemma[C To simplify notation, we write 4 := D¥'\ A and B := X\ (D' UA).

Note that this yields the partition X = AUAUB. In addition, we have f} o(z) = 3, A, (@)

for all z € X \ D}'. Using this in combination with B € X \ D} as well as the risk
decomposition formula and Lemma we then find

RL,P(fg’s,p) - RE,P = RLA,P(fg’s,p) - REA,P
+ RLA,P(fl—;,s,p) - REA,P
+ RLBJD(hB,AD) - R*LB,P
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Moreover, Lemma applied to f; := fzg sp and fz := f] p implies

Riap(fps,) = Riap <4Px(AN{fp,, # fip}) < 4Px(A).
In addition, we have
RLB,PUIE,AD) - 7QEB,P < RLBJD(hB,AD) - REBJD + RLX\B»P(hB,AD) - R}:X\va
=Rrp(hha,) —Rip, (40)

where again we used and Lemma Combining these estimates we then obtain the
assertion for the good interpolating ERM.

To prove the inequality for the bad interpolating histogram rule, we consider the de-
composition

_ _ . \2
”fD,s,p - fZ,PH%Q(PX) = /A(fD,s,p - fL,P) dPx
+ /A(fB,s,p - fz,P)2 dPx
_ N
+ B(fD,s,p - fL,P) dPx ,

where in the first integral we used fz p(@) = [ p(z) forall z € A. Now, fp, . (z) € [-1,1]
and fz p(x) € [-1,1] for all € X gives

/A(fB,S,p - fz,P)Q dPx < 4Px(A).

Moreover, by we find fp () = —f;jsjp(:c) = —hBAD(x) for all z € X \ DY and
thus also for all x € B. In addition, B C X \ A shows fLP(a:) = —f] p(z) for all z € B.

Together, these considerations give ff, . () —fz p(T) = —h}, A, @)+ ff p(x) forallz € B,
and consequently we obtain

_ 2 * 2 *
/B(fD,s,p - fZ,p) dPx < /(hE,AD —fi,p) dPx = Rrp(hp 4,) —Rip-

Combining these considerations finishes the proof. O

C.2 Proof of Theorem 2.11]

Throughout this section we assume that the general assumptions of Theorem [2.11] are
satisfied. In particular, D € (X x Y)" is an i.i.d. sample of size n > 1 and Dx :=
{z1,...,2y, } € Pot,,,(X) is the set of input observations. Moreover, (s,)nen is a sequence

. In(nsd)
with s, — 0 as well as =2~ — 0 as n — oc.
n

C.2.1 The good interpolating histogram rule

We begin by introducing the basic strategy of our proof. To this end, consider the good
interpolating histogram rule from Example 2.8 with representation

m
fgvsvp = hEnAD + Zbll{wr—i_tBoo} 6 ‘Fs7m :
=1
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In view of (3]) it suffices to consider the excess risk of f}) - Now observe that in the case ¢ ),
i.e. for p =0, we have t = 0 and thus D' = Dy. Since Px(Dx \ A) = 0 by the definition
of A, we then find by Lemma that

Rep(fhs,0) — Rip < Rilhp a,)+Ralfh, o
where
Rl(hE,AD) = RL,P(hE,AD) —RLp
RQ(fE,Sn,O) = RLAyp(fg7Sn,0) - REA’P :

Moreover, in the case ii), i.e. for p = p, > 0 the distribution P satisfies Assumption m
which ensures A = (). The latter implies Ro( f; s,0) = 0, and therefore we find by Lemma

[C4 that
Rip(fbs,) —Rip < 4Px (D \ A) + Ru(hf, 4,) -
Moreover, by Assumption [2.10]and t < p = p,, we obtain
n
Px(D¥'\ A) < Px(D3") <3 Px (i + pnBoc) < np(pp) — 0, (41)
i=1

and consequently, it suffices to bound Rl(hB AD)' Therefore, the rest of this subsection is
devoted to bounding R1(h}, A,,) and Ro( D s, 0) individually.

Bounding R (h}, AD)' Thanks to Proposition we already know that
Ri(hpa,) = Rep(h} 4,) —Rip—0
in probability for n — oo.

Bounding R2(f}, 5.0) If A =0 we obviously have Ra(ff;; () =0, and hence we assume
A # () in the following. In this case, A can be at most countable, and therefore we fix an
at most countable enumeration (Z;);es of A, i.e.

A= {71

jeJ

Let us further fix an € > 0 and a finite subset Ay C A such that Px (A \ Ag) < e. With the
help of and Lemma we then observe that

Riar([De, 0)~Riapr = RLAO,P(fE,Sn,o)—REAO,p + RLA\AO,P(stmo)—R*LA\AO,P . (42)

Since Y = [—1, 1] is bounded the second difference can be bounded by

RisvagP(FDs,0) = Riga,pl = / Lavao (@) (fD, o) = fo(x))? dP(z,y)

XxXY
<4 Px(A\ Ao)
< 4de. (43)
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Our next step is to bound the first difference in . To this end, we write
Jo::{jEJlﬁjEAo},
Cj :={z;} for j € Jy, and C := (C})ecj,- Then C is a finite partition of Ay, and we set

Fo = {Z cile, tcj € Y} . (44)

Jj€Jdo
Since all C; are singletons, every measurable function f : X — Y satisfies 15,f € F¢. We
thus conclude that fp := 1a, fE s,.0 € Fc, too. Moreover, by we know

Rin, P(fD) = Rin, P[5, 0)- (45)

Our next goal is to show that fp minimizes the empirical risk over F¢ with respect to

La,. To this end, we fix a j € Jy for which we have N; := |[{i : z; € C;}| > 0. Since fg75n70
interpolates D by construction, Proposition then gives

() = 1a,(2) f5 4, 0(Z5) = [, 0(E5) = N > i (46)

Thus, Lemma shows that fp is indeed an empirical risk minimizer with respect to La,
and JFe.

