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Abstract

We study the approximation properties of con-

volutional architectures applied to time series

modelling, which can be formulated mathemat-

ically as a functional approximation problem. In

the recurrent setting, recent results reveal an in-

tricate connection between approximation effi-

ciency and memory structures in the data gen-

eration process. In this paper, we derive paral-

lel results for convolutional architectures, with

WaveNet being a prime example. Our results

reveal that in this new setting, approximation

efficiency is not only characterised by mem-

ory, but also additional fine structures in the tar-

get relationship. This leads to a novel defini-

tion of spectrum-based regularity that measures

the complexity of temporal relationships under

the convolutional approximation scheme. These

analyses provide a foundation to understand

the differences between architectural choices for

time series modelling and can give theoretically

grounded guidance for practical applications.

1. Introduction

While deep learning has evolved to be a powerful tool to

model temporal relationships, the choice of architectures

significantly affects performance. Classical recurrent neu-

ral networks (RNNs) and recent adaptation of convolu-

tional neural networks (CNNs) to time series data repre-

sent two popular classes of architectural choices. Empiri-

cal works show that depending on the application setting,

either one can have an advantage over the other (Yin et al.,

2017; Bai et al., 2018; Banerjee et al., 2019). However, a

concrete theoretical understanding of how such differences

arise remains largely unexplored.
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The recent work of Li et al. (2021) formulated the temporal

modelling task into a functional analysis problem, and un-

covered relationships between approximation efficiency of

RNNs and memory structures of the target relationship. In

this paper, we develop parallel results for CNNs in the func-

tional approximation setting. On the one hand, these results

provide approximation guarantees and rate estimations for

CNNs applied to time series modelling. On the other hand,

they allow us to concretely understand the differences be-

tween CNNs and RNNs in terms of their approximation

capabilities for temporal relationships, serving as a starting

point to bridge theories and applications.

Our main contributions are:

1. We develop universal approximation results for CNNs

when applied to model temporal relationships in the

linear setting, which shows that the approximation ef-

ficiency is characterised by both memory structures

and a certain spectrum-based regularity of the target

relationship.

2. We make rigorous comparisons between CNNs and

RNNs in the approximation setting, where we show

that the targets that can be easily approximated are

completely different for these two architectures. This

provides a theoretical foundation for building princi-

pled model selection strategies for deep learning in

dynamical settings.

The paper is organised as follows. We discuss related work

in Section 2. In Section 3, we formulate the approxima-

tion problem precisely and introduce the RNN and CNN

hypothesis spaces under this formulation. The approxima-

tion results of CNNs are presented in Section 4. In Sec-

tion 5, we make a concrete comparison between CNNs and

RNNs in terms of approximation capabilities for different

classes of target temporal relationships. The proofs of all

presented results are found in the appendix.

1.1. Notations and definitions.

We use boldface letters x to denote discrete temporal se-

quences, and x(t) to denote the vector/scalar value of the

sequence at the time index t. We use x[t1,t2] to denote

http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.09355v1
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values of the sequence x from t1 to t2, including the end

points. Subscripts such as xi, xm are used to specify di-

mensional indices. All other dependencies are written as

superscripts, e.g. x(K) means that the temporal sequence

x depends on K . For a discrete sequence ρ : N → R
d, de-

fine the radius of ρ by r(ρ) = sup {s : ρ(s) 6= 0}. We refer

[0, r(ρ)] as its support. We use |·| to denote the Euclidean

norm of a vector.

We set the notation for the central operation under study,

namely the dilated convolution for discrete sequences.

Definition 1. Let f : Z → R
d, g : Z → R

d be two

discrete sequences. Define the following discrete dilated

convolution:

(f ∗ l g)(t) =
∑

s∈Z

f(s)⊤g(t− ls). (1)

When l = 1, this is the usual convolution, and we denote it

by∗.

2. Related work

In this section, we discuss some related work to the re-

sults presented here. On the application side, convolution-

based models are gradually becoming popular for a vari-

ety of time series applications. For example, WaveNet

(van den Oord et al., 2016) is a generative model for pro-

cessing and generating raw audio. Since its emer-

gence, WaveNet and its variants (van den Oord et al., 2018;

Jin et al., 2018; Kalchbrenner et al., 2018; Prenger et al.,

2019; Paine et al., 2016) have been successfully applied to

a variety of time series modelling problems in natural lan-

guage processing. A more detailed review can be found

in Boilard et al. (2019). While convolutional architectures

have become an important alternative to classical recurrent

neural networks, these investigations focus on applications,

lacking theoretical results to understand the origin of their

superior performance on practical tasks.

On the theoretical side, a number of universal approxima-

tion results for CNNs have been obtained in the image pro-

cessing setting. For example, Zhou (2020a;b) prove that

(simplified) deep CNNs are universal approximators, and

the approximation rate is characterised by Sobolev norms

of target functions. Bao et al. (2019) gives a theoretical in-

terpretation on the reason why the state-of-the-art CNNs

can achieve high classification accuracy. It is shown that

the hierarchical compositional structures in target functions

can help to (exponentially) reduce the parameters needed

compared with fully connected neural networks achieving

the same approximation accuracy. Beyond the approxima-

tion theory, Oono & Suzuki (2019) studies the estimation

error rates of a ResNet-type of CNN applied to the Barron

and Hölder classes. All of these works share one thing in

common, namely the targets to be approximated are func-

tions defined in finite space domains, i.e. images. By con-

trast, our approximation results here are for the targets de-

fined in infinite time domains, where the memory of data

plays an important role. We will see that this leads to very

different approximation problems.

