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Abstract

In this paper we present ExSpliNet, an interpretable and expressive neural network model. The model combines
ideas of Kolmogorov neural networks, ensembles of probabilistic trees, and multivariate B-spline representations.
We give a probabilistic interpretation of the model and show its universal approximation properties. We also
discuss how it can be efficiently encoded by exploiting B-spline properties. Finally, we test the effectiveness of the
proposed model on synthetic approximation problems and classical machine learning benchmark datasets.
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1. Introduction

Solving problems that require the approximation of
data in high-dimensional spaces is computationally ex-
tremely challenging. Most of the classical approxima-
tion methods suffer from the so-called curse of dimen-
sionality — their complexity grows exponentially in
the dimension — and thus in practice they can only
be applied to deal with lower-dimensional problems.
On the other hand, machine learning techniques and
in particular (deep) neural networks are gaining in pop-
ularity as they have shown outstanding performance in
attacking different kinds of high-dimensional problems,
especially in the context of image analysis and pattern
recognition.

1.1. Interpretability of neural networks

Neural networks are by nature incredibly compli-
cated models with lots of parameters and it is in gen-
eral difficult to interpret the behavior of the resulting
functions in terms of those parameters. For this rea-
son, neural networks are often called black-box mod-
els — the neural network functions might be highly
unpredictable — and this makes them less suited for
highly risky tasks where one needs to understand why
the machine takes a particular decision. As a rem-
edy, task-dependent assumptions can be imposed on
the structure of the neural network (for example, con-
volutional neural networks for image related tasks) and
a posteriori gradient methods [49, 54] can be used to
try to understand the contribution of features in the
final decision.

Alternatively, such problem can be circumvented by
relying on simpler models such as linear and additive
models [27]. Additive models are roughly motivated
by the so-called Kolmogorov superposition theorem
(KST); see Section Other attractive and widely

used choices are tree models [I2]. They are highly in-
terpretable since the predictions are based on a list
of rules that corresponds to a hierarchical partition of
the input space. On the other hand, classical trees
are prone to overfitting since they are a piecewise con-
stant regressor, and in combination with a greedy algo-
rithm used to learn them, they tend to be unstable —
a small change in the data can lead to a large change
in the structure of the optimal decision tree. Proba-
bilistic/fuzzy trees are less subject to noisy data and
are able to handle uncertainty in inexact contexts and
domains. The performance can be improved by taking
an ensemble of trees such as random forests. Several
neural network architectures have been designed that
represent additive models [Il [47] and classical [6] 66]
or probabilistic/fuzzy [9], 34] [64] tree structures.

1.2. Expressivity of neural networks

Another concern with neural networks is the expres-
sivity of the model. Approximation theory for neu-
ral networks started with the investigation of shallow
networks and the nonconstructive universal approxi-
mation theorems of Cybenko [I8] and Hornik et al.
[29]. More recently, in [I7] a constructive theory for ap-
proximating absolutely continuous functions by series
of sigmoidal functions was developed and related to the
expressivity of shallow networks. In the last few years,
the attention has shifted to the approximation proper-
ties of deep ReLU networks; see [5l, [16] (43, [46], [59] 67]
and references therein. In particular, an important the-
oretical problem is to determine why and when deep
networks lessen or break the curse of dimensionality to
achieve a given accuracy.

Kolmogorov [33] proved that any multivariate con-
tinuous function can be written as a sum of uni-
variate continuous functions. More formally, setting
x = [z1,...,2p] € [0,1]P, the KST states that any



continuous function f : [0,1]” — R can be decom-
posed as
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where the U’s and ®’s are univariate continuous func-
tions on [0, 1], called inner and outer functions, respec-
tively. Theoretical connections of the KST with neural
networks started with the work of Hecht-Nielsen [2§].
He interpreted the KST as a neural network, whose ac-
tivation functions were the inner and outer functions.
Later, Kurkové discussed the relevance of the KST [36]
and provided a direct proof of the universal approxi-
mation theorem of multilayer neural networks based
on the KST [37]. More recently, in [44], the KST was
applied to lessen the curse of dimensionality. Several
implementations and constructive algorithms were pro-
posed to generalize and add regularity to the inner and
outer functions [IT] [35] 55l (6]. In the same spirit, a
Kolmogorov spline network (based on cubic splines)
was developed in [30].

1.3. Splines in neural networks

The selection of activation functions in a neural net-
work has a significant impact on the training process.
There is, however, no obvious way to choose them be-
cause the “optimal choice” may depend on the specific
task or problem to be solved. Nowadays, ReLLU activa-
tion functions (and variations) are the default choice
in the zoo of activation functions for many types of
neural networks.

Univariate spline functions are a powerful tool in ap-
proximation theory [4Il, 50, 53]. These are piecewise
polynomials of a certain degree and global smooth-
ness. In particular, it is known that maximally smooth
splines have an eminent approximation behavior per
degree of freedom [I3], 51]. ReLU functions are a spe-
cial instance of splines — they are linear spline func-
tions. More general (learnable) spline activation func-
tions were studied in [I4], 23] 24) [62] and recently in
[10,52] showing that their flexibility as activation func-
tions allows for a reduction of the overall size of the net-
work for a given accuracy. Hence, there is a trade-off
between architecture complexity and activation func-
tion complexity.

Univariate spline functions can be represented as
linear combinations of so-called B-splines, a set of lo-
cally supported basis functions that forms a nonnega-
tive partition of unity. B-spline representations are an
attractive choice for approximating univariate smooth
functions since they can be compactly described by a
small amount of parameters, yet each parameter has
a local effect. Moreover, fast and stable algorithms
are available for their computation [19] 41]. Multivari-
ate extensions can be easily obtained by taking tensor
products of B-splines.

The advantage of B-splines in neural networks has
been widely acknowledged. They are directly incor-
porated in the hidden layer of the so-called B-spline
neural network (BSNN) [25]. Thanks to the local sup-
port property of B-splines, such a network stores the
information locally, which means that learning in one
part of the input space minimally affects the rest of it,
and this is very suitable for tasks of system identifica-
tion; see, e.g., [I5, B9, [63]. Unfortunately, the BSNN
is infeasible for data defined on high-dimensional do-
mains due to the costly tensor-product structure [31].
Convolutional neural networks, where the convolution
operator is based on B-splines, have been proposed
in [2I]. State-of-the-art results were achieved in the
fields of image graph classification, shape correspon-
dence and graph node classification, while being sig-
nificantly faster.

Recently, Balestriero and Baraniuk [7] built a gen-
eral bridge between neural networks and spline approx-
imation theory. They show that a large class of neu-
ral networks (including feed-forward ReLU networks
and convolutional neural networks) can be regarded
as an additive linear spline model on a very unstruc-
tured partition of the domain. This unstructuredness,
however, complicates the analysis and its interpretabil-
ity. On the other hand, forcing the structure of the
partition to be orthogonal is a kind of regularization
technique that leads to higher performance in terms of
generalization ability.

1.4. Contributions of the paper

In this paper we present a new neural network
model, called EzSpliNet, that combines ideas of Kol-
mogorov neural networks, ensembles of probabilistic
trees, and multivariate B-spline representations.

In the vein of , ExSpliNet uses univariate splines
as inner functions that feed L-variate tensor-product
splines as outer functions, all of them represented in
terms of B-splines. Here, L is supposed to be not
too high. The difference with a standard Kolmogorov
model (like the one in [30]) is that the outer functions
are allowed to be multivariate functions instead of uni-
variate functions (the latter is a special case where
L = 1). The new model is a feasible generalization
of the BSNN model towards high-dimensional data.
Specifically, for low input dimensions, the network pa-
rameters can be chosen so that ExSpliNet reproduces
the output of a BSNN (in this case L = D). How-
ever, for high input dimensions, one can rely on the
Kolmogorov-like structure to avoid the use of high-
variate tensor-product B-splines and still maintain ex-
pressive power.

The inner functions act as low-dimensional feature
extractors. The outer functions can be regarded as
probabilistic trees. This brings the proposed network
model in strong connection with probabilistic regres-
sion tree models (like the one in [2]) that are more in-
terpretable and robust to noise. The complete model



can be efficiently evaluated thanks to the computa-
tional properties of B-splines. Moreover, it is explicitly
differentiable when taking B-splines of degrees at least
two. The inner and outer functions are customizable
and could be tailored in different shapes to address
various tasks by controlling the trade-off between in-
terpretability and expressivity of the model.