Our next goal is to apply Theorem , which holds for all ERM with respect to La,
and F¢, to our specific ERM fp. To this end, we first observe, as in the proof of Corollary
that since L is the least squares loss, the assumptions and of Theorem [E.2
are satisfied for La, with ¥ = 1, B =4, and V = 16. Moreover, our assumption ¥ = [—1, 1]
ensures that La, is locally Lipschitz continuous with |La, |11 < 4. In addition, we have

N(Fe, || lloor€) < (2/e) 20

Applying Theorem and optimizing the resulting oracle inequality with respect to ¢ like
at the end of the proof of Corollary we then see that, for all n > 1 and 7 > 0,

* * * T ’AO, n
RLonp(fD) - RLA07P S 4(RLA07P7]:C - RLAO,P) + 1024; + 512 T <1 —|—ln <’AO’>>

holds with probability P™ not less than 1 — e~7. Now, to bound the approximation error
term, we note that

Fe = {f X - Y’f measurable and f(x) =0 for all ¢A0},

and hence we easily find

Risgr = f:)i?—fw Riagplf) = f:)i?—f»f Riagp(Laof) =Riy pre -
Setting 7 := In(n) we conclude that
* T |A0‘ n
RLA07P<JCD>_RLAO,P S 1024%"‘5127 <1+1n (‘Ad)) (47)

holds with probability P™ not less than 1—1/n. For later use note that this oracle inequality
actually holds for all ERM respect to L, and F¢, since so does Theorem [E.2] and we have
not used any property of our specfic ERM fp to derive . Finally, combining this with

, , , and the obvious RLAO,P(fzJ)Fs o) — Rl p =0, we conclude that
19Ny 07

R3(f578mo) = RLA,P(f$,Sn7O) —Riap—0

in probability for n — oco.
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C.2.2 The bad interpolating histogram rule

In this subsection we consider the bad interpolating histogram rule from Example with
representation

m
fl;,s,p = hB,AD + Z bi]-:r:-‘thBoo € Jrs,m .
i=1
Now observe that in the case i) of Theorem i.e. for p = 0, we have t = 0 and thus

D¥' = Dx. Since Px(Dx \ A) = 0 by the definition of A, we then see by Lemma and
Proposition that it suffices to show that

Riap(fps,0) = Rinp =0 (48)

in probability for n — oo. To this end, we fix an € > 0 and a finite Ay C A with
Px(A\ Ap) < e. Then we note that the decomposition and the estimate for
fz)r 5,0 lso holds for fp, . Consequently, it suffices to bound the term

RLA():P(fB,Sn,O) - REA():P :

To this end, recall that f; 5,0 and o s,.0 are both interpolating predictors, and hence we
have

fB,sn,O(xi) = fg,sn,O(xi) (49)

for all samples (z;,y;) of D, and thus in particular for all samples (z;,y;) of Dy with z; € A.
Let us define fp := 14, fB’ 0" Combining with we see that fp is an empirical
risk minimizer over the hypotheses set F¢ defined with respect to La,. Since has
been shown for all ERM respect to La, and F¢ we thus find

RLAO7P(f.5,Sn,O) - R*LA07P = RLonp(fD) - Ronvp —0

in probability for n — oo. This finishes the proof in the case i) of Theorem Moreover,
in the case i), i.e. for p = p, > 0 the distribution P satisfies Assumption which
ensures A = (). In combination with Lemma the latter implies

1Fps, = FE Pl cpy) < AP (DX N\ A) + Ry p(hh ) —Rip.

Now, the first term has already been bounded in and the excess risk of hlJS Ap can
again be bounded by Proposition

C.3 Proof of Theorem (Learning Rates)

In the following we suppose that all assumption of Theorem are satisfied.
Let us first prove the assertions for the good interpolating histogram rule. To this end,
we first recall that Assumption implies A = (). By and Lemma we then obtain

1F g = F1.PWT0(py) = Rep(f,,) = Rip < 4Px(DY'\ A) + Rep(hf 4,) — Rip-

Now, shows
Px(DH\ A) < np(pn) < In(n)n~3 <In(n)n=27. (50)
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Moreover, by Theorem we know that |Im(mp, )| < (m + 1)¢ < 29n? for all m < n.
Consequently, applying Proposition with ¢ = 2% and 8 := d we find

RLP(hJDr’AD) — ’R*LJJ < cg,q In(n) n2 (51)

with probability P™ at least 1 — 2dn1+de*”dw, where ¢4, > 0 is a constant only depending
on d, a, and |f} pla. Combining this with we then obtain (25]).

Finally, inequality for the bad interpolating histogram rule follows analogously,
since in this case Lemma shows

1fDs o — J1 Pl pe) S AP (DE N\ A) + Ry p(hfy ) —Rip-

D Learning properties of approximating neural networks

D.1 Auxiliary Results on Functions that can be represented by DNNs

In this section we present some results on algebraic properties of the set of functions that
can be represented by DNNs. We particularly focus on the network sizes required to perform
algebraic transformations of such functions.

To this end, recall that throughout this work we solely consider the ReL.U-activation
function o := |- |4 and its shifted extensions (27). Given an input dimension d, a depth
L > 2, and a width vector (py,...,pr_1) € NF71 a function f € Ap, . is then of the

form , ie.

~PL—1

f(CC):HLOHLflo"'OH]_(SU)) CCERPO,

where each layer H;, | = 1,...,L, is of the form , where we drop the index for the
activation to ease notation. Specifically, each layer can be represented by a p; X p;_1 weight
matrix A® with po := d and py, := 1 and a shift vector b) € R”, and the last layer H}, has
the identity as an activation function. In the following, we thus say that the network f is
represented by (2, B), where 2 := (AM ... AB)) and B := bV, ..., b)), For later use
we emphasize that p;, = 1 implies b&) € R. Moreover note that each pair (A, B) determines
a neural network, but in general, a neural network, if viewed as a function, can be described
by more than one such pair.

Now, our first lemma describes the changes in the representation when manipulating a
single neural network.