On the recurrent front, the approximation proper-

ties of RNNs have been investigated in a number

of works, including both in discrete time (Matthews,

1993; Doya, 1993; Schäfer & Zimmermann, 2006; 2007)

and continuous time (Funahashi & Nakamura, 1993;

Chow & Xiao-Dong Li, 2000; Li et al., 2005; Maass et al.,

2007; Nakamura & Nakagawa, 2009). Most of these study

settings where the target relationships are generated from

hidden dynamical systems (in the form of difference or

differential equations). Recently, Li et al. (2021) studies

the general setting where the target relationships are repre-

sented as functionals, and derived the approximation theory

of RNNs that revealed the connection between approxima-

tion and memory: it takes an exponentially large number

of neurons to approximate the target with memory that de-

cays slowly. This sheds some light on the interaction of

the structure of RNNs and the nature of relationships to

be captured. Following this line of enquiry, the purpose

of the present paper is to develop parallel approximation

results for CNNs to highlight such interactions. In particu-

lar, this work complements previous theoretical analyses in

the recurrent setting and allows one to characterise the key

difference between recurrent and convolutional approaches

for time series modelling.

3. Problem Formulation

3.1. Functional formulation of supervised learning for

temporal data

The temporal supervised learning task can be mathemati-

cally formulated as follows. Suppose we are given an input

sequence x indexed by a time parameter t ∈ Z. We want to

predict the corresponding output sequence y at each time

step, or up to some terminal time step y(T ). The mapping

between x and y can be described by a sequence of func-

tionals:

{y(t) = Ht(x) : t ∈ Z} . (2)

That is, the output at each time step may potentially de-

pend on the entire input sequence through a time-dependent

functional. The goal is to learn this sequence of functionals

H = {Ht : t ∈ Z}.

As an illustrative example, we can consider a stan-

dard benchmark example known as the adding problem

(Hochreiter & Schmidhuber, 1997): each output y(t) is

equal to the weighted cumulative sum of inputs x(s) for

s ≤ t, i.e. y(t) =
∑t

−∞ α(s)x(s), where α denotes

the weights. In this case, the sequence of functionals
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{Ht(x) =
∑t

−∞ α(s)x(s) : t ∈ Z} can be viewed as

the target temporal relationship, or ground truth.

In supervised learning, we need to define the input space,

output space and concept space precisely. We note that

vector-valued discrete temporal sequences can also be un-

derstood as functions from a time index set I into the real

vectors. We denote this set of functions by c(I,Rd). In

this paper, I is taken to be Z or N depending on the spe-

cific setting. For x ∈ c(I,Rd), we define its norm by

‖x‖2 :=
√∑

s∈I |x(s)|2. We use c0(N,R
d) to denote the

sequence that converges to 0 at infinity.

Define the input space by

X =
{
x ∈ c(Z,Rd) :

∑

s∈Z

|x(s)|2 < ∞
}
. (3)

This is the usual ℓ2 sequence space, which is a Banach

space with the norm ‖x‖X := ‖x‖2 =
√∑

s∈Z
|x(s)|2.

Since vector-valued outputs can be handled by considering

each dimension individually, we can restrict our attention to

the case where the output time series are real-valued. That

is, define the output space

Y = c(Z,R). (4)

3.2. RNN and CNN hypothesis spaces

We now introduce the RNN and CNN architectures in the

functional approximation language, which leads to differ-

ent types of hypothesis spaces. We start with the recurrent

setting. The simplest recurrent neural network with the lin-

ear readout layer is given by

h(t+ 1) = σ(Wh(t) + Ux(t)),

ŷ(t) = c⊤h(t),

with c ∈ R
m,W ∈ R

m×m, U ∈ R
m×d.

(5)

Here, h ∈ R
m is the hidden state and m denotes the width

of RNNs, which determines the model complexity. Note

that we do not include a bias term here because it can be

absorbed into the hidden state h.

This dynamics defines a family of functionals

H(m)
RNN :=

{
Ĥ : Ĥt = ŷ(t) solves (5)

with c ∈ R
m,W ∈ R

m×m, U ∈ R
m×d

}
.

(6)

The hypothesis space for one layer RNNs with arbitrary

depth is defined by

HRNN :=
⋃

m∈N+

H(m)
RNN. (7)

In essence, RNNs can be understood as a way to represent

functionals by introducing hidden dynamical systems, with

the predicted outputs being observations.

Recent approaches based on convolutional architectures

present an entirely different class of methods to parame-

terise the functionals. Concretely, a convolution based tem-

poral sequence model with K layers and Mk channels at

layer k is given by

h0,i = xi,

hk+1,i = σ




Mk∑

j=1

wkji∗ dk
hk,j


 ,

ŷ = hK .

(8)

Here, xi is the ith dimension of x, and wkji is the filter

from channel j at layer k to the channel i at layer k+1. All

the filters have a size l ≥ 2, i.e. r(wkji) = l ≥ 2. In the fol-

lowing discussion, we assume that the dilation rate satisfies

dk = lk. That is, the dilation rate increases exponentially

for each layer to achieve an exponentially large receptive

field. This is the standard practice for dilated convolutional

structures (Oord et al., 2016; Yu & Koltun, 2016).

The CNN model (8) also defines a family of functionals

H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN :=

{
Ĥ : Ĥt = ŷ(t) according to (8)

with wkji ∈ R
l
}
.

(9)

For any l ≥ 2 and dk = lk, the hypothesis space for CNNs

with arbitrary depth and number of channels is defined as

H(l)
CNN =

⋃

K∈N+

⋃

{Mk}∈NK
+

H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN . (10)

4. Approximation theory for convolutional

structures

In this section, we study the approximation properties of

H(l)
CNN. Our main results consist of two parts. First, we

prove that H(l)
CNN is dense in appropriate concept spaces.

Next, we derive explicit upper and lower bounds for the

approximation rate, which depends on the depth and width

of CNNs, together with appropriate notions of complexity

of the target functional family. This is an important re-

sult that characterises the kind of targets that can be well-

approximated by CNNs using a small number of parame-

ters.

To make analysis amenable, we consider the linear setting.