In other words, ExSpliNet is a customizable, inter-
pretable and expressive model obtained by integrating
the good approximation properties of spline functions
with the interpretability of probabilistic tree models
and the feature learning capability of neural network
models. In addition, it is endowed with the compu-
tational properties of spline functions represented in
terms of B-splines.

Furthermore, we carry out a theoretical study of
the universal approximation properties of ExSpliNet.
Specifically, for both extreme cases L =1 and L = D,
we show that ExSpliNet has the ability of a univer-
sal approximator. The main ingredients of the proof
are the KST and classical approximation estimates for
multivariate splines.

Finally, we illustrate the suitability of the proposed
model to address data-driven function approximation
and to face differential problems, in the spirit of
physics-informed neural networks (PINNs) [48]. We
also show the general applicability of the model for
classical machine learning tasks like image classifica-
tion and regression.

1.5. Outline of the paper

The paper is structured as follows. In Section [2] we
review B-splines and some of their main properties.
In Section [3| we present our novel network model and
discuss basic implementation aspects. Section [4 fo-
cuses on the model’s use in optimization and how to
explicitly compute the gradients with respect to dif-
ferent parameters. In Section [5| we give an interpre-
tation of the model in terms of feature extractors and
probabilistic trees, which is illustrated by means of the
classical Iris dataset in Section [fl In Section [0 we
describe two universal approximation results for Ex-
SpliNet, the first based on the KST and the second
on multivariate spline theory. Section [8] demonstrates
the effectiveness of the model on synthetic approxima-
tion problems and classical machine learning bench-
mark datasets. Finally, in Section [9] we end with some
concluding remarks and ideas for future research.

2. Preliminaries on B-splines

In this section we provide the definition and main
properties of the B-spline functions that play a ma-
jor role in our neural network model. For the sake of
simplicity, we focus on B-splines defined on uniform
partitions. We refer the reader to [19, 4I] for more
details on B-splines.

In order to construct B-splines we need the concept
of knot sequence. A knot sequence £ is a nondecreasing
sequence of real numbers,

E={& << <6

The elements of € are called knots. Assuming integer
values 7 > p 4+ 2 > 2, on such sequence we can define
N :=7r —p—1 B-splines of degree p.

Definition 2.1. Given a knot sequence &, the n-th B-
spline of degree p > 0 is identically zero if {nqpr1 = En
and otherwise defined recursively by

xr — Sn
Be pn(x) = ? Bep—1,n(2)
n+p fn
n -
b Sl 2T g (@),

£n+1)+1 - §n+1

starting from

B L 1, ze€ [£7L7£n+1)a
£,0n - — .
0, otherwise.

Here, we use the convention that fractions with zero
denominator have value zero.

B-splines possess several interesting properties. The
function Bg ., is a nonnegative, piecewise polynomial
of degree p that is locally supported on the interval
[6ns Entp+1]- Moreover, its integral is equal to

Entpt1 13 —£
B ) dz = Lln’
/ £,p,n( ) PR

n

and for p > 1 its right-hand derivative can be simply
computed as

iBg,p,n(I) = p<B§»P—1,n(x) _ BE,p—l,n—i—l(I) >
dzt §n+p - gn €n+p+1 — 57’7,«‘,»1

(2)
From now on, for the sake of simplicity, we assume
that the knots are chosen as

§=-=&4+1 =0,

? .
£p+i+1:m7 7’:0’"'7N_p7 (3)
ENt1 = = ENgpr1 = L

for some integer values N > p > 0. The corresponding
B-splines are denoted by

BN,p,n(x) = Bﬁ,p,n(x)a

and to avoid asymmetry at x = 1, we define them to
be left continuous there, i.e.,

n=1,...,N,

By pn(1) = lim Bep (@), n=1,....N.
z—

x<l

We collect these functions in the vector

Bnp(z) = [BNp1(2), .., Bupn(2)].  (4)
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Figure 1: The B-splines in the vectors By ,(z) for N = 10,
p=1,2,3, and z € [0, 1].

The B-splines in are linearly independent and be-
long to the continuity class CP~1([0,1]). They span
the full space of piecewise polynomials of degree less
than or equal to p that belong to CP~1([0,1]) on the
partition induced by the knots in . Moreover, they
sum up to one on [0, 1], i.e.,

N
> Bypm(z)=1, z€[0,1],
n=1

Note that the right-hand derivative in implies the
standard derivative for p > 2. Some B-spline vectors
are depicted in Figure

For p > 1 the identity function on [0, 1] can be ex-
actly represented as

N
D EhpnBrpn() =z, x€0,1], (5)
n=1

where

* L €n+1+~~-+£n+p
€N,p,n T p )

are the so-called Greville abscissae. We observe that
0=_8Np1 <ENpn <Evpny=1lforl<n<N.
A spline is a linear combination of B-splines, say

N
s(z) == Z W BN pn(x), x€][0,1], (7)
n=1

for given weights w,, € R and can be efficiently evalu-
ated via the recursive algorithm described in Proposi-
tion[2:2] This evaluation procedure is known as the de
Boor algorithm. Note that, due to the local support
property, at most p + 1 consecutive B-splines (instead
of N) are nonzero at any .

Proposition 2.2. Let s be a spline represented as in
@. Assume x € [EmyEmt1) such thatp+1<m < N.
Set wy,0 :=wy forn=m—p,...,m, and

Wn,q + Wn—1,q,

L §ntp—q — %
Wn,q+1 =
n

§n+p—q -

form=m-p+q+1,...omand g = 0,...
Then, we have () = Wy p-

,p— 1.

Given a vector w := [wy,...,wy] € RY, we can
compactly write any linear combination of the func-
tions in By p(x) via a dot product, i.e.,

SUP (@) = w- Byy(a). (8)

Finally, we extend the above functions to the mul-
tivariate setting by using a tensor-product structure.
Given the vectors p := [p1,...,pp] € ZP with each
pq > 0, N := [Ny,...,Np| € ZP with each Ny > pq,
and « := [z1,...,2p] € [0,1]P, we define the vector of
tensor-product B-splines as

Bn p(@) := () By,.py (Ta)- (9)
d=1

Similar to , given a vector w € RM1""No we can
compactly write any linear combination as

sNP(x) :=w- By p(x).

Note that, by exploiting the inherent tensor-product
structure, most mathematical operations (like evalua-
tion) on the D-variate spline sIY'P can be simply trans-
formed into a sequence of analogous operations on uni-
variate splines of the form .

3. ExSpliNet

In this section we describe the general architecture
of our Kolmogorov-like neural network model, called
ExSpliNet. We also discuss some implementation as-
pects.



3.1. Network architecture

For a given input dimension D and output dimension
O, we fix two additional integer hyperparameters T
and L. We will refer to T as the number of trees and
L as the number of levels (this terminology will be
clarified in Section [5.2). Then, we specify the vectors
p = [p1,...,pr] € Z¥ and N := [Ny,...,N.] € Z*
such that each Ny, > p, > 0, and the vectors q :=
[q1,---,q1) € ZF and M := [My,..., M) € Z* such
that each My > gy > 0.

Fort=1,....,T, 4 =1,...,L,d = 1,...,D, and
o =1,...,0, the weight parameters of the network
model are given by the vectors v%%? € RV and w* €
RMiML VWe group all those weight parameters into

V= [(0"eal, W= [(w),],
and call them the inner and outer weights, respectively.
We also define the subgroups V¢ := [vt61 ... vt6P)
and W° = [w! ... woT].
We are now ready to define our Kolmogorov-like neu-
ral network model with spline inner and outer func-

tions. We assume that the input variables are given by
x = [r1,...,2p] € [0,1]P

Definition 3.1. The model ExSpliNet is a family of
Kolmogorov-like functions parameterized by V- and W
as

ExSpliNety, 7079 0,1]7 — RO :
2 =[BT P @), B P @)],
where

T,N,M,p,q
EV,Wo (z

T D
)i ;¢ﬁz3([z wx«fm])

d=1
and
Ui (wa) = v B (2a), wa € [0,1],
Ot (ye) == w" - Barg(ye), e €[0,1)".
Each Kolmogorov-like function ET ~ M’p’q has uni-

variate splines as inner functions and L variate splines
as outer functions. To be sure that this function is well
defined, it is required that the range of each function

W () zwm @) (o)

belongs to the interval [0, 1] since it is an argument of

the outer spline function ® a’? As shown in Propo-

sition [3.2] this can be safeguarded by imposing that
the components v”d, ng = 1,..., Ny of the vector

vihd € RN satisfy
t,0,d t,0,d
0< (N

D
D ovhhd <, (11)
d=1

for some v € R. From now on we assume that a
valid instance of the network model satisfies (|11)).