Lemma D.1. Letd > 1, L > 2, and p := (p1,...,pr—1) € NE7L. Moreover, let f € A, be
a neural network with representation A == (AL ... AL and B := bV, ... b)), Then
the following statements hold true:

i) For all o € R and c € R we have of + c € A, with representation

(AW, AETD g AR) and (W, .. oD ap®) 4 ¢

ii) We have |f|+ € Ap1 with representation

(AW AB) ) and W, ..., b1 0) .
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Proof of Lemma i). This immediately follows from the representation and the
fact that Hy, does not have an activation function.

i1). Let Hy,...,H r+1 be the layers of the neural network f ‘given by the new representa-
tion. Then we have H, = H, for all | = 1,...,L—1as well as H; = |Hp|+ and HL+1 idg.
Applying the representation for f and f then gives the assertion. O

Our next lemma describes a possible representation of the sum of two nets with the
same depth L.

Lemma D.2. Letd > 1, L > 2, and p := (p1,...,pr-1) € e NELand = (Pr,...,Pr_1) €
NL=1 be two width vectors. Then for all f € Ay and fe Ay we have

f+fedps.

In addition, if (Q[,%) and (Ql,‘B) are representations of f and f, then f + f has the repre-
sentation A = (AN ... ALY and B := 6D, ..., b)) defined by

A0 . < 218; > € RO+ xd p) < ZS; > e R+
as well as
AD o oL . . H® L
0 . (my+my) X (rmy—1+mi—1) 0 . my+m
A _( O A(l)>€R l l -1 l17 b _<b(l)>eRl l7
foralll=2,...,L —1 and
AR = (AD) A1) ) g RwARL o) =) 4 pD) e R.

Eroof of Lemma Let Hl, e ,HL be the layers off and ];71, e ,ﬁL be the layers of
f. Forl=1,...,L, we further introduce the concatenation of layers

W,:=H,o---0H, and W,:=H,o---0Hj.

Moreover, for I =1,..., L, let H; be the layer given by A® and bW and W := Hjo---o Hj.
Since the last layers of f and f do not have an activation function, we then find

(f + ) = AP Wy () + 05 + AB) Wy () + b

. N Wi_1(z) . .
— (AL 4@ ). LB (L) 4 p(L)
(AB AL (WL_l(a:)>+b +0

_ 4. (gﬁ§§>+gm

for all z € R?. Similarly, for all I =2,...,L — 1 and all z € R? we have
(Wl(l‘))_(Hlom—l(ﬂf)> (‘Al Wi (@) + 00 )
Wi(x) HyoWi_i(x) Mlvmﬂ@ +b0|
B A Wi ( pD
- l Wi ( pd)
_1w>( lﬂ@)
‘ Wi_i(x)
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Finally, for the first layer and all 2 € R% we obtain

()= () = (o il ) =[G )=+ ()

=AW x40 .

Combining these results gives W; = (I/Vl, Wl)T forall [ =1,...,L, i.e. we have found the
assertion. 0

D.2 Approximating Step Functions by DNNs

In this section we collect the main pieces to approximate histograms with DNNs. The first
lemma, which is a longer and more detailed version of Lemma[3.3] shows how to approximate
an indicator function on a multidimensional interval by a small ReLU-DNN with two hidden
layers.

Lemma D.3. Let d > 1 and let z1 = (z11,...,21.4) € R and z9 = (22,1,...,224d) € RY pe
two vectors with z1 < zo. Moreover, let € > 0 satisfy

Z9.4 214
e < mln{ 2 5 L =1, ,d}
and define
4.t —Id> e ::1< ate >
e\ Iy e\ —z—¢
A® = (=1,-1,...,-1) e R¥ b =1
AB) =1 b3 =0,

where I; denotes the d-dimensional identity matriz, and AB) b2 pB) e R. Then the neu-
ral network f. : RY — R given by the representation A := (A(l),A(Q),A(?))) and B =
(bW b2 b)Y satisfies f. € Asq 1 and

{fe >0} C (21, 22), (52)
{fe=1=[a+e2—¢), (53)
{fa<0}:{fa>1}:@- (54)

Proof of Lemma Let Hy, Ho, H3 be the layers of f.. Then we have H3 = idg and if
hgl), ey hgll), h§2), ey h512) denote the 2d component functions of Hj, that is

T
Hy(z) = (h§1>(x), D @), P (@), P (x)) , z € RY,
we thus find
d
fe(x) = Hy o Hyo Hy(x) = Hy o H(z) = \ =S hP@) = > hP @) +1
i=1 i=1 +
d
=13 (10" (@) ~ hP (@) —d+1 (55)
=1 +




for all z € R?. Therefore, we first investigate the functions 1 — hz(l) — hZ@). To this end, let

us fix an i € {1,...,d} and an = = (z1,...,24) € R% Then we obviously have
—x;+21 ;1€ .
; i+ € ———— ifx; <z ;+e¢
TSI TETECN e
€ € + 0 else,

and

Z; 224 — €&

3 € L—

e T
0 else.

Since 2z1; + € < 22,; — €, we consequently find

AL fa<zgte
1) (2) .
1-— hg () =h " (x)=4q1 if x; € 21+ ¢, 225 — €]
@ ifSUiZZQJ'—E.
In particular, we have

{1 — hl(l) — hl(Q) > 0} = (:L'l, ... ,l’d) S Rd X € (ZLrL',ZQJj)} , (56)

{(1=n"—b® =1} = {(21,...,20) €R% 1 1y € 21, + 2,205 — €]}, (57)

{1-n" —n® > 1) =0 (58)

Combining our initial equation with and yields

- 1} = {zd:@ —n" — ) = d}

i=1

d
S-nY - nP) —d+1

:[Zl+5722_6]7

i.e. we have found Net we will verify to this end, we first note that gives
d
Z —N—a+1| > 0}
=1 +
d
{Z (1—h —hz))>d—1} (59)
=1

Our next intermediate goal is to show

{f€>0}_{

d

{Z(1-h§”—h<2> >d—1} ﬂ{1— ¥ >0}, (60)
i=1
To this end, we assume the converse, i.e. there is an € R% and an ig € {1,...,d} with
d
Sr-r@) -nP @) >d-1  and 18 (@) - rP (@) <o0.
i=1
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Without loss of generality we may assume that 79 = d. Then combining both inequalities
we find

d—1

—1< Z — 1M (@) 2P (@) + (1 - hP (@) - 2P (@) < S (1 -V (@) - P (),
i=1

and this Shows that there is also an i € {1,. — 1} with 1 — h(l)(aj) - h(2)( ) > 1. This

contradicts , and hence we have shown . Now combining (59)) with ( and .

we obtain

d
{f>0rc 1= = h? >0} = (21, 2),
=1

i.e. we have found (52)). Finally, the equation {f. > 1} = 0 immediately follows from

combining and , and {f. <0} =0 is a direct consequence of . O
Our next goal is to describe how well the function f. found in Lemma [D.3] approximates
the indicator function 1(;, .,). To this end, we first recall a well-known estimate on || - [|oc-

covering numbers of cuboids in the following lemma. We include its proof for the sake of
completeness.