This is non-trivial for two reasons: first, the key feature we

would like to study for time series applications is the depen-

dence on time, for which non-linearity still plays an impor-

tant role even in the case of linear activations. For example,
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we will see that the Riesz representation of a linear func-

tional is nonlinear in time. The approximation results for

RNNs (Li et al., 2021) has already demonstrated this. Sec-

ond, since the approximation results for linear RNNs have

been derived in Li et al. (2021), by adopting the same set-

ting we can study explicitly the differences between RNNs

and CNNs. Under the assumption that the activation σ is

linear, the RNN and CNN hypothesis spaces can be further

simplified as

H(m)
RNN :=

{
Ĥ : Ĥt(x) =

∑

s∈N

c⊤W s−1Ux(t− s),

c ∈ R
m,W ∈ R

m×m, U ∈ R
m×d

}
,

(11)

H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN :=

{
Ĥ : Ĥt(x) =

∑

s∈N

ρ(Ĥ)(s)⊤x(t− s),

ρ(Ĥ)(s) =

MK−1∑

iK−1=1

wK−1,iK−1,t∗ lK−1

MK−2∑

iK−2=1

wK−2,iK−2,iK−1 ∗ lK−2

· · ·∗ l2

M1∑

i1=1

w1i1i2 ∗ l1w0i1(s)
}
.

(12)

We will also restrict to a target functional family (concept

space) that is consistent with the linear activation setting.

The following definition is introduced in Li et al. (2021).

Definition 2. Let H = {Ht : t ∈ Z} be a sequence of func-

tionals which satisfies

1. H is causal if it does not depend on the future inputs:

for any x1,x2 ∈ X and any t ∈ Z such that x1(s) =
x2(s) for all s ≤ t, the output satisfies Ht(x1) =
Ht(x2);

2. Ht ∈ H is a continuous linear functional if for any

x1,x2 ∈ X and λ1, λ2 ∈ R,

Ht(λ1x1 + λ2x2) = λ1Ht(x1) + λ2Ht(x2),

‖Ht‖ := sup
x∈X ,‖x‖X≤1

|Ht(x)| < ∞, (13)

where ‖Ht‖ denotes the induced functional norm.

Furthermore, the norm of a sequence of functionals

is defined by ‖H‖ := supt∈Z‖Ht‖.

3. A sequence of functionals H is time-homogeneous

if for any t, τ ∈ Z, Ht(x) = Ht+τ (x
(τ)) where

x(τ)(s) := x(s− τ) for all s ∈ Z.

Following the Definition 2, we consider the concept space

C ={H : Ht ∈ H is linear continuous, H

is causal and time-homogeneous}. (14)

Note that HRNN ⊂ C and H(l)
CNN ⊂ C, which follows from

the fact that any sequences in these two spaces have con-

volutional (thus linear) representations. For a given Ĥ , we

denote its corresponding representation by ρ(Ĥ). We see

that RNNs and CNNs are different in the sense that for

RNNs, the representation ρ(Ĥ)(s) = c⊤W s−1U , which

has an infinite support in time. However, for CNNs, the

representation ρ(Ĥ) is a finitely supported sequence with

radius r(ρ(Ĥ)) = lK − 1. This can be understood as the

maximal memory length of the CNN model, which is usu-

ally called the receptive field.

Next we present a key lemma regarding the hypothesis

space, which shows that any target in the concept space

has a convolutional representation.

Lemma 1. For any H ∈ C, there exists a unique ℓ2 se-

quence ρ(H) : N → R
d such that

Ht(x) =

∞∑

s=0

ρ(H)(s)⊤x(t− s), t ∈ Z. (15)

For a target H , the corresponding representation is de-

noted as ρ(H). The approximation of H by RNNs or CNNs

is equivalent to the approximation of ρ(H) using the respec-

tive ρ(Ĥ).

Remark 1. The hypothesis space is related with linear

time-invariant system (LTI system). In fact, a causal LTI

system will induce a linear functional which satisfies Defi-

nition 2. However, we note that not every linear functional

satisfying Definition 2 corresponds to an LTI system. Our

aim is to investigate general funtionals, and does not as-

sume the data is generated from a hidden linear system.

4.1. Summary of approximation results for RNNs

In order to facilitate the presentation of CNN results and

subsequent comparisons, we first review the main approxi-

mation results for RNNs proved in Li et al. (2021) 1. It was

shown that under fairly general conditions, HRNN is dense

in C. With further assumptions that ρ(H) decays at least ex-

ponentially in time, an explicit bound of the approximation

rate can be obtained. That is, for any H ∈ C, there exists

Ĥ ∈ H(m)
RNN such that

‖H − Ĥ‖ ≡ sup
t∈R

‖Ht − Ĥt‖ ≤ Cγd

βmα
, (16)

where C > 0 is a universal constant, β denotes the (ex-

ponential) decay rate of ρ(H) and γ measures the smooth-

ness of H . This result shows that a target functional family

generating the temporal relationship can be well approx-

imated by RNN models if it is smooth and decays suffi-

ciently fast. For a target with long memory, say a power

1Note that the continuous time setting was considered there,
but the main conclusions remain the same under discretization.
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law decay, the number of parameters sufficient to approx-

imate it using RNNs may increase exponentially. This is

the so-called “curse of memory” in approximation of RNNs

(Li et al., 2021).

4.2. Approximation results for CNNs

In this section, we present the main approximation results

of this paper, which can be viewed as parallel results to

those discussed in section 4.1, but for CNNs. This allows

us to understand precisely the similarity and differences of

CNNs and RNNs with respect to their approximation capa-

bilities, when applied to time series modelling.

First, we prove a density result. Recall that H(l)
CNN ⊂ C. The

density result here shows that H(l)
CNN is in fact dense in C. It

is also understood as a universal approximation property of

linear CNNs applied to linear functionals.

Theorem 2. (UAP for CNNs) Let H ∈ C. Then for any

ǫ > 0, there exist Ĥ ∈ H(l)
CNN such that

‖H − Ĥ‖ ≡ sup
t∈Z

‖Ht − Ĥt‖ < ǫ. (17)

Now we discuss some basic understanding of Theorem 2.