Proposition 3.2. The function in satisfies

0<Ueli(z) <1, zel0,1)”, (12)
under the assumption .

Proof. Fix z € [0,1]P. By construction we have

D
Uy () = D00 B, (a).

d=1

Moreover, by the nonnegativity and the partition-of-
unity property of the functions collected in the vector
B, ,p.(xa), it is clear that

min(v"4?) < 0" By, 4, (24) < max(vhh?).

Thus,

téd

Mb

N
g min( ”d <\I/V‘;’§é

d=1
These inequalities combined with the conditions in
ensure that is satisfied. O

Remark 3.3. It is easy to see that the conditions in
are satisfied when imposing the simpler conditions

D N,

t,l,d t,l,d
ERTD 3D ST

d=1ny=1
and thus they also ensure (12]).

The complexity of the network model can be de-
scribed as follows.

Proposition 3.4. The number of weight parameters

involved in ExSthetT NMpa g

L L
DTZNg + OTHMZ.
=1 =1

Proof. This can be verified by a direct counting of the
weight parameters. O

We provide a graphical representation of the net-
work model in Figure ExSpliNet can be visual-
ized as a composition of inner and outer neural net-
works. Given x := [z1,...,2p] € [0,1]7, the inner
neural network model INN, computes the functions
\IIJ‘\Z’]Z" () in for t = 1,...,T. The hidden layer
consists of B-spline activation functions to obtain the
vectors Bp, p,(xq) for d = 1,...,D. The output is
then achieved as a linear combination of them using
the weights V* := [VLE .. VT There are in to-
tal L inner neural networks (¢ = 1,...,L). Given
Y= Y1, yen] €[0,1]F fort = 1,...,T, the outer
neural network model ONN computes the functions

Z éﬁ’/{;‘f (ye),

Mq
(I)W
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Figure 2: A graphical representation of the architecture of Ex-
SpliNet as a composition of inner and outer neural networks.

for o = 1,...,0, where y := [y1,...,yr|. The
first hidden layer consists again of B-spline activa-

tion functions and computes the vectors B, q,(yt.¢)
fort =1,...,7 and ¢ = 1,...,L. The next hidden
layer blends them via tensor products into the vec-
tors Bprq(y:) for t = 1,...,T. Finally, the output
is achieved as a linear combination of them using the
weights W := [W1 ... WO]. ExSpliNet can be sim-
ply obtained by putting a layer of inner neural net-
works in front of the outer neural network.

3.2. Efficient evaluation and natural dropout

From Definition [3.1] it is clear that any ExSpliNet
function E‘j;”];r[}i\/[’p’q is a composition of univariate and
multivariate spline functions.

Thanks to their representation in terms of B-splines,
univariate splines can be efficiently evaluated via the de
Boor algorithm (see Proposition. A key ingredient
is the local support of B-splines, so that many terms
are zero in a sum like . Specifically, for a given real
value z € [0,1] and p > 1, the indices of the nonzero
components of the univariate B-spline vector By ,(z)
in are part of the following subset of indices:

[Cnvp(@)] +1 =D, [Cnp ()],

where
Cnp(z) :==(1—x)p+xN.

The above reasoning can be easily extended to the mul-
tivariate B-spline vector By p(x) in (9) thanks to the
inherent tensor-product structure.

Several vectors of type By ,(z) and of type By p()
are involved in our network model. The precise knowl-
edge of the locality of the supports of the B-splines
may be exploited in an efficient implementation of the
network. This can be regarded as a kind of “natural
dropout” in the ExSpliNet model.

Dropout is a standard technique to reduce the com-
putational complexity of deep neural networks [57].
However, randomly dropping out nodes during train-
ing seems artificial and has the drawback that addi-
tional hyperparameters (for example, the probability
of a neuron being dropped out) need to be chosen and
validated. The natural dropout in ExSpliNet does not
suffer from such issues.

4. Explicit expressions for gradients

We now briefly discuss the explicit computation of
the gradient of an ExSpliNet function with respect to
the input variables as well as the weight parameters.
The simple differentiation formula for B-splines, see
(2), allows us to derive explicit expressions for them.
For ease of presentation but without loss of generality,
we just consider O = 1 so that we can drop all super-
scripts o in our notations. All splines involved in our
network model are differentiable for degrees at least
two. Therefore, in this section, we assume all p, > 2
and g, > 2. Note that for lower degrees we can still
compute the right-hand derivatives according to .



Before going into the details of the gradient compu-
tation, let us first collect the functions of type for
some t into the vector

O (@) = [T (@), IR ()]
Then, we can compactly write
T,N,M,
Ey P Z oM P(z)).
We set © = [z1,...,2p] and y; = [yp.1,..., Y1) In

the following.

4.1. Gradient with respect to the input variables

From Definition B.1] and the differentiation formula
in we immediately deduce that

d
dixdqj,]:]t[zpf (za) = \I/Nt[sz[ 1(55(1)7

for some values of ¥»%4. Similarly, given 1 < ¢ < L,
we get

0 pMm M(t-],qlt-]
— o, d =® 4
Dyre (ye) wt (Y1),
for some values of w? and
M[[—] = [Ml, ey Mgfl, Mg — 1,M[+1, ey ML],
q[g_] = [qh e qQe—1,4q0 — 1a‘]12+1a e aqL]-

Then, by applying the chain rule for derivatives, we can
write the partial derivative of an ExSpliNet function
with respect to the d-th input variable as

0 T,N,M,p,q(m)

8.’17,1 \N %%
da d d

= M (GNP () W (o
;;ayt’é wt ( ())851 VZ()

T L
_ Z Z (I)g[e_]vq[f—] (\I/gép(w))\llgt{;dl’pefl(md).

Since this expression is a composition of B-splines (ac-
tually very similar to an ExSpliNet function), only few
of them are involved in the evaluation at a given x,
as explained in Section Therefore, evaluation of a
partial derivative of an ExSpliNet function is not ex-
pensive. It is clear that an analogous reasoning also
holds for higher-order partial derivatives.

Such knowledge is valuable, for example, in the im-
plementation of PINNs for the solution of differential
problems [40, [48]. It avoids the need for using an au-
tomatic differentiation method.

4.2. Gradient with respect to the weight parameters

We now look at the derivatives with respect to the
weight parameters. There are two types of such pa-
rameters: the inner and outer weights. Let us first
consider the outer weights. Given 1 < m < M; --- M,
and 1 <t <T, it is clear that

8 T,N,M p, M N
Jut VW P(@) = Pen? (TyiP (),

where €™ is the unit vector of length M --- My, with
the value 1 at the m-th position and 0 elsewhere.

The inner weights can be addressed as follows. Given
1<ny <Ny, 1 <t<T,1</¢{<L,and1<d< D,
we deduce

0 T,N,M
ol V,W P q(w)
ne

7] 0

— 7(1)1\{74 \I/NZP 7\111\71;713@
oy T (Y (m))avf;f’d vie @)
7@M[f lal¢ ](\I,gzp(a:))q,i\’fém(xd)’

where €™ is the unit vector of length N, with the value
1 at the ny-th position and 0 elsewhere.

Finally, we discuss the computation of the derivative
of a loss function with respect to the weight parame-
ters of ExSpliNet in a supervised learning environment.
Let A := {(z',y'),..., (%, y%)} be a training dataset
where zF € [0,1]” and y* € R. The empirical risk
function over the training data is defined by

K
LY FELNMPAh, ), ()

k:

for a given loss function F(z,y). For simplicity, in
the following we consider the squared loss function
F(z,y) := (# — y)?. For empirical risk minimization
it is convenient to be able to compute the gradient
with respect to the weight parameters. Let w be any
weight parameter, so it is either w!, or v5;%4. Then, a
direct calculation gives

9 ¢ =9 TNM.pa(gh) b
3w 287 (By (@), ")

K
ET.N.M k .9 T.N.Mpaq, k
Z VW Cc)_Z/)GTUEV,W (z"),
k:
where we can simply plug in the explicit expressions

for the derivatives of the ExSpliNet function described
before.