Lemma D.4. Let s1,...,5¢ > 0, $min := min{s1,...,sq}, 2 € R, and
A= {xERd:zigxiSzi—i—si}.

Then for all € € (0, Smin] we have

NA, [ oo ) < (g)d<ﬁ si> ed,
=1

Proof of Lemma Let us fix an i € {1,...,d}. Since € < s;, we then need at most
[55] closed intervals of length 2¢ to cover the interval [z;, z; + s;]. From this it is easy to
conclude that

N (A, loor2) [H HE H(Z“)Sﬁ(i

= 1=1 i=1

.
N———

Il
N
DO o
N——

Y
Y
—

»

&
N~

ml

=y

and hence we have shown the assertion. O

Now, the next lemma describes the announced description of the approximation error.

Lemma D.5. Let 21,20 € [~1,1]¢, and € > 0 as in Lemma . Moreover, let A C [—1,1]¢
be a subset satisfying (z1,22) C A C [21, 22]. Then the neural network f. € Asq1 constructed
in Lemma[D.3 satisfies

{fe=1a}=[zn1+e,22—c]U(X\A). (61)

Moreover, if A is a cube of side length s > 0, that is zo ;—21; = s foralli =1,...,d, and we
have a distribution Px on [—1,1]? that satisfies Assumption for some ¢ : Ry — Ry,
then we further have

Pe((f#1a) <3 ()7 g, (62)
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Proof of Lemma [D.5} By and we find the inclusions {f. = 1} = [z1+¢,22—¢] C
A and {f. > 0} C (21,22) C A. Using {f. < 0} = 0, which is known by (54)), we then
obtain

{fszlA}: (Aﬂ{fszl})U((X\A)ﬂ{fszo})
= (An{fe=1}) U ((X\ AN (X\{f->0}))
=[z1+e,20—€]U(X\A4),

i.e. we have shown . Now, to establish , we first note that together with
A C [z1, 22| implies

{fe #1a} = (X\[21+5322—€]) NAC[21,22] \ (21 +6,22 —€).
To further bound [z1, 2] \ (21 + €, 22 — €) we define

S = {x 1y € (214,21 + €] and x5 € (214, 224] for all j # i},

(2

Sii={z:2; €[22, — €, 20, and x; € [215, 225] for all j # i}
Then we have [z1, 2] \ (21 +¢€,20 —€) C S; U---US; US{ U---US, and hence we obtain

d d

Px({f- #1a}) <D Px(S7)+ > Px(S]). (63)

i=1 =1

Now observe that since A is a cube with side length s, the sets S;” and Sf are cuboids with
side lengths s1,...,s4, where s; = ¢ and s; = s for all j # i. Applying Lemma [D.4] then
shows

3\d
NSE - lloore) < (5) 887072,

and combining with Assumption [2.10] we obtain
+1 3N a1 _—an
Px(SE) < (5) 71 p(2e).

Inserting this estimate into yields . O

As a second step in our construction presented in Subsection [3.1] we combine Lemmas
and [D.2] with Lemma [D.3] to approximate step-functions on cubic partitions by ReLU-
DNNs with two hidden layers.

Proposition D.6. Let Ay,..., Ay be mutually disjoint subsets of X := [—1,1]? such that
for each i € {1,...,k} there exist z; ,z € X with z; <z and (27 ,2) C A; C [, 2]

Moreover, let zzij be the j-th coordinate of zfc. Then for all g : X — R of the form

k
g= Z a;la, (64)
i=1

with a; € R, all € > 0 satisfying

+ _ —
Zivj Fij

£<min{ 5 Z’]:izl...,k:cmdjzl,...,d}
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and all my > 2dk and mo > k, there exists a neural network f. € Ay, m, such that

C=

{fe=gt= s +e2" —cJU(X\4).
i=1
and || felloo = max{|ai|, ..., |ak|}. In addition, if Ai,..., A are cubes of side length s > 0,
i.e. z;“ —z; =(5,...,8) € R? for alli=1,...,k, and Px is a distribution on [—1,1]¢ that

satisfies Assumption [2.10 for some ¢ : Ry — Ry, then we further have

Px ({f- #g}) < 3dk - (3—;)61_1 g7 p(2).

Proof of Proposition Since Aggk i, C Am,,m, it suffices to find an f; with the desired
properties in Asgx x By assumption and Lemma[D.3} we find, for alle >0 and i =1,...,k,

a neural network fi(s) € Asq1, and Lemma shows that
() =14} =[] +e,55 —eJU(X\ A).
Moreover, for any «; € R, Lemma ensures «; fi(e) € Ayq with
{aif = ila) = [2 +e,2f —e]U(X\ A).