For any x such that ‖x‖X ≤ 1, we have

|Ht(x)− Ĥt(x)|2 ≤
∞∑

s=0

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)
∣∣∣
2

(18)

=

lK−1∑

s=0

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)
∣∣∣
2

+

∞∑

s=lK

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)
∣∣∣
2

,

where we use the fact that r(ρ(Ĥ)) = lK − 1. Consider the

approximation error on two intervals. On [lK ,∞], ρ(Ĥ) is

always zero, thus the error only depends on the tail sum of

ρ(H). That is, the long term memory of the target. Since

ρ(H) ∈ ℓ2, this error converges to zero when we choose a

deep model (withK appropriately large). On [0, lK−1], we

can show that there exits a ρ(Ĥ) with a sufficient number

of channels such that ρ(Ĥ) = ρ(H) in this range.

The error on [lK ,∞] is easy to analyse as it only involves

the decay of ρ(H), which enters in the approximation of

both RNNs and CNNs. The more interesting phenomenon

occurs on the interval [0, lK − 1]. A natural question is,

given a target H , how does the approximation error on

this interval depend on the number of channels and depth

of CNNs? This question is important since it reveals the

structures in the target functional family which facilitate

efficient approximation using CNNs besides the decay of

memory. In other words, it characterises theoretically the

type of temporal modelling tasks for which CNNs are natu-

rally suited.

Interestingly, it turns out that the approximation rate de-

pends on the spectrum of ρ(H) under a suitable tensorisa-

tion procedure. We motivate this idea by simple examples

where d = 1 and l = K = 2.

Example 1. Recall that a target H has the representation

ρ(H). Since r(ρ(Ĥ)) = 4 here, the CNN performs ap-

proximation only on [0, 3], hence we restrict the target as

ρ
(H)
[0,3] ∈ R

4. Denote the rearrangement operator by T , and

T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
=

(
ρ
(H)
0 ρ

(H)
2

ρ
(H)
1 ρ

(H)
3

)
. (19)

We study the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the ma-

trix T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
. If T

(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
has only one non-zero singular

value, then rank T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
= 1. It is straightforward to de-

duce that a CNN with 1 channel in both layers is sufficient

to represent it. In fact, let w1 and w2 be the filter on the

first and second layer respectively. The resulting represen-

tation is

ρ(Ĥ) = w2∗ 2 w1 = (w11, w12)∗ 2(w21, w22) (20)

= (w11w21, w12w21, w11w22, w12w22),

T (ρ(Ĥ)) =

(
w11w21 w11w22

w12w21 w12w22

)
(21)

=

(
w11

w12

)(
w21 w22

)
. (22)

This can represent any 2 by 2 rank 1 matrix. Thus, any

ρ(H) such that T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
with rank no more than 1 can be

represented.

In order to represent a rank 2 target, we need to increase

the number of channels. Let the first layer have 2 channels.

Then the resulting representation is

ρ(Ĥ) = w2∗ 2 w1 + v2∗ 2 v1,

T (ρ(Ĥ)) =

(
w11w21 w11w22

w12w21 w12w22

)
+

(
v11v21 v11v22
v12v21 v12v22

)

=

(
1√
σ1
w11

1√
σ2
v11

1√
σ1
w12

1√
σ2
v12

)(
σ1

σ2

)( 1√
σ1
w21

1√
σ2
v21

1√
σ1
w22

1√
σ2
v22

)⊤

.

(23)

That is, T (ρ(Ĥ)) can represent the SVD for any 2 by 2

matrix with appropriate choices of w1,w2 and v1, which

implies that T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
with rank no more than 2 can be rep-

resented.

The above two examples show that the number of chan-

nels needed for an exact representation (ρ
(Ĥ)
[0,3] = ρ

(H)
[0,3])

depends on the rank of targets, i.e. the number of non-zero

singular values of T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
. Furthermore, when there is

no such exact representations, we need to decide the ap-

proximation error. Suppose the target is with rank 2, but
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we use a CNN with only 1 channel to approximate it. By

the Eckart–Young–Mirsky theorem, the best approximation

error is equal to the smallest singular value of T
(
ρ
(H)
[0,3]

)
.

This inspires us to relate the approximation error with the

decay of singular values.

The above examples illustrate the basic approach on how

to determine the number of channels needed to achieve

a given approximation accuracy. Although the main tool

used in above examples, SVD, is only valid for K = 2
where we can reshape the vector representation of ρ(H)

into a matrix, in general we can extend the above tech-

niques to any K using higher order singular value decom-

position (HOSVD) (De Lathauwer et al., 2000). Now we

introduce some basic facts about HOSVD.

HOSVD basics. For a discrete sequenceρ, we denote the

tensorisation of ρ[0,lK−1] by TlK (ρ). This is an order K

tensor, with all the dimensions equal to l i.e. TlK (ρ) ∈
R

l×l×···×l. The tensorisation follows column major order-

ing. The singular values of TlK (ρ) is defined by applying

the usual SVD for matrices to the K matrices with size

R
l×lK−1

obtained by mode-k flattening of the tensor. This

gives rise to at most lK singular values. Define the rank of

the tensor by its number of non-zero singular values. We

defer the precise but involved definition of HOSVD to the

appendix.

Similar to the SVD low rank approximation for matri-

ces, we have the following error estimation for tensors

(De Lathauwer et al., 2000).

Lemma 3. Denote the singular values of A ∈ R
l×l×···×l

by σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ · · · ≥ σlK ≥ 0, we have

inf
Ĥ

∥∥∥A− TlK (ρ(Ĥ))
∥∥∥ ≤

(
rankA∑

i=K′+1

σ2
i

) 1
2

, (24)

where the infimum is taken over all Ĥ ∈ H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN such

that K ′ < rankA, where K ′ = rankTlK (ρ(Ĥ)).

Based on Lemma 3, one can measure the complexity of a

target H by the decay rate of singular values of TlK (ρ(H)).

Complexity measure and approximation rates. Now

we can get down to define appropriate complexity measures

and prove approximation rates of CNNs. Based on previous

discussions on HOSVD, we have the following key defini-

tion.

Definition 3. Consider a sequence of functionals H with

associated representation ρ(H). For any l,K ∈ N+, let

σ
(K)
1 ≥ σ

(K)
2 ≥ · · · ≥ σ

(K)
lK ≥ 0 be the singular values

of TlK (ρ(H)). Let g ∈ c0(N,R+) be a non-increasing

function with zero limit at infinity. Define the complexity

measure of H by

C(l,g)(H) = inf

{
c :

(
lK∑

i=s+K

|σ(K)
i |2

) 1
2

≤ cg(s),

s ≥ 0,K ≥ 1

}
.