5. Interpretation of the model

Let us fix @ := [zq,...

f(@) == [fi(z),. ..

,xp| and

, fo(z)].



In the classical low-dimensional setting, it is known
that each f,(x) can be efficiently approximated by
means of a standard tensor-product B-spline structure,
just like in the BSNN model [25]. However, for high-
dimensional data, where D > 1, this is infeasible due
to the excessive complexity of the tensor-product struc-
ture — it is exponential in D.

In order to address this issue, we assume that the
considered high-dimensional data belong to a lower-
dimensional manifold. This is a core assumption by a
variety of methods that aim at manifold learning and
linear and nonlinear dimensionality reduction [4, 26].
Under this assumption, any component of the function
f might be well approximated as

T
)~ for(y(m
t=1

with L < D. Here, the vector of inner functions y; :
RP — RE,

)7 .. ayt,L(x))a

[ye.1(x), ...

plays the role of feature extractor that reduces the di-
mensionality and permits, as a next step, a standard
tensor-product spline approximation f, ; as outer func-
tion. This is the main idea behind ExSpliNet.

z — yi(x) == Yz (®)],

5.1. Inner functions

The functions computed by the inner neural net-
works INNy, ¢ = 1,...,L, can be seen as feature
extractors for dimensionality reduction and take the
general form of an additive spline model:

yeo(x) = LT () ZWS?% 2q). (14)

This general form prepares the data to be further pro-
cessed by tensor-product spline functions. In the fol-
lowing, we discuss some very particular instances of
the inner neural network model.

If D is already small, then we can take L = D and

set

‘l/g?f( (z) = e,

for any choice of Ny > py > 1; see Proposition and
Remark for details. In such case, the input data
are directly propagated to the outer neural network
without modification. More generally, even if D is not
small, we can set

¢=1,...,D,

‘I’]‘\,Ii’,fe () = 70, (p),

where
oy:{1,...,L} = {1,...,D}

selects L indices from {1,..., D} with L < D. In other
words, each f,; is fed with a subset of the input vari-
ables.

Increasing the complexity, another interesting spe-
cial case is a convex combination of the input vari-
ables. This can again be achieved for any choice of
Ny > pg > 1. In particular, in the vein of Remark
by choosing py = 1 and Ny, = 2, we can set for some
vt6d > 0 such that v61 ... 4 86D =1,

I

We can also impose other kinds of constraints on
the structure of \I/g’i’fe (z) based on the knowledge of
the particular problem to be approximated. For exam-
ple, we can construct a convolutional operator, similar
to the classical convolutional layer, by imposing ad-
ditional sparsity on the matrices V!, for addressing
image related tasks.

Finally, we note that a large class of neural networks
(including feed-forward ReLU networks and convolu-
tional neural networks) can be interpreted as a more
general additive linear spline model; see [7]. The latter
spline model, however, might be highly unstructured
which complicates the analysis and negatively affects
the final performance of the model as observed in [7].

Nemz t,0.d
Uy E v By 1 2(wq)

5.2. Outer functions

Let y: = [yt1,---,y..], t = 1,...,T, be the low-
dimensional features found using the layer of inner neu-
ral networks INNy, ¢ = 1,...,L; see . They are
passed to the outer neural network ONN that com-
putes the functions

fo,t(yt) = ‘I)wo t (yt) w" - BM,q(yt),
foro=1,...,0and t=1,...,T, where
BM,q yt ®BMMZ£ ytf ))

has components of the form

L
H BMg,qg,mz (yt,é(w)) )

{=1

formy=1,...,Myand ¢ =1,...,L.

The multivariate B-spline vector Bas q(y:) can be
interpreted as a fuzzy hierarchical partition of the do-
main that induces a tree structure with L levels for
every t = 1,...,T. This can be explained as follows.
Let us fix t. For each ¢ = 1,...,L, by construction,
B, ,q (ytyg(w)) is a vector of M, B-splines of degree ¢,.
Its components are nonnegative real values that sum
up to one, and thus can be regarded as a distribution
over a discrete set of hidden classes {c1,...,¢co0,} at
level ¢, where for my = 1,..., M, we have

IP(:B € Cl,me) = BMz,qeyme (yt,l(w»'



The B-spline By, q,,m, Plays the role of decision or
gating function at level £ based on the feature y; ().
Then, under the assumption that the events are mutu-
ally independent, the joint probability on the hierarchy
of hidden classes at all levels is given by

P(x € Cmypoomy) =P(x €1y € CLmy)
L L
= H ]P((L' € Cf,mz) = H BMz,qr/,,m/{ (yt,é(w))7
=1 =1

for my = 1,...,My and ¢ = 1,...,L. All together
they form the multivariate B-spline vector Bas q (yt)
A graphical representation of the induced tree struc-
ture can be found in Figure [3]

Remark 5.1. The above is just a theoretical way to
interpret the tensor product combined with the nonneg-
ativity and the partition-of-unity property of B-splines.
In practice, there is no reason why the empirical data
should reflect the independence assumption used to fac-
torize the joint probability on the hierarchy of hidden
classes. However, such an assumption is rather com-
mon in many well-known models such as Naive Bayes
models.

‘ P(x € Cp, 1) “ P(z € Cor, u1,)

“ Pz € Cia) ‘ - ‘]P(m € Cin,)

|

Figure 3: A graphical representation of a tree structure (consist-
ing of L = 2 levels) in the outer neural network of ExSpliNet;

see Figure b).

Given the probabilistic interpretation of Bas,q(y:),
the function f, . (y;) is simply a weighted sum of those
probabilities, i.e.,

fo,t(yt) =w>". BM,q('yt)

M1 IVIL
- j : 2 : o,t
— wmh_”’mLIP(:B G le,...,mL).
myp=1 mrp=1

Furthermore, we could impose a stochasticity condi-
tion on the vectors w! such that w;’,;thm)mL represents
the probability of the output class o for the hierarchi-
cal hidden class Cy,,.....m, , and we end up with a final
probability distribution and a mixture model for gen-
eral classification problems.

The final output of ExSpliNet is computed as a su-
perposition of the functions f,(y:). In other words,
ExSpliNet can be regarded as an ensemble of proba-
bilistic trees induced by this fuzzy hierarchical parti-
tions of [0,1]7, based on the features y; (x).

As a further step, it could be interesting to find a
semantics for this partition. It could enforce interac-
tion between rule based ontology representations like
knowledge graphs and machine learning approaches
similar to the mutual synergistic interaction proposed
in [g].

We conclude this section with some final observa-
tions. The tree structure described in this section is
a probabilistic generalization of the classical regression
tree model. Indeed, if we take ¢ = [0,...,0], then by
the definition of Bps q we have

M- M;y,
fo,t(yt) = Z Z wfritl,“.,mLﬂmh.--,mL(yt)7

mi=1 mp=1

where 1,,, . m, is the indicator function on the L-
dimensional hypercube where the constant B-spline
indexed by mg,...,my is nonzero. Furthermore, if
My = --- = My = 2, then the tree is binary. Finally,
when taking y; ¢(x) = 2,,(¢), we obtain an orthogonal
regression tree, while taking y; ;(x) as a convex com-
bination of the input variables @ results in an oblique
regression tree.

As mentioned in the introduction, the ExSpliNet
model is a feasible generalization of the BSNN model
[25] towards high-dimensional data. Therefore, the in-
terpretation carried out in this section can be seen as
a generalization of the fuzzy sets presented in [25] and
in [63] where the BSNN model was applied to extract
fuzzy rules for centrifugal pump monitoring. One of
the main differences is the addition of the inner net-
works. This allows for the extraction of L-dimensional
features y; and the application of the model even with
high input dimension D. Moreover, since we inter-
preted the BSNN fuzzy partition as a tree structure
and ExSpliNet allows for an ensemble of these trees,
we can see it as a fuzzy forest of generalized BSNNs.