Now, applying Lemma [D.2] shows that

k
Je = Z O‘ifz‘(s)
1=1

belongs to Asggq k., and since we have

(O 200 {2 0y =& >0y n {9 >0} c (7,25 N (57, 57) C Ain 4

=0 (65)
for all ¢ # [, our previous considerations give us
k
{f-=g} Uz +e,zt —UX\ 4).
Finally, the identity || fe|lco = max{|au],...,|ax|} follows from and Hfi(a)Hoo = |ay| for
allt=1,...,k and the bound on Py ({fa =+ 1A}) is a direct consequence of . ]

D.3 Proof of Main Theorem

Throughout this section we assume that the general assumptions of Theorem are satis-
fied. In particular, D € (X xY)" is an i.i.d. sample of size n > 1 and Dx := {z7,...,x, } €
Pot,,(X) is the set of input observations. Moreover, (s,)nen is a sequence with s, — 0,

d
s > 24/p and % — 0 as n — oo. In addition, we let (p,)nen be a non-negative

sequence with p? < 2¢/n and p;%(p,) — 0 for n — co. Finally, let (g,)neny and (6 )nen
be positive sequences with €, = 6, = pn/2.
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We firstly show our claim for the good interpolating DNN from Example [3.6] having
representation

+ _ 7 +i(en) +
gD,snyPn - thA + Z b 1$ +tB

with ¢ = min{r, p, } and associated ’Hfj)—part

h; Eir;) Z +1(€n)
jeJ

We split the excess risk into three different terms

Ri1.p(9h.4, o) — Rip = Re,p(9h, ) — RE p(h}y 54)19)
+ RL,p(h;ﬁ)D ) = Rep(hha,) + Replhh )~ Rip. (66)

Convergence of the the first term follows from Lemma and by exploiting Assumption
210 We obtain

Ri.P(9h . o) — RL,P(h+ )< Px ({90 5 pn 7 hJIS’,EiT];)})
<4 Px(D{)
<4 Px(Dy™)
< dny(pn)
<429 %0 (pn) . (67)

Hence, by our assumption on p,, may we conclude

RLP(9D sy p) — RL,P(hE’,EZZ)) -0,
in probability for |D| — oco.
d
For bounding the second term in we remind that |J| < (%) . Lemma |C.2| and
Proposition yieldE|
+7( ’ﬂ)
Rep(hpAy) = Rep(hp 4,) <4 Px ({rp% Ap )£ b, At

-1
<12-d|J|- (3ﬁ> e, 0 p(2e,)

2 n
2 d 3871 d—1 d
<19. Z) L (=22m Le—d+l
<12 d<5n> ( 5 ) En ©(2ep)
<4-d-6"p, " o(pn) - (68)

Hence, our assumption on p,, ensures

RLJD(hB Eig)) — Rva(hB,AD) —0 R

3This is justified since e, = pn/2 < V% < 5,/2.
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in probability for |D| — oo. Finally, convergence of the last term in is easily derived
with the help of Proposition and we conclude that

2
Hgg’sn’pn - fz7P”L2(Px) = RL7P(QB’Sn7pn) - R27P — 0 s

in probability for |D| — oco.
We now turn to considering the bad interpolating DNN from Example [3.6] Since we
have gp, o, (x) € [-1,1] and f}: p(r) € [-1,1] for all z € X, Assumption gives

[ 9500, (0) = 1 p (@) dPx < 4PX(DY") < o) < Ao elpn) . (69

Moreover, for all z € X \ D' we have g, snpn (T) = —h}r)ﬁg and fLP(SL') = —f7 p(2).

Hence
S OB 0 = L@ aPx < Rep R )~ R
X

Combining both considerations with the first part of the proof shows then in probability
for |D| — oo

lgp — £l —0

9D, 5n.pn L,PIILa(Px) .
Finally, since |J| < (%)d <n, Proposition shows that gljism on € Adsdn on-

D.4 Proof of Main Theorem [3.§

Let all assumptions of Theorem be satisfied. Moreover, we let (e,,)neny and (O, )nen be
positive sequences with e, = 0, = p,/2. We prove the result for the good interpolating
DNN by reconsidering . Indeed, by our assumption p,%p(p,) < ln(n)n*Q/ 3 and thus

leads to
RLP(5h s ) — Rep(5SE) < 40, %6(pn) < 4ln(n)n ™/ < Aln(n)n 27 .
Moreover, gives
Rep(hy )~ Rep(hp ) <4-d-6% pr - o(pa) < 16-d- 64 In(n)n 27 .
Finally, shows with probability P" at least 1 — 2dnl+de—n"
RL:P(hE,AD) —Rip < Cdaln(n) n=2 (70)

where ¢4, > 0 is a constant only depending on d, o, and | L. pla. Collecting the above
considerations shows the first part of the theorem.
Now, coming to the bad interpolating DNN, we derive from

/ 9Dy 0 (@) = f1 p(2))? dPx < APx (DY) < dln(n)n 27 .

+t
DX

Moreover, combining the results from and gives with probability P" at least
1— 2dnl—|—de—nd'Y

RL7p(hJ]5”EZZ)) ~Rpp<4d-d: 62 - n(n)n"2/% + g0 In(n) n =227

< ¢qIn(n) n=2
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where ¢, , =4-d- 69 4 Cd,o- Thus, with probability P" at least 1 — 9dpl+de—n®

H9575n7pn - fLPH%Q(PX) < nga hl(n) n—2y ,

/! _ /
where Co = 4+ Cdor

d
Finally, we have |J| < (%)d = 29p%atd < n, provided n > ng,, for some ngq € N,

depending on d and «. Proposition shows then that g% Smapm € Adsdnon-

E Uniform bounds for histograms based on data-dependent
partitions

The main purpose of this section is to firstly present a general variance improved oracle
inequality for bounding the excess risk with respect to a broad class of loss functions. We
apply this result to the special case of the least squares loss and to histogram rules that
choose their cubic partitions in a certain, data-dependent way. In particular, we give an
optimized uniform bound that crucially relies on an explicit capacity bound, expressed in
terms of the covering number. This is a necessary step to provide in Section [E.2]the learning
properties of histograms based on data-dependent cubic partitions.

E.1 A Generic Oracle Inequality for Empirical Risk Minimization

If not stated otherwise, we assume throughout this subsection that X is an arbitrary non-
empty set that is equipped with some o-algebra. We write L for the corresponding set of all
bounded, measurable functions f : X — R. Moreover, Y C R is assumed to be measurable.
Following [19, Definition 2.18] we say that a measurable loss L : X x Y x R — [0, 00) is
locally Lipschitz continuous if for all a > 0 there exists a constant ¢, > 0 such that

sup|L(z,y,t) — L(z,y,t')| < calt =], t,t' € [—a,a]. (71)
rzeX
yey
Moreover, for a > 0, the smallest such constant ¢, is denoted by |L|4 1.
In addition, we need to recall the notion of covering numbers, which is recalled in the
following definition.