(25)

Based on this complexity measure, we define a concept

space with certain spectral regularity (measured by the de-

cay of singular values)

C(l,g) :=
{
H ∈ C : C(l,g)(H) < ∞

}
. (26)

Next, we discuss some facts and examples to enhance the

understanding of the space C(l,g).

Remark 2. Suppose the function g is monotonously de-

creasing and strictly positive. Then for any H ∈ C such

that ρ(H) is finitely supported, we have H ∈ C(l,g).

Remark 3. Suppose H ∈ C with ρ(H) finitely supported.

Then there exists a finitely supported decreasing g such that

H ∈ C(l,g).

The details can be found in appendix.

The reason why the summation in (25) starts at s+K is that,

when K increases, there will be additional singular values

resulting from the additional matrix SVDs. These singular

values are all equal to the 2-norm of ρ(H). We show this

by the following example.

Example 2. Suppose the filter size l = 2 and ρ(H) =
(1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 0, · · · ). The following table shows the cor-

responding singular values of TlK (ρ(H)) for different K:

K Singular Values of TlK (ρ(H))
1 (1, 1)
2 (1, 1, 1, 1)

3 (
√
2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0)

4 (
√
2,
√
2, 1, 1, 1, 1, 0, 0)

When K ≥ 2, [0, lK − 1] covers the support of ρ(H). If we

further increase K , there will be additional singular values

all equal to ‖ρ(H)‖2 =
√
2.

For K ≥ 2, we have

lK∑

i=s+K

|σ(K)
i |2 =





2, s = 1

1, s = 2.

0, otherwise

(27)

Then given g one can compute C(l,g)(H) based on (25)

and (27).

Based on Definition 3, we can now present our main result

on the approximation rate of CNNs.
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Theorem 4. (Approximation rate for CNNs) Fix l ≥ 2
and g ∈ c0(N,R+). For any H ∈ C(l,g) and any set of

parameters (K, {Mk}), we have

1√
d

sup
t∈[lK ,∞]

|ρ(H)(t)| ≤ inf
Ĥ∈H(l,K,{Mk})

CNN

‖H − Ĥ‖ ≤

d g(KM
1
K −K)C(l,g)(H) + ‖ρ(H)

[lK ,∞]
‖2,

(28)

where M := 1
d
(
∑K

k=2 MkMk−1 − lK) denotes the effec-

tive number of filters.

As discussed earlier, the term ‖ρ(H)

[lK,∞]‖2 is the error on

[lK ,∞], due to the limited support of depth-K CNNs. This

error can be reduced by increasing the number of layers K ,

and it is less important as lK increases exponentially fast.

Hence, the subsequent discussion will focus on the more

interesting term, i.e. the approximation error on the interval

[0, lK − 1]: d g(KM
1
K −K)C(l,g)(H). This is related to

the complexity measure of H , which is small if there exists

effective low rank structures in the target. With the fact that

rankTlK (ρ(Ĥ)) is at least KM
1
K (see details in appendix),

combining Lemma 3 and (25) gives the result. Given a

target H , this error can be reduced by either increasing the

number of filters M or the number of layers K .

Whether a targetH can be easily approximated depends on

C(l,g)(H), which is determined by the decay of singular

values of TlK (ρ(H)). For TlK (ρ(H)) with fast decaying

singular values, even if the rank is large or ρ(H) decays

slowly, one can still have a good approximation with CNNs.

This is very different from previous results of RNNs.

We now introduce an example to illustrate this observation.

Consider 3 targets with the following representations

ρ1(t) =

{
π2

12 , t = 17, 18, 25, 26

0, otherwise
,

ρ2(t) =

{
π2

12 , t = 9, 15, 19, 26

0, otherwise
, ρ3(t) =

1

t
.

Note that all of them are instances of the adding problem.

Moreover, they all have the same magnitude, ‖ρ1‖2 =
‖ρ2‖2 = ‖ρ3‖2. The support of both ρ1,ρ2 are finite,

while ρ3 have an infinite support. Furthermore, ρ1 and ρ2

have the same number of non-zero entries. We plot the er-

ror bound of each targets in Figure 1.

First, from the figure we conclude that the approximation

can be reduced by increasing K or M . For a fixed K , when

M is sufficiently large such that the rank of the model is no

less than the rank of the target, the error will no longer de-

crease if we further increase M . At this point the error only

comes from the tail which can only be reduced by increas-

ing K (hence increasing the support, or receptive field of

the CNN model).

Next, we compare ρ1 and ρ2. From Figure 1, we conclude

that ρ1 is easier to approximate than ρ2. The only differ-

ence between these two targets is the position of their non-

zero entries, which results in T25(ρ1) being rank 5 while

T25(ρ2) being rank 10. This is the case where low rank

structures facilitates the approximation by CNNs.

Finally, we make a comparison between ρ2 and ρ3. We

conclude that ρ3 is easier to approximate as the overall er-

ror is smaller than ρ2, in spite of the fact that ρ2 is finitely

supported and has a simple form. The reason is that the tail

sum of singular values of TlK (ρ3) decays faster than that

of TlK (ρ2). This illustrates the case where a target with

fast decaying singular values (i.e. low effective rank) can

be easily approximated.

5. Comparison of CNNs and RNNs in terms

of approximation

As motivated earlier, how to judiciously choose architec-

tures for time series modelling is an important practical

problem, and prior works only address it empirically. Com-

bining the approximation theory for CNNs developed here

and those for RNNs in Li et al. (2021), we are in a position

to provide theoretical answers to such problems, albeit in

specific settings. This is the purpose of the present section.

In short, our theoretical analyses show that neither CNNs

nor RNNs are always better than the other. Whether one

out-performs its counterpart depends on the properties of

the target relationship. Our results make this statement pre-

cise, and provide general guidelines on how to select archi-

tectures based on applications. We begin by presenting two

representative examples for the two aforementioned cases,

from which we can infer key differences between RNNs

and CNNs for time series modelling.