6. Example: application to the Iris dataset

As illustration we apply the ExSpliNet model to
the classical Iris dataset [22], one of the best known
datasets in the pattern recognition literature. The
dataset consists of 50 samples from each of three
species of Iris flowers (Iris setosa, Iris versicolor, and
Iris virginica). Four features were measured from each
sample: the length and the width of the sepals and the
petals. By combining these four features, the task is
to distinguish the species from each other.

Let us denote the D = 4 input features as follows:

e 17 the sepal length,
e x5 the sepal width,
e x5 the petal length,

e 1, the petal width.



‘We normalize the data so that each value belongs to the
interval [0, 1]. Our objective is to train a model that,
given an unseen & = [x1, T2, T3, T4], leads to an output
in R with O = 3, where each output component is the
probability of belonging to one of the three Iris species.
Let us assume that

e 0 =1 stands for setosa,
e 0 = 2 stands for versicolor,
e 0 = 3 stands for virginica.

To accomplish this classification task we use a simple
configuration of the ExSpliNet model specified by the
parameters T =1, L = 2, pp = qo = 1, Ny = 2 for
¢ =1,2, and M; = 2, My = 3. In other words, for

each o = 1,2,3, we consider the ExSpliNet function

E%}[iﬁ]{;[z’g]’[l’u’[l’l] given by

4
oo ( [Z U (Id)} ) :
d=1 =1,2

We train this very simple configuration on 120 samples
to learn the

L L
DT> N+ OT [ M, =34
=1 £=1

weight parameters, namely
o v1hd c R? with / =1,2 and d = 1,2, 3,4,
o wo! € R?3? =RC with o =1,2,3.

A test accuracy of 96.7% is obtained on the remaining
30 samples.

Now that we have a working model, we can interpret
it as discussed in Section [5| First of all, let us look at
the new features, as in , extracted by the inner
functions:

qji,ll,z,d(xd)a = 1325

NE

Ye(x) =

.
Il

1

where

2,1 1,0,d 1,6,d
Vrea(@a) = vy " Baaa(xa) + vy " Ba 2(4)
= v%’é’d(l —xq) + v%’e’dajd.
After inspecting the components of the vectors v!4?,
we observe that vy'"® = 0.491, v3"* = 0.488, and
05’2’4 = 0.998, while all other components are smaller
than 10~2. Thus, we can approximately write the gen-

eral expressions of the new features y;,y2 as
y1(x) = (x5 + x4)/2 and ya(x) = z4.

Figure 4| depicts the training points in terms of the new
features extracted.

101 % setosa o
versicolor * Fen ¥

L versic Sy fr

081 virginica kR *:
' X %
. “ i
0.6 L
0.4
0.2 1 ¥
&

*

004 *
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 4: Visualization of the Iris training points in terms of
the new features extracted. The horizontal axis corresponds to
y1(x) = (3 + x4)/2 and the vertical axis to ya(x) = x4.

Then, these new features are passed to the tree struc-
ture as shown in Figure In this case, the tree has
M, = 2 children at the first level and M, = 3 children
at the second level per tree node, resulting in a total
of M7 - My = 6 hierarchical hidden classes.

The probability of belonging to the classes of the
first level depends on the value of y; (x):

Plx €c11) =Baii(yi(x)) =1 — 31 (),

3Ly

P(x € c12) = Ba12(y1(x)) = y1(x).

In other words, a point @ is more likely to belong to the
first class of the first level ¢; 1, the more the new feature
y1(x) lies at the left of the vertical line in Figure
Otherwise, « is more likely to belong to the second
class ¢y 2.

Similarly, one can compute

]P((L' S 62,1) = Bg,l,l(y2($))7
P(x € c22) = B3 12(y2(x)),
P(x € c2.3) = B3 1,3(y2(x)),

in order to obtain the probability of belonging to one
of the three children of the second level. Thus, looking
at the horizontal lines in Figure [d] one can understand
the most likely class based on the value of the second
feature yo (). Recall that

1-2y, yel[0,1/2),
BS’M(y):{ y, ye[0,1/2)

0 (TS [1/2,1]a

B 2y, Yy € [07 1/2>7
Bs12(y) = {2_2% y € [1/2,1],
B3,1,3(y) = {Zy -1, ye [1/25 1]'

The trained weights w®! € RS with o = 1,2, 3 give,
for each hierarchical hidden class, the probability of
the Iris species (related to o) in that class.



Finally, we compute

Z Z wml m2 CB € thmz)'

mi= 1m2 1

y1, y2)

The prediction of a new observation is performed by
choosing the most probable Iris species,

argmax fo.
0=1,2,3

This can be rephrased as a set of probabilistic rules
of the form

0,1 ]

° [wmhmz (T € ciymy) N (T € comy) = TS 0

o P(x€cim):x€cim;
o [P(x€com,)]:x € Camy-

Here, the rule is formulated after the colon and its
probability is given in square brackets before the colon.
Examples are

e [1.0] : (® € c1,1) N (® € c2,1) = x is setosa, or,
approximately, if (3 +24)/2 < 1/2 and x4 < 1/3
then x is setosa.

¢ [09] : (x € c12) A (® € ¢c22) =  is versicolor,
or, approximately, if (z3+x4)/2 > 1/2 and 1/3 <
x4 < 2/3 then x is versicolor.

Such a probabilistic ontology can then be used in prac-
tice by modern probabilistic ontology solvers to query
not only the final decision but also the reasoning be-
hind it by means of the path of rules used to infer the
final decision. For example,

e & = [r1,x9,%3,24] IS a setosa, because its petal
length x3 and width x4 are small.

The Iris dataset is a simple example that allows us
to analyze it by manually looking at the weight pa-
rameters. The described method, however, can be au-
tomated to tackle more complicated tasks. In such
cases a single tree may not be sufficient but prun-
ing techniques may be applied to reduce their num-
ber while controlling the trade-off between simplicity
(interpretability) and accuracy (expressivity) of the
model.

7. Expressive power results

In this section we focus on the expressive power of
the proposed network model. We show two univer-
sal approximation results, the first based on the KST
and the second on multivariate spline theory. Let us
again consider O = 1 for simplicity of presentation but
without loss of generality, so that we can drop all su-
perscripts o in our notations. Let || - ||z denote the
standard Lj-norm on the unit domain [0, 1]” for some
1<k<ooandsomeD >1.
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7.1. Kolmogorov approximation

Kolmogorov’s representation (1) can be simulated by
means of an ExSpliNet function with univariate splines
as inner and outer functions. Indeed, for T'= 2D + 1
and L = 1, we have

2D+1
E%,?Jvl’N’M’p’q(x) - Z q> <Z \Ifﬁllip; >
=1
Note that N = [Ni], M = [Mi], p = [p1], ¢ = [¢1],

and @%’q is just a univariate spline. Due to the fact
that polynomials, and a fortiori splines, are dense in
the space of continuous functions, we arrive at the fol-
lowing approximation theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let f : [0,1]” — R be a continuous
function. For any € > 0, there exists an FExSpliNet
function such that

]D

I - Eift e, < e

for any 1 < k < oo.

Proof. Let us fix an arbitrary € > 0. The KST states
that there exists a decomposition of the form

2D+1

> @t(Z\ptd xd)

t=1

flw) =

In the following, we will construct an ExSpliNet func-
tion that approximates this decomposition with accu-
racy €.

Given any d; > 0, by the continuity of ¥, 4 on [0, 1]
and the density of splines in C([0,1]) there exists a
spline \I/Ntl;p 1 with p; > 1 (without loss of generality
we can assume the same Ny, p; for each t,d) such that

~ 5
(00— Wil < 5
and

range(\flﬁ[ﬁf’ﬂ}) C range(\lft’d) c[o,1].

Specifically, this can be accomplished by means of the
Schoenberg spline operator [41],[42], i.e., a spline where
the weights take the form

d
Uflll - \Pt:d(g;ﬁ\h,phnl)'

Recall that the £y, , ,, are the Greville abscissae de-
fined in @ We define the scaling function

D Ny
_x/max(l,zz tld)
d= 17’L1 1
and we set
U () == X (U071 (24)).

Note that the weights of the above spline are given by
xe(v1?) and thus satisfy the (sufficient) conditions



mentioned in Remark [3:3] for ensuring a valid set of
inner spline functions.