Definition E.1. Let (T,d) be a metric space and ¢ > 0. We call S C T an e-net of T if
for all t € T there exists an s € S with d(s,t) < e. Moreover, the e-covering number of T
1s defined by

N(T,d,e) ::inf{nz 1:3s1,...,8, €T such that T C UBd(si,e)},

=1

where inf ) := oo and By(s,e) := {t € T : d(t,s) < e} denotes the closed ball with center
s €T and radius €.

Moreover, if (T,d) is a subspace of a normed space (E,|| - ||) and the metric is given by
d(z,2") = ||z — 2|, x,2’ € T, we write N(T,| - ||,&) := N(T,d,¢).

Finally, we need to fix some notation related to empirical risk minimization. To this
end, we fix a loss function L : X XY xR — [0,00) and an F C L(X). Given a distribution
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P on X XY, we denote the smallest possible risk attained by functions in F by R} p £,
that is

RLpF = ]}Ielff Rer,p(f)-

Finally, following [19, Definition 6.2], we say that an ERM method D — fp with respect
to L and F is measurable, if for all n > 1 the map

(XxY)"xX =R
(D,z) = fp(x)

is measurable with respect to the universal completion of the product o-algebra of the
product space (X x Y)" x X. Recall from [19, Lemma 6.17] that for closed, separable
F C Loo(X) for which there exists an ERM, there also exists a measurable ERM. Moreover,
in this case the map

(X xY)" = [0,00]
(D, z) — Re,p(fpD)
is also measurable with respect to the universal completion of the product o-algebra of
(X xY)", see [19, Lemma 6.3]. In the following, we thus assume that (X x Y)™ is equipped
with this universal completion.

With the help of these notion we can now state the generic oracle inequality for empirical
risk minimizers.

Theorem E.2. Let L : X xY xR — [0,00) be a locally Lipschitz continuous loss, F C
Loo(X) be a closed, separable set satisfying ||fllco < M for a suitable constant M > 0 and
all f € F, and P be a distribution on X XY that has a Bayes decision function fj p with

RL,P(fZJD) < 0o. Assume that there exist constants B > 0, 9 € [0,1], and V > B> such
that for all measurable f : X — [—M, M| we have

[Lof—Lofiplle < B, (72)
Ep(Lof—Lofip)’ < V-(Ep(Lof—Lofip)’. (73)

Then, for all measurable empirical risk minimization algorithms D — fp, alln>1, 7 > 0,
and all € > 0 we have

Rrp(fp)—Rip < 4(Ripr—Rip)+5|Llm1-¢
+2(161/(7 +14+InN(F, |- Hoo,e)))ziv

n

T

with probability P™ not less than 1 —e™ 7.

Proof. We first note that ensures Rpr, p(fp) —RZ p < B and since we have additionally
assumed V > B27Y we see that it suffices to consider sample sizes n > 167.

Given an f € F, we define hy := Lo f — Lo f] p. Let us now fix an fy € F and a data
set D € (X xY)". Since fp is an empirical risk minimizer, we have Rz p(fp) < Rr,p(fo),
and hence we find Ephy,, <Ephy,. As a consequence, we obtain

Rr.p(fp) —Rr.p(fo) = Ephyp, —Ephy,
< ]Epth — EthD —|—Eth0 — Ephfo . (74)
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To bound the first difference in we first observe that for f, f/ € F, x € X, and
y € Y the local Lipschitz continuity of L gives

g (@,y) = by (@, )| = [L(@,y, £ (@) = Lz, y, f(2))] < Ll [f(2) = f2)

and thus we have ||hy — hylloo < [L|aa - [|f — f'lleo for all f, f € F. Now, let C C F be a
minimal e-net of F with respect to || - [|. For a data set D € (X x Y)" there then exists
an f € C such that ||f — fpl|lec < ¢, and hence ||h¢, — hfllooc < |L|ar1 - €. This yields

)

max{‘Epth — Ephf’ y ’]EthD — Eth‘} < max{]Ep|th — hf| ,ED|th — hf|}
< My = Rylloo

<|L|my-e. (75)
For f € C and r > 0 we now define the function
Ephy — hy
Gfp 1= .
Ephf +r

It is easy to see that both Epgs, = 0 and ||gf,|lc < 2Br~! hold. In addition, in the case
¥ >0and b:=Ephy # 0, setting q := ﬁ, q = %7 and a := r in the second inequality of
[19, Lemma 7.1] shows

Eph} (2 —0)>""9"Ephj

< =2
Ephs+r 2 = 4210 Eph 9 -
f f

Epg}, < (

Furthermore, in the case ¥ > 0 and Eph; = 0, the variance bound gives E ph? =0, and
hence we have Epg]%’r < VrY=2. Finally, in the case ¥ = 0, we have Epg]%ﬂd < Eph?c r—2 <
VrY=2. In summary, we we have thus found

Epgir <Vri2

in all cases. By applying Bernstein’s inequality in the form of [19, Theorem 6.12] in combi-
nation with a union bound we thus find

2Vt 4BT
P De (X xY)": E <A/——=+—=—|>1-|Cle " 76
( (X xY) SupEpgss nr2_0+3nr>_ Cle (76)
for all » > 0. Let us now pick a data set D € (X x Y)™ that satisfies the above inequality,

that is
E - 2Vt n 4BT
su — .
feg DIfr nr2=% ° 3nr
For an f € C with [|f — fplleo < &, Inequality together with the definition of gy, then
gives

Epth — EthD < Ephf — Eth + 2 ‘L|M71 - €

2Vr 4Bt [2Vrr?  ABrt
2V 4BT 2Vrr?  ABTt
< —_—t — — 4+ 2L €.
< (Ephy, +€)< R + 3nr> + 1/ - + ™ +2|L|pa - €

(77)
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Our next goal is to estimate the second difference (74), that is Ephy, — Ephy,. Let us
first consider case ¥ > 0. Here, we have both ||hsy —Ephy|lec < 2B and

EP(hfo - IEthO)Q < Ephffo < V(Ephfo)ﬂ .