Example where RNNs out-perform CNNs. We assume

a scalar input with d = 1. Consider a targetH ∈ C with the

representation ρH(t) = γt, where 0 < γ < 1. It is easy for

RNNs to approximate this target, since the representation

has a power form. In fact, we have H ∈ H(1)
RNN, i.e. a

RNN with one hidden unit is sufficient to achieve an exact

representation, with 0 approximation error for any γ.

For a CNN Ĥ ∈ H(l)
CNN, based on the lower bound of the

approximation error from Theorem 4, we have that ‖H −
Ĥ‖2 ≥ supt∈[lK ,∞]‖ρ(H)(t)‖2. Thus, in order to achieve

an approximation error with ‖H − Ĥ‖2 < ǫ, we have

supt∈[lK ,∞]‖ρ(H)(t)‖2 = γlK < ǫ. This implies lK ≥
log(ǫ)
log(γ) . That is to say, the necessary number of layers to

achieve an approximation error smaller than ǫ diverges to
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Figure 1. Let l = 2. We plot the upper bound of the approximation errors against the effective number of filters. Each line corresponds

to a fixed K. The error bound is calculated based on Theorem 4, where the tail term is calculated directly and the rank term is determined

by numerically compute the singular values of TlK (ρi). These curves describe, according to Theorem 4, the decay of approximation

errors of CNNs as one increases the number of filters. Observe that the decay depends on the low rank structures of the targets.

infinity as γ approaches 1.

Example where CNNs out-perform RNNs. Still as-

sume a scalar input with d = 1. Consider a target H ∈ C
with representation ρ(H)(t) = δ(t − 2K) where K ∈ N+.

This is an discrete time impulse at t = 2K and can be re-

garded as the copying memory problem (Bai et al., 2018):

given an input x, the output y satisfies y(t) = x(t − 2K).

We have H ∈ H(2,K,{1})
CNN . Thus, a K-layer CNN with one

channel per layer is sufficient to achieve an exact represen-

tation.

Recall that RNN approximates the target ρ(H) with a

power sum ρ(Ĥ)(s) = c⊤W s−1U . Suppose here W ∈
R

m×m is a diagonalisable matrix with negative eigenvalues.

The latter has a special structure, which makes it difficult

to approximate certain functions. Suppose u is a m-term

power sum, i.e. u(t) = c0 +
∑m

i=1 ci γ
t
i . Then according

to (Borwein & Erdélyi, 1996), we have

|u(t+ 1)− u(t)| ≤ 2m

t
sup
s≥0

u(s). (29)

For a fixed number of terms m, the changes between u(t+
1) and u(t) approaches zero as t approaches infinity. This

means that if there is a sudden change in u far from origin,

the number of terms n must be large.

For a RNN Ĥ ∈ H(m)
RNN, assume ‖H − Ĥ‖ < ǫ. Let

u(s) = c⊤W s−1U denote the power sum corresponding to

Ĥ . Since W is a m×m matrix, u(s) is a m2-term power

sum. We have that |u(2K + 1) − u(2K)| > 1 − 2ǫ, and

hence (29) implies m2 > 2K−1 1−2ǫ
1+ǫ

. As k increases, the

number of parameters needed for RNNs to achieve an error

less than ǫ increases exponentially, while this increment is

linear for CNNs.

For these examples, the targets actually come from the

other respective hypothesis spaces. This means that the

functionals these two hypothesis spaces can represent are

quite different. The difference between RNNs and CNNs

comes from their underlying structure: the RNN uses a

power sum to approximate the target, while the CNN uses

a finitely supported function. Therefore, RNNs are good

at approximating targets with exponentially decaying struc-

tures, but it is not efficient to handle targets with sudden

changes. On the other hand, CNN works well for targets

with low ranks or fast decaying singular values. However,

it can become inefficient if the tail error term is significant,

and at the same time, the truncated term does not possess

low rank structures.

In practice, the property of decay and sparsity can be

checked by querying the target relationship with proper in-

puts. However, for a more general situation when there

is only access to sampled data for input/output, inferring

these underlying properties of targets remains challenging.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we studied the approximation properties of

convolutional architectures when applied to time series

modelling. We considered the simple but representative

linear setting. The approximation error is characterised by

both the memory and the spectrum of the target relation-

ship based on a tensorisation argument. We concluded that

a target with a low rank property or fast decaying spectrum

can be efficiently approximated by a CNN model.

In particular, these results for CNNs, together with previous

results for RNNs, provide basic theoretical insights into the

problem of architectural choice for time series modelling:

the RNN exploits exponential decaying structures, whereas

the CNN exploits low-rank structures. This forms the first

basic step towards a concrete understanding of the inter-
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play between different neural network architectures and the

structures of temporal relationships under investigation.
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Apppendix

A. Tensors and Higher Order Singular Value Decomposition

As a higher order analogue of Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) for matrices, Higher Order Singular Value Decompo-

sition (HOSVD) for tensors is the main tool to develop our theorems. In this section, we give a quick review of tensors,

and introduce the essential part of HOSVD which helps better understand the theorems. The contents here are based on

(De Lathauwer et al., 2000) and (Kolda & Bader, 2009).

Basic Notations Below is a table for different notations.

Type Notation Examples

Tensor Boldface Euler script letter A

Matrix Boldface capital letter A

Vectors Boldface lowercase letters a

Scalars Lowercase letters a

The order of a tensor is the number of its dimensions, which is also called modes. We use subscripts on corresponding

notations to denote a specific slice of a tensor. For example, A ∈ R
4×2×4×5 is an order 4 tensor, and aijkl denotes the

(i, j, k, l)-element of A. The vector coordinated along the first dimension is denoted as a:jkl, and the matrix coordinated

along the first and the second dimension is denoted as A::kl.