Furthermore, by the continuity of ®; on [0, 1] and
the density of splines in C([0,1]) there exists a spline
@%’q with ¢ > 1 (without loss of generality we can
assume the same M, q for each t) such that

€

_pMa
H(I)t q)w’ Hoo = 2(2D—|—1)’

where
)

wt

= 0 (i ().

By the uniform continuity of CIJZI/Q, and thus 5%"17 on
[0, 1] there exists d; > 0 independent of the chosen z,y
such that |z — y| < §; implies

€

Mgy — M) <
| w (:L’) w |_2(2D—|—1)
Note that
D ~ D
@lf\;{;q (Z \Ilva11p;> _ (I)IJ\;I;Q (Z \111]:73119‘11)
d=1 d=1

Finally, we have

||f _ E2D+1,N,M,p,qH < Hf _ E2D+1,N,M,p,qH

(En) ot

This upper bound is less than or equal to

D D
2, (z w) M (z w)
t=1
2D+1

2 e

2D+1

=2 e

vtld

N1 Pl ”

2D+1

.
(Z o) - B Q<Z W) |OO,

which, in turn, is less than or equal to € by our choice
of inner and outer functions. This concludes the proof.
O

From Proposition [3.4 we deduce that the number of
weight parameters needed to express EQD'H N.M.p.q
in Theorem is equal to

D(2D + 1)N; + (2D + 1) M.

The proof of the theorem does not provide us explicit
values of Ni, M; that achieve the required accuracy
€. Also the degrees p1,q; are not specified. In the
next section we consider another subclass of the model
ExSpliNet that allows for approximation results with
explicit estimation of the parameters.
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7.2. Multivariate spline approximation

In this section we demonstrate the expressivity of
ExSpliNet by exploiting known approximation results
for multivariate splines [53]. Let L}, be the Sobolev
function space equipped with the norm that is a com-
bination of Lg-norms of the function together with its
partial derivatives up to order r > 1, i.e.,

o orp
ri=9f:[0,1]P - R: =
‘ {f o Haz? 0x'y

f

< 00,
k

V0<T1+"'+7‘D<T}.

Fix q := [q1,...,9p] € ZP with each ¢ > 0, and
M = [My,...,Mp] € ZP with each My > q4. For
any smooth function f € £ : [0,1]7 — R, there exists
a vector w € RMi"Mp guch that

D
el 9"
I = sl < G Yo ha) |5t 0 19)
z " g
d=1
for any ¢4 > r — 1, where
1

hyi=——— d=1,...,D, 16
T My — qa (16)

and C} is a constant independent of f and hg, but
may depend on r and ¢g4. In the recent work [50], the
following explicit constant has been derived in case of

the Lsy-norm: .
Cy = (f) .
s
M

Any multivariate spline of the form s, 9 can be rep-
resented as an ExSpliNet function. Indeed, for T'=1
and L = D, we have

El’N’M’p’q(sc)

VW =w' 'BM,q(‘I’Ixjip(m))

Hence, we obtain

1,N,M
B »P,q

M,q(
V,.W

() = 53 ()
by taking w! = w and choosing V', N, p according to
the following proposition.

Proposition 7.2. For any given p € Z" and N € Z*
with each Ny > py > 1 and L = D, there exist vectors
vhtd e RNe such that

vNP () = o,

o x € [0,1)” (17)

These vectors satisfy the assumption .

Proof. Fix « € [0,1]”. By construction we have

Nyype
wler

D
SE) = thl’d . BNZ:PZ (xd>

d=1
From we deduce that the choice

£,0,0
’ 57\71%,17@71\75]’

d#1,

=[N, potr -

=10,...,0], (18)



results in

\Dgﬁii)z (x) = Ty,

and, as a consequence, we get . The choice in
satisfies the conditions in . This can be verified
by taking v"* = &, n, = 1 and v"%4 = 0 for
d# 4. O

Remark 7.3. A particularly simple instance of
is obtained by taking pp = 1 and Ny = 2. In this case,

\I,Ntz,pz (:I:)

Ve = By 1,2(x0) = xg.

We then arrive at the following approximation re-
sult.

Theorem 7.4. For any smooth function f € Lj, :
[0,1]P — R, there exists an ExSpliNet function such
that

If — BN

D
k< Cr Y (ha)"

where hy is defined in and C), is the constant
specified in . In particular, for k = 2 it holds
Cy = (%)’"

From Proposition we deduce that the number
of weight parameters needed to express E1 N M.p.a i
Theorem [7.4] is equal to

D D
D Z N, + H M,.
d=1 d=1

Theorem [7.4] implies that for any f € £}, and € > 0,
one can construct an ExSpliNet function such that

If = By P9l < e
if

Mg —qa > (Cszaxd )UT d=1,...

for any choice of N, p,q such that each Ny > pg > 1
and qq > r — 1.

Remark 7.5. In this section we considered L = D.
However, working with D-variate splines might be in
practice computationally too expensive for high values
of D. On the other hand, in Section we considered
L = 1. In both cases we derived universal approxima-
tion results, so we believe that similar results could also
be obtained for intermediate cases 1 < L < D.

8. Implementation and experiments

The ExSpliNet model can be easily implemented in
the Python ecosystem by combining standard B-spline
code (for example, the class scipy.interpolate.BSpline)
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with a standard deep learning environment (for exam-
ple, Keras/Tensorflow or PyTorch). In our implemen-
tation we considered a simplified version of the condi-

tions in , see Remark by imposing

D N,

DI TS

d=1ny=1

0§vt

Such constrained problem can be transformed into an
unconstrained problem by taking

(t(Z,d)2
S oy (i)

for any given uf{f’d. This allows for the use of standard
unconstrained optimization algorithms via (stochastic)
gradient descent, such as the Adam optimizer [32]. Al-
ternatively, this kind of conditions can be enforced by
using the layer weight constraints functionalities built
in both mentioned deep learning environments.

In the following, we illustrate the performance of
the model, based on this implementation, on a small
selection of synthetic approximation tasks and classical
machine learning tasks.

t,Z,d
ne

8.1. Approzimation tasks

In our first set of experiments, we consider data-
driven function approximation and the approximate
solution of differential problems in the PINN frame-
work [48]. We compare the ExSpliNet model for those
two tasks with classical feed-forward neural networks
(FFNNs). We see that the enhanced approximation
properties of B-splines generally lead to a reduced com-
plexity of the network and/or better accuracy.

Function approzimation. The function approximation
problem is addressed as a risk minimization problem of
the form using the squared loss function and the
training dataset is chosen to be a random and uniform
sampling of the function.

Three types of network configurations are compared
to approximate two functions w on a domain Q C RP
for D =1 and D = 4, respectively. Note that O =1
in this case. In a preprocessing step, the domain (2
may need to be rescaled so that it belongs to the unit
domain [0, 1]”

e FFNN configurations:
— layers [ € [2,4,6,...,20],

— neurons per layer n € [10, 30,50, ...,110],

— activation functions a € [ReLU, sigmoid, tanh].

e First type of ExSpliNet configurations with fixed de-
grees pp = q; = 1, for a direct comparison with
FFNN based on linear ReLU functions:

— levels L € [2,3],



— trees T € [5, 20],
— inner B-splines per level N, = [5, 10, 30, 50],
— outer B-splines per level M, € [5,10].

e Second type of ExSpliNet configurations with fixed
higher degrees py = q; = 3 and the other parameters
are the same as for the first ExSpliNet configura-
tions.

For each of the above three choices, only the best con-
figuration, with the smallest test mean squared error
(Test MSE), is mentioned in the following experiments.
Both the Test MSE and the required number of param-
eters are reported. In all the experiments we used the
Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001 and 15
epochs. We remark that we have also cross-validated
the obtained best configurations, but since the results
were very comparable we do not mention them in the
experiments.

Experiment 8.1. We randomly and uniformly sam-
pled 5,000 points for training and 2,500 for testing
from the function
u(z) = cos(20mwz), =~ U[0,1].
e Best FFNN: [ =10, n = 30, a = ReLU,
Parameters = 7,531, Test MSE = 3.96 - 1071,

e Best ExSpliNet 1: T =20, L =3, N, =30, M, =5,
Parameters = 4,300, Test MSE = 6.99 - 107°.

e Best ExSpliNet 2: T =5, L =3, N, =50, M, = 10,
Parameters = 5,750, Test MSE = 1.80 - 1076.