Furthermore, setting ¢ := ﬁ, q =

Lemma 7.1] yields

27V (Ephy,)? 9\ (27007 T\ 2V7\ =7
27V (Ephy,)” (1 _ > (VT> +Ephy, < (?) + Ephy,,

cai= (B b= () i 1o

SAIN]

n - 2 n

By another application of Bernstein’s inequality we consequently find that

1
Wr\77 4B
T) il (78)

EthO - Ephfo < EthO + < n 37
holds with probability P™ not less than 1 — e™7. Finally, in the case ¥ = 0, Hoeffding’s

inequality in combination with ||Ay, [l. < B < vV also yields (78).
To finish the proof, we now combine , , , and . As a result we see that

2Vr 4Bt [2V Y
]EthD < 2Etho + (EthD + E)( nr2—" + 3m“> + n

N (2v7>21ﬁ 8Bt

+—+2|L|p1-€

n 3n

holds with probability P™ not less than 1 — (1 + |C|)e”". In the following, we fix a data set
D, for which this inequality holds. Defining

. (16V7’)1/(2ﬂ9)

n

)

a simple calculation then shows both

2Vr 1 2V rrd r
- = and = —.
nr2=?% /8 n V8
Moreover, V' > B2~ together with n > 167 gives
ABr 1 16r B _ 1 /16m\s5 V=9 1 8Br
3nr 12 n r 12 n T 12 n 6

Finally, we have

IN

<2V7)21§ _1(16V7)21§ r
R =& 2-9 —
n n \/g
Inserting these estimates in our inequality on Ephy, gives

r r r

1 1
Epth < QEphfo + (Epth +€) <\/§ + 12) + \/g + \/g + 6 + 2 ‘L|M,1 - £

6+ 2 6+ 2 6 + 25v/2
- S+ “|L|pma - €,
12v/2 62 12¢/2

= 2Ephy, + -Ephy, +
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and by elementary transformations we thus conclude that

24+/2 12+ 2v2 6 4+ 25v/2

R —R; p=Ephy, < ——— -Ephs, + T+ -|L £
L.p(fp) = Rip=Eprhy, va—g Pt 175 ¢ V-6 | Llara
<4Ephf0—|—2?"—|—5|L’M,1'6

. 16V 71\ 1/(2-9)
= 4('RL7P(f0) — RL,P) + 2 ( - ) +5 |L|M71 <€

Now the assertion follows by a simple algebraic transformation of 7 and taking the infimum
over all fo € F. O

If we have an upper bound on the covering numbers occurring in Theorem then we
can optimize the right hand side of its oracle inequality with respect to €. The following
corollary executes this idea for the least squares loss and histogram rules that choose their
cubic partitions in a certain, data-dependent way.

Corollary E.3. Let Y = [—M, M] and let L be the least squares loss. For K < oo and A <
oo let Ay, ..., Ak be finite Partitions of X, satisfying |A;| < A foranyi=1,..., K. More-
over, let D — hp 4, be an algorithm, that first chooses a partition Ap from Ai,..., Ax
and then computes the corresponding Ap-histogram. Then, for alln > 1 and 7 > 0, we
have

Rer.p(hpap) — R*L,P <4 ‘ SUPK(RE,PHAZ. - RE,P)
K3

-----

+1024 Ti\f +512 A]T\Lﬁ (1 +ln (%))

with probability P™ not less than 1 — Ke™ 7.

Proof of Corollary[E-3 Since L is the least squares loss, the assumptions and of
Theoremare satisfied with ¥ = 1, B = 4M?, and V = 16 M 2. Moreover, our assumption
Y C [-M, M] ensures that L is locally Lipschitz continuous with |L|ps; < 4M.

Now, for a fixed ¢ € {1,..., K} we recall that the histogram rule D — hp 4, is an
empirical risk minimizer over the hyptheses class

HAi: ZleA]. : CjEY ,
JjeJ

where A; = (A4;)jes. Moreover, for any € > 0, the e-covering number of H 4, satisfies
N |- lloose) < (2M /)4 < (2M/2)A (79)

For n > 1, 7 > 0, and € > 0 Theorem [E2] thus gives

512M2(27 + Aln(221))

Rip(hp.a) —Rip < 4RLpy, —Rip)+20M e+ -

with probability P™ not less than 1 —e™".
Next we optimize this bound over € > 0. To this end, we consider the strongly convex
function

h(e) = ae + BIn(v/e),
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where a := 20M, § := %, and v := 2M. Then a simple calculation shows that h has

a minimum at £* := g, giving

M€)=6<1+h(i;)>:Eﬂ%fw2<y+m(;ng;))5;5mikp<1+h43)>'

Inserting this estimate in our above oracle inequality obtained from Theorem using
the fact that

Rr,p(hpap) —Rpp < sup Rrp(hpa)—Rip,
i=1,... K

and finally applying a simple union bound then gives the assertion. O

E.2 Learning Properties of Histograms

The first lemma describes how well the infinite sample histogram rules defined in @ can
approximate the least squares Bayes risk.

Lemma E.4 (Approximation Error). Let L be the least squares loss, X := [—1,1]%, Y =
[—1,1], and P be a distribution on X x Y. Then, for all € > 0, there exists an se > 0 such
that for any cubic partition A of X with width s € (0, s¢] one has

Rerp(hpa) —RLp<e.

Moreover, if f7 p is a- Holder continuous for some o € (0,1], then for all s € (0,1] and all
cubic partitions A of X with width s we have

Rirp(hpa) =Ry p < Ifi,pli T

Proof of Lemma [E.4; For the proof of the first assertion we fix an € > 0. Then recall
that there exists a continuous function f : R¢ — R with compact support such that

1f1.p = fll2 <e, (80)

see e.g. [3, Theorem 29.14 and Lemma 26.2]. Moreover, since || f] plloc < 1, we can assume
without loss of generality that ||f|cc < 1. Now, since f is continuous and has compact
support, f is uniformly continuous, and hence there exists a § € (0,1] such that for all
z,2' € X with ||z — 2/[|oc < & we have

|[f(2) = f(2)] <e. (81)

We define s. := 6. Now, we fix a cubic partition A = (A4;);es of width s > 0 for some
s € (0,s]. For x € X with Px(A(z)) > 0 we then have

1

heal) = BA@) Lae

Jipdpx.