The norm of a tensor A ∈ R
I1×I2×···×IK is defined by

‖A‖ =

√√√√
I1∑

i1=1

· · ·
IK∑

iK=1

a2i1···iK , (30)

Let A ∈ R
I1×···IK and B ∈ R

J1×···×JK′ be two tensors, then the outer product of A, B is a tensor in

R
I1×···×IK×J1×···×JK′ , which is defined as

(A⊗B)i1...iKj1...jK′
= ai1...iK bj1...jK′

. (31)

Tensor reshaping The tensor reshaping refers that one can reshape a tensor into a matrix, or a matrix into a tensor based

on some specific rules. The process of reshaping a tensor into a matrix is called tensor flattening, while reshaping a matrix

into a tensor is called tensorisation. Tensor reshaping is the core idea of HOSVD.

Definition A.1. Let A ∈ R
I1×I2×···×IK be an order K tensor. The mode-k flattening of A is denoted as A(k) ∈

R
Ik×(I1···Ik−1Ik+1···IK), where the (i1, i2, · · · , iK)-element of A is mapped to the (ik, j)-element of the matrix A(k) with

j = 1 +
K∑

s=1
s6=k

(
(is − 1)

s−1∏

s′=1
s′ 6=k

Is′

)
. (32)

That is, the columns of A(k) are actually the vectors ai1···ik−1: ik+1···iK .

Definition A.2. Let A ∈ R
IK×(I1I2···IK−1) be a matrix. Then A ∈ R

I1×I2×···×IK is the tensorisation of A if its mode-K

flattening equals to A.

We illustrate the above two definitions by an example.

Example A.1. Consider an order 3 tensor A ∈ R
4×3×2 such that

A::1 =




1 2 3
4 5 6
7 8 9
10 11 12


 , A::2 =




13 14 15
16 17 18
19 20 21
22 23 24


 . (33)
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Then

A(1) =




1 2 3 13 14 15
4 5 6 16 17 18
7 8 9 19 20 21
10 11 12 22 23 24


 ,

A(2) =



1 4 7 10 13 16 19 22
2 5 8 11 14 17 20 23
3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24


 ,

A(3) =

(
1 4 7 10 · · · 3 6 9 12
13 16 19 22 · · · 15 18 21 24

)
.

(34)

Conversely, A is the tensorisation of A(K) in R
4×3×2.

Recall the tensorisation TlK (a) we defined in the paper, where a ∈ R
lK is a vector. In this case, we first rearrange the

vector a ∈ R
lK into a matrix A ∈ R

l×lK−1

according to row major ordering, then TlK (a) is the tensor in R
l×l···×l defined

as the tensorisation of A.

Singular values and the rank of tensors

Definition A.3. The singular values of a tensor A ∈ R
I1×···×IK are defined as

{
σ
(k)
ik

}
, k = 1, . . . ,K, (35)

where
{
σ
(k)
ik

}
are the singular values of A(k) arising from the SVD for matrices. That is, the singular values of A is a

collection of all the singular values of its mode-k flattening.

Remark A.1. The norm of A satisfies

‖A‖ = ‖A(k)‖F =

√√√√
rk∑

ik=1

(
σ
(k)
ik

)2
, k = 1, 2, . . . ,K, (36)

where rk is the matrix rank of A(k).

There are various ways to define the rank of a tensor. Here we use the following definition.

Definition A.4. The rank of a tensor A is defined as

rankA :=

K∑

k=1

rk. (37)

Here rk is the matrix rank of A(k), which is also called the k-rank of A. Recall that the matrix rank equals to the number

of its non-zero singular values, it follows from Definition A.3 that the tensor rank also equals to the number of its non-zero

singular values.

Remark A.2. Recall that the matrix SVD can be written in the form of outer product: A =

r∑

i=1

σiuiv
⊤
i with r = rankA.

This can be generalised to HOSVD. For any A ∈ R
I1×I2×···×IK , we have

A =

r1∑

i1=1

r2∑

i2=1

· · ·
rK∑

iK=1

si1i2...iKu
(1)
i1

⊗ u
(2)
i2

⊗ · · · ⊗ u
(K)
iK

, (38)

where rk is the k-rank of A, si1i2...iK ∈ R and u
(k)
ik

∈ R
Ik .

We end up with the following approximation property of HOSVD, which can be viewed as an analogue of Eckart-Young-

Mirsky theorem for matrix SVD.
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Proposition A.5. Let A, Â ∈ R
I1×···×IK with the k-ranks denoted as r1, . . . , rK and r′1, . . . , r

′
K respectively. Let σ

(k)
1 ≥

σ
(k)
2 ≥ · · · ≥ σ

(k)
rk ≥ 0 be the singular values of A(k), we have

inf
Â

‖A− Â‖2 ≤
r1∑

i1=r′1+1

(
σ
(1)
i1

)2
+

r2∑

i2=r′2+1

(
σ
(2)
i2

)2
+ · · ·+

rK∑

iK=r′
K
+1

(
σ
(K)
iK

)2
, (39)

where the infimum is taken over Â ∈ R
I1×···×IK such that r′k ≤ rk , k = 1, . . .K .

Remark A.3. Note that for matrix SVD, Eckart-Young-Mirsky theorem shows that the approximation error equals to the

tail sum of singular values, but for HOSVD only the upper bound holds.

B. Proofs

Now we get down to prove all the results shown in the text.

Recall that the input space X is a Hilbert space, one can apply the standard representation theorem.

Theorem B.1. (Riesz Representation Theorem) For any continuous linear functionalH defined on X , there exists a unique

ρ ∈ X such that

H(x) =

∞∑

s=−∞
ρ(s)⊤x(s), (40)

and

‖H‖ = ‖ρ‖X . (41)

Proof. See Bramwell & Kreyszig (1979), Theorem 3.8-1.

Based on this, we prove Lemma 1.

Proof of Lemma 1. By Riesz Representation Theorem, for any t ∈ Z and Ht ∈ H , there exists a unique ρt ∈ X such that

Ht(x) =
∞∑

s=−∞
ρt(s)

⊤x(s). (42)

With the fact that H is causal, we have

Ht(x) =

t∑

s=−∞
ρt(s)

⊤x(s). (43)

By the time homogeneity Ht(x) = Ht+τ (x
(τ)) with τ = −t, we get

Ht(x) =
t∑

s=−∞
ρt(s)

⊤x(s) =
0∑

s=−∞
ρ0(s)

⊤x(s+ t). (44)

The conclusion follows by taking ρ(H)(s) = ρ0(−s).