Experiment 8.2. We randomly and uniformly sam-
pled 50,000 points for training and 25,000 for testing
from the function
u(x) = oy +ritas e o wotasry, xg~ U[-1,1].
e Best FFNN: 1l =4, n =50, a = ReLU,

Parameters = 5,401, Test MSE = 2.56 - 1074,

e Best FxSpliNet 1: T =5, L=3, Ny=5, M, =05,
Parameters = 925, Test MSE = 1.28 - 1074,

e Best FxSpliNet 2: T =20, L=2, Ny =5, My =5,
Parameters = 1,300, Test MSE = 1.31-107°.

Physics-informed neural network. In the PINN frame-
work, a given boundary-value differential problem is
transformed into a risk minimization problem, where
the so-called differential empirical risk is composed as
the sum of two empirical risks; the first takes care of
the differential problem in the interior of the domain
and the other takes care of the boundary conditions.

For example, consider the second-order differential
equation

— Au(z) = f(z), =€QCRP, (19)
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with boundary condition u(x) = g(x) for x € Q.
The idea is to take the neural network as a model
of the approximate solution %. Suppose we have a
set of collocation points, consisting of interior points
A; = {x},..., 25} belonging to Q and boundary
points A, = {wllﬂ...,wa”} belonging to 9. Then,
the differential empirical risk E(A;, Ap) takes the fol-
lowing form:

E(Ai, Ap) == &i(Ai) + Ay(As),

for some X\ > 0 and

E(A) = 7o Y (~aaleh) - f(ah))’,
b k=1
5b(Ab) = Kib Z(ﬂ(mk) - g(mf))2

k=1

During training this function is minimized on a set of
randomly chosen collocation points.

We remark that the activation functions need to be
at least C? smooth to solve the differential problem in
(19). For this reason, the ReL.U activation function is
not suitable in FFNN, and it is common to rely on the
tanh activation function in the PINN framework. Re-
garding ExSpliNet, the degree of the inner and outer
B-splines must be at least three to ensure C? smooth-
ness. Again, in a preprocessing step, the domain Q
may need to be rescaled so that it belongs to the unit
domain [0,1]7.

In the following experiments, we set A = 10* and
used the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001
and 5,000 epochs.

Experiment 8.3. We solved the differential equation

— () = 4n*sin(27x), € (0,1), (20)
with boundary condition u(0) = u(1) = 0. The exact
solution of this problem is u(x) = sin(2wz). For each
run we took 1,000 collocation points. The results ob-
tained by different configurations of FFNN with tanh
activation functions are summarized in Table [1], while
the results obtained by different configurations of Ex-
SpliNet with py = q¢ = 3 and L = 2 are summarized in
Table[3 The three best results are indicated in boldface.
In these tables, “DER” stands for the differential em-
pirical risk after training, while “MSE” stands for the
mean square error between the exact solution and the
trained network model on 300 uniformly spaced points
in the domain.

Experiment 8.4. We solved the differential equation
for D = 2 and Q is the egg shaped domain de-
picted in Figure [Jl The functions f and g are man-
ufactured so that the exact solution of this problem is
u(xy, o) = sin(m(x? + 22)). For each run we took
2,062 collocation points in the interior and 600 on the



l n  Params DER MSE
4 10 251 1.61-107¢ 1.24-107°
4 20 901 7.26-1072 4.98-10"°
4 30 1,951 1.14-107' 4.17.107°
6 10 471 4.46-1071 1.35-1074
6 20 1,741 1.36-107! 8.57-107°
6 30 3,811 2.03-10M°  1.22.107*
8 10 691 7.99-1072  5.52-107°
8 20 2,581 4.08-1072 3.25-10"°
8 30 5671 1.82-107°  4.79.107°
10 10 911 8.64-1071 1.42-107°
10 20 3,421 9.50-1072  4.99-107°
10 30 7,531 1.35-101° 1.05-107%

Table 1: Experiment Results for differential problem
obtained by different configurations of FFNN with tanh activa-
tion functions.

T Ny, M, Params DER MSE
5 5 5 175 1.00-1073 5.11-1071°
5 5 10 550 2.03-1072 6.62-107°
5 5 20 2,050 9.43-1072 3.90-1078
5 10 5 225 6.91-1073 4.81-10710
5 10 10 600 6.01-1072 1.55-107"
5 10 20 2,100 1.72-107! 6.85-1077
10 5 5 350 3.34-107* 1.11.1071%°
10 5 10 1,100 226-10"% 1.68-10"'1
10 5 20 4,100 2.34-1071 1.16 - 107
10 10 5 450 3.78-107® 5.90-10"1!
10 10 10 1,200  6.18-10° 1.15-107°
10 10 20 4,200 2.71-1072 3.69-1078

Table 2: Experiment Results for differential problem
obtained by different configurations of ExSpliNet with p, = ¢y =
3, L=2

1.0 A

0.8 1

0.6

0.4 4

0.2

0.01

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 5: The domain Q of Experiment

boundary. The results obtained by different configura-
tions of FFNN with tanh activation functions are sum-
marized in Table[3, while the results obtained by differ-
ent configurations of ExSpliNet with p; = q¢ = 3 and
L = 2 are summarized in Table[J} The three best re-
sults are indicated in boldface. In these tables, “DER”
stands for the differential empirical risk after training,
while “MSE” stands for the mean square error between
the exact solution and the trained network model on
927 uniformly spaced points in Q (shown in Figure @

15

l n  Params DER MSE
4 10 261 2.06-1071° 1.31-107*
4 20 921 9.81-107' 5.02-107°
4 30 1,981 1.06-10%° 5.26-107°
6 10 481 1.71-107° 1.69-107%
6 20 1,761 1.30-107° 4.99.107°
6 30 3,841 9.02-107' 4.82.107°
8 10 701  2.68-107°  2.58.107%
8 20 2,601 1.72-10"°  9.13.107°
8 30 5,701 4.07-10%° 9.42.107°
10 10 921 1.63-107° 9.25.107°
10 20 3,441 1.57-101° 9.57-107°
10 30 7,561 1.85-101°  7.49.107°

Table 3: Experiment @ Results for the considered 2D differen-
tial problem obtained by different configurations of FFNN with
tanh activation functions.

T Ny M, Params DER MSE
5 5 5 225 3.29-107!  3.69-10°°¢
5 5 10 600 2.44-107! 1.34-1076
5 5 20 2,100 1.50-10%° 2.07-107°
5 10 5 325 2.34-107 1.03-107°
5 10 10 700  2.60-107¢ 9.10-10~"
5 10 20 2,200 3.90-1071 3.56 - 107"
10 5 5 450 6.70-1072  3.53-1077
10 5 10 1,200 5.32-1072 5.80-10"8
10 5 20 4,200 7.39-1072 1.18.1077
10 10 5 650 1.83-107! 1.76 - 1077
10 10 10 1,400 5.49-1072 1.00-10"7
10 10 20 4,400 1.25-107! 2.04-1077

Table 4: Experiment @ Results for the considered 2D differ-
ential problem obtained by different configurations of ExSpliNet
with pp = q =3, L = 2.

8.2. Classical learning tasks

In its current form, ExSpliNet is a general-purpose
model, not designed nor tailored for a specific task (like
convolutional neural networks for images or recurrent
neural networks for text). In the following, we illus-
trate the general applicability of ExSpliNet in classical
machine learning benchmark tasks, both classification
and regression.

Classification. We first focus on the MNIST and FM-
NIST datasets for simple image classification [38] [65].

Experiment 8.5. The MNIST dataset is a classi-
cal dataset of grayscale images representing handwrit-
ten digits. It contains 60,000 training images and
10,000 testing images. The task consists of classify-
ing a given image of the dataset in one of the ten out-
put classes, where each class represents a particular
digit (so O = 10). The images have 28 x 28 pizels
(so D = 784). Table[5 summarizes the results for dif-
ferent configurations of ExSpliNet, using pp = q¢ = 1,
L = 2, and the Adam optimizer with a learning rate
of 0.001 and 35 epochs. The best result is indicated in
boldface. Here, “% Acc” stands for the test accuracy
of the classification in percentage.