For such z we then define



For the remaining x € X we simply set f(z) := 0. With these preparations we then have

(83)

Clearly, shows that the third term is bounded by €. Let us now consider the second
term. Here we first note that for an z € X with Px(A(z)) > 0 we have

|[f(@) = f(2)] =

fzww/w‘f@ )| dPx(=)
<eg, (84)

(2") dPx (x)

where in the last step we used . Consequently, we obtain

1= 73 = Z /}f F()| dPy ()

jeJ: PX
Z e?- Px(4;)
jeJ:Px(A;)>0
<&t (85)

IN

In other words, the second term is bounded by ¢, too. Let us finally consider the first term.
Here we have

Ihpa — FI3 = Z /\hm 72 apy

jeJ:Px (A
1 2
- /pr ot [ P dpx
jedba Px(4;) Ja
2
= /fLPdPX /fdPXdPX
]GJPX

2
< fi.pdP fdPx dP D

(5, M o
S( Z /‘fLP ‘dPX>

jeJ: PX
= HfL,P - f||1
< ||ff,P - f”%
< e2.

Consequently, the first term is bounded by &, too, and hence we conclude by that the
excess risk satisfies

Rrp(hpa) =Ry p = llhpa— fiplls < 9.

A simple variable transformation then yields the first assertion.
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To show the second assertion we first note that for all z,2’ € X we have

[f1p(2) = f1p(@)] < |f7 p

For s € (0,1], € := |f] pla - 5% and z,2" € X with ||z — 2'||c < s we thus find

|fT.p(x) — f1pl') <e.

Now consider f := f} p and fix an arbitrary cubic partition A of X with width s. Then f
defined by is given by f = h p,A- Moreover, we have

Rep(hpa) —Rip=|fip—hpall; <%,

where in the last step we used and . ]

Based on the previous results we can now establish universal consistency of the empirical
histogram rule D — hp_4,, for regression based on a cubic data-dependent partition Ap
from P(X).

ol —2'[I% -

Proposition E.5 (Universal Consistency). Let L be the least squares loss, X := [—1,1]%,
Y =[-1,1], P be a distribution on X XY, and D € (X x Y)™ be an i.i.d. sample of size
n > 1 drawn from P with |Dx| = m,. Suppose that (Sp)nen is a sequence with s, — 0

1 d . .
as well as % — 0 as n — oo. Assume further that Ty, s, s an my-sample cubic

partitioning rule of width s, € (0,1], satisfying |Tm(mm, s,)| < en?, for some ¢ < oo and
some (3 > 0 that are independent of n. Denoting Ap := T, s,(Dx), we have

Re.p(hpap) = RLp
in probability as n — oo.

Proof of Proposition Note that for any € > 0 and for any A € Im(my,, ,), the
e-covering number of H 4 satisfies

NHas |l - [loor€) < (2/8)4, (86)

with |A| < (2/s,)?. Let us write P, := Im(75,) U+ - UIm(m,s,). Applying Corollary
with A := (2/s,)% and K := |P,| < cn'*? gives, for all 7 > 1 and n > 1, with probability
P at least 1 — 2cn'™Pe™7 that

Ri.p(hpap) —RLp < 4211712 (Ripw,—Rip)
EPn

T 2d nsd
1024 — +512— (1 +1In | =2 )

n

Now, for all € > 0, Lemma guarantees the existence of an s. > 0 such that for any cubic
partition A of width s, € (0, sc] we have

'R,L’P(hpyA) — 'Rz’p <e€. (87)

Since we assumed s, — 0 we conclude that the latter inequality holds for all sufficiently
large n. Combining both bounds we find for all sufficiently large n that with probability
P" at least 1 — 2cn'Pe~7 it holds

In(ns?)

d
nss

RL,P(hD,.AD) —Rip<de+ 1024Z + cq
’ n

)
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where cq = 1024-2¢. Finally, choosing 7 = (8+2)log(n), the result follows by remembering

d
that by assumption 2n) _ . O

nsd
We now come to our second main contribution of this section, namely the derivation of

learning rates for the empirical histogram rule D — hp 4,, for regression based on a cubic
data-dependent partition Ap from P(X).

Proposition E.6 (Learning Rates). Let L be the least squares loss, X := [~1,1]9, Y =
[—1,1], P be a distribution on X xY, and D € (X xY)" be an i.i.d. sample of size n > 1
drawn from P with |Dx| = m,. Assume the Bayes decision function fip is a-Holder
continuous for some a € (0,1]. Suppose further that (s,)nen S a sequence satisfying

_ 1
C 2a+d’

Sp=n""7, ~«

Assume further that mp,, s, is an my-sample cubic partitioning rule of width s, € (0,1],
satisfying | Tm (7, s,)| < en®, for some ¢ < 0o and some B > 0 that are independent of n.
Denoting Ap := Tm,, s, (Dx), the excess risk then satisfies for all n > 1 the inequality

1 200y
Rupllip ap) = Rip < caatnio) (1)

with probability P™ at least 1 — cn1+56_"d7, where cq o > 0 is a constant only depending on
d; «, and |fz,P|Oé‘

Proof of Proposition If the Bayes decision function f} , is a-Holder continuous,
Lemma gives us for all n > 1 that

Ri.p(hpa) — Rip < |fiplasi® . (88)

Repeating the proof of Proposition by replacing with shows that for all 7 > 1
and n > 1 we have

1 d
Rip(hp.ap) ~ Rip < AIf7 plasi +1024 7 1 10242020580 (g

nsé

with probability P™ not less than 1 — 2en'tPe~7. Using the definition of s, and setting

7d . .
Ty i= ns2% = n2a+d then gives the assertion. O
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