T N, M, Params % Acc
50 2 2 158,800 96.25
50 2 3 161,300 97.91
50 2 4 164,800 98.26
50 4 2 315,600 96.59
50 4 3 318,100 97.87
50 4 4 321,600 97.94
100 2 2 317,600 97.28
100 2 3 322,600 98.34
100 2 4 329,600 98.24
100 4 2 631,200 97.44
100 4 3 636,200 98.24
100 4 4 643,200 97.98

Table 5: Experiment [8:5} MNIST results obtained by different
configurations of ExSpliNet with py = ¢, =1, L = 2.

T N, M, Params % Acc
50 2 2 158,800 86.03
50 2 3 161,300 88.91
50 2 4 164,800 88.82
50 4 2 315,600 87.29
50 4 3 318,100 88.37
50 4 4 321,600 88.41
100 2 2 317,600 86.69
100 2 3 322,600 89.56
100 2 4 329,600 89.07
100 4 2 631,200 87.76
100 4 3 636,200 88.90
100 4 4 643,200 88.67

Table 6: Experiment [8.6f FMNIST results obtained by different
configurations of ExSpliNet with py = ¢, =1, L = 2.

Experiment 8.6. The FMNIST dataset is a clas-
sical dataset of grayscale images representing fashion
products. It also contains 60,000 training images and
10,000 testing images. The task consists of classifying
a given image of the dataset in one of the ten output
classes (so O = 10), where each class represents a par-
ticular garment. The images have 28 x 28 pizels (so
D =1784). Table@ summarizes the results for different
configurations of ExSpliNet, using pp =q¢ =1, L =2,
and the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001
and 50 epochs. The results are summarized in Table[6}
The best result is indicated in boldface. Here, “% Acc”
stands for the test accuracy of the classification in per-
centage.

There exists a vast amount of literature covering the
MNIST and FMNIST datasets, applying all kinds of
different techniques, with or without preprocessing of
the input data. As far as we know, the state-of-the-art
results addressing the classification of MNIST images
show a test accuracy of 99.91%; see, e.g., [3]. We em-
phasize, however, that these results are obtained by
means of ad hoc methods designed explicitly to ex-
ecute such a task. Similarly, the state-of-the-art re-
sults addressing the classification of FMNIST images
show a test accuracy of 96.91%; see, e.g., [58]. On the
other hand, in its current form, ExSpliNet is a general-
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purpose model, not designed nor tailored for this spe-
cific task. To improve its performance in this context,
the development and application of task-dependent in-
ner functions for specific feature extraction might be
an interesting direction of further research, for exam-
ple, the investigation of convolutional spline operators
such as in [21].

Regression. We now consider the Parkinson’s telemon-
itoring dataset [60] for two regression tasks. Remote
tracking of Parkinson’s desease (PD) progression is a
medical practice that involves remotely monitoring pa-
tients who are not at the same location as the clinic.
Usually, a patient has a monitoring device at home,
and the resulting measurements are transmitted to
the clinic through telephone or internet. Tracking
PD symptom progression mostly relies on the unified
Parkinson’s disease rating scale (UPDRS), which dis-
plays presence and severity of symptoms [60]. The
scale consists of 3 sections that assess (1) mentation,
behavior, and mood, (2) activities of daily life, and
(3) motor symptoms. Total-UPDRS refers to the full
range of the metric, 0-176, with 0 representing healthy
and 176 total disability, and Motor-UPDRS refers to
the motor section of the UPDRS ranging from 0 to 108.
The Parkinson’s telemonitoring dataset consists of a
total of 5,875 voice recordings from 42 patients. Each
voice recording consists of 16 biomedical voice mea-
sures (vocal features) and the related Motor-UPDRS
and Total-UPDRS score.

In the following two experiments we directly com-
pare, in terms of mean absolute error (MAE), the
performance of ExSpliNet with methods found in
the literature. The Parkinson’s telemonitoring prob-
lem was addressed in [60} [61] using linear regression
least squares (LS), iteratively re-weighted least squares
(IRLS), least absolute shrinkage and selection operator
(LASSO), and a nonlinear regression method (CART).
Other methods were used in [20]: two kinds of sup-
port vector machines, regression SVM and LS-SVM,
and two kinds of FFNN, namely MLPNN and GRNN.
In those papers, to predict Motor-UPDRS and Total-
UPDRS, it was observed that a log transformation of
the vocal features reduces the test MAE, so we follow
suit.

In both ExSpliNet experiments we used the Adam
optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001 and 100 epochs.
As in [20], ten-fold cross validation was applied for eval-
uating the test performance of the model by averaging
the MAE results obtained from all folds. For each con-
sidered setup, the averaged MAE value is provided and
its standard deviation is marked in round brackets.

Experiment 8.7. For the prediction of Motor-
UPDRS, FExzSpliNet (with T = 100, L = 2, N; = 2,
M, = 25, p = q = 1) achieves an MAE of 4.67
(0.12) obtained on the log transformed features (before
normalization in [0,1]). On the other hand, in [20] it



is stated that the LS-SVM outperformed the other pro-
posed methods for the prediction of Motor-UPDRS, in
terms of lower prediction errors, with a best MAE of
4.87 (0.11) obtained on the log transformed features,
beating the best results in [60, [61], i.e., an MAE of
5.95 (0.19) obtained by CART and an MAE of 6.57
(0.17) obtained by LASSO.

Experiment 8.8. For the prediction of Total-
UPDRS, ExSpliNet (with T = 100, L = 2, N; = 2,
M, = 25, p = q = 1) achieves an MAE of 5.95
(0.19) obtained on the log transformed features (before
normalization in [0,1]). On the other hand, in [20] it
is stated that the LS-SVM outperformed the other pro-
posed methods for the prediction of Total-UPDRS, in
terms of lower prediction errors, with a best MAE of
6.18 (0.16) obtained on the log transformed features,
beating the best results in [60, [61], i.e., an MAE of
7.52 (0.25) obtained by CART and an MAE of 8.38
(0.23) obtained by LASSO.

For the sake of completeness, we also mention that
more recent results are found in [45]. Therein, instead
of applying directly regression methods, a more in-
volved feature engineering procedure was performed:
the dataset was subdivided in clusters using the EM
algorithm and for each cluster a subset of features was
selected and different methods were then performed,
resulting in a lower MAE.

9. Conclusion

In this paper we proposed an interpretable and
expressive neural network model, called ExSpliNet.
We started with a definition of ExSpliNet as a
Kolmogorov-like neural network model with univari-
ate spline inner functions and L-variate spline outer
functions, all of them in B-spline representations. Fur-
thermore, we detailed a probabilistic interpretation in
terms of feature extractors and probabilistic trees. In
addition, we showed universal approximation results in
the cases L = 1 and L = D. We also discussed how
the model can be efficiently encoded by exploiting B-
spline properties. Finally, we tested the performance
of the model on a small selection of synthetic approxi-
mation problems and classical machine learning bench-
mark datasets.

ExSpliNet is highly customizable as it is steered by
several hyperparameters. The presented experiments
indicate that ExSpliNet outperforms FFNN in approx-
imation tasks. The choice of high degrees seems to
directly pay off in the accuracy for smooth functions.
This is a feature inherited from tensor-product splines.
ExSpliNet is particularly suited for solving differential
problems in the PINN framework, as it combines high
smoothness with good approximation properties. How-
ever, a more extended experimental work, targeting
nonlinear and high-dimensional differential problems,
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is required to reveal the full potential of ExSpliNet
in this field. In addition, a more profound study of
the approximation capabilities is essential for a bet-
ter understanding of the model and its performance,
especially for the intermediate cases 1 < L < D (see

Remark .

In its current form, ExSpliNet is a general-purpose
model. Since the spline additive model is very general,
the development of task-dependent inner functions for
specific feature extraction could improve the perfor-
mance of ExSpliNet in the context of classical machine
learning. An interesting direction is the incorporation
of convolutional spline operators such as in [2I]. The
study of the statistic learning theoretical generalization
ability of the model is another promising direction of
investigation. The exploration of nonuniform knot se-
quences, with possibly coinciding interior knots, could
also be helpful to further increase the flexibility of the
model.
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