Recall the example in section 4.2, where we showed that for any matrix A with the rank no more than 2, there exists

ρ(Ĥ) ∈ H(2,2,{Mk})
CNN such that T22(ρ

(Ĥ)) = A. Now we extend this to the general l and K .

Proposition B.2. For any w1,w2, . . . ,wK ∈ R
l, we have

TlK

(
wK ∗

lK−1

wK−1 ∗
lK−2

· · ·∗
l

w1

)
= wK ⊗wK−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗w1. (45)
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Proof. We prove this by induction. When K = 2, it is the usual outer product for vectors. Suppose the conclusion holds for

K , we prove for K+1. Let fK := wK ∗lK−1 wK−1∗lK−2 · · ·∗l w1 = (c1, c2, . . . , clK ) and wK+1 = (w1, w2, . . . , wl),
then

(wK+1∗
lK

fK)(t) =
∑

s∈N

wK+1(s)fK(t− lKs)

= w(0)fK(t) + w(1)fK(t− lK) + · · ·+ w(l − 1)fK(t− (l − 1)lK)

= w1fK(t) + w2fK(t− lK) + · · ·+ wlfK(t− (l − 1)lK). (46)

The right hand side is non-zero only when t = 0, 1, 2, . . . , lK+1 − 1, which gives

(wK+1∗
lK

fK) = (w1c1, w1c2, . . . , w1clK , w2c1, w2c2, . . . , w2clK , . . . , wlc1, wlc2 . . . , wlclK ) ∈ R
lK+1

. (47)

By the tensorisation for vectors discussed above, wK+1∗lK fK can be rearranged into a matrix according to row major

ordering: 


w1c1 w1c2 · · · w1clK

w2c1 w2c2 · · · w2clK
...

...
. . .

...

wlc1 wlc2 · · · wlclK


 ∈ R

l×lK . (48)

This is in fact the mode-K flattening of wK+1 ⊗ TlK (fK). By the induction hypothesis, we conclude that

TlK+1

(
wK+1∗

lK
fK

)
= wK+1 ⊗ TlK (fK) = wK+1 ⊗wK ⊗wK−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗w1. (49)

Proposition B.3. Let A ∈ R
l×l×···×l be an order K tensor with the k-rank rk, k = 1, · · · ,K . There exists ρ(Ĥ) ∈ H(l)

CNN

such that TlK (ρ(Ĥ)) = A.

Proof. Recall the linear CNN model

h0,i = xi,

hk+1,i =

Mk∑

j=1

wkji∗
lk
hk,j ,

ŷ = hK+1.

(50)

By linearity, there exists ρ(Ĥ) ∈ H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN such that

ρ(Ĥ) =

MK∑

iK=1

MK−1∑

iK−1=1

· · ·
M1∑

i1=1

wK,iK ∗
lK

wK−1,iK−1 ∗
lK−1

· · ·∗
l

w1,i1 , (51)

where wk,ik ∈ {wkij} is a filter at layer k. According to Proposition B.2, we have

TlK (ρ(Ĥ)) =

MK∑

iK=1

MK−1∑

iK−1=1

· · ·
M1∑

i1=1

wK,iK ⊗wK−1,iK−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗w1,i1 . (52)

The conclusion now follows from Remark A.2 for sufficient large Mk.

Now we can prove the first main theorem in the main text.
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Proof of Theorem 2. By Lemma 1 and (12) in the main text, we have

‖H − Ĥ‖2 = sup
t∈Z

‖Ht − Ĥt‖2 = sup
t∈Z

sup
‖x‖X≤1

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

s∈N

(
ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)

)⊤
x(t − s)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤
∑

s∈N

∣∣ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)
∣∣2

=

lK−1∑

s=0

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)
∣∣∣
2

+

∞∑

s=lK

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)
∣∣∣
2

=
∥∥∥TlK (ρ(Ĥ))− TlK (ρ(H))

∥∥∥
2

+

∞∑

s=lK

∣∣∣ρ(H)(s)
∣∣∣
2

. (53)

Since ρ(H) ∈ ℓ2, we can choose K appropriately large such that the second term is less than ǫ. According to Proposition

B.3, there exists H(l)
CNN such that the first term is zero. The proof is completed.

Lemma 3 follows from Proposition A.5 and the definition of rank for tensors.

This was denoted by ‖ · ‖l,g in the main text. Here we amend the notation as we do not discuss the norm aspects.

Proposition B.4. Let ρ be a finitely supported sequence such that r(ρ) ≤ lK − 1. Denote the singular values of TlK (ρ)

by σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ · · · ≥ σlK . For any sequence ρ̂ ∈ R
lK+1

with ρ̂[0,lK−1] = ρ and ρ̂[lK ,lK+1] = 0, the singular values of

TlK+1(ρ̂) are

‖TlK (ρ)‖ = σl(K+1) ≥ σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ · · · ≥ σlK ≥ 0 = σlK+1 = σlK+1 = · · · = σlK+l−1. (54)

Proof. The singular values of TlK+1(ρ̂) arising from mode-1 to mode-K flattening are not changed, since there are only

additions of zero columns. Now we consider the mode-(K + 1) flattening. We add zeros to an additional dimension of

the tensor such that âi1i2...iK1 = ai1i2...iK and âi1i2...iKj = 0 for 2 ≤ j ≤ l. Then the columns of TlK+1(ρ̂)(K+1) are the

vectors along the new dimension (âi1i2...iK1, 0, 0, . . . , 0) = (ai1i2...iK , 0, 0, . . . , 0), which gives a unique non-zero singular

value σl(K+1) = ‖TlK (ρ)‖, and (l − 1) zero singular values.

Proposition B.5. Suppose the function g is monotonously decreasing and strictly positive. Then for any H ∈ C such that

ρ(H) is finitely supported, we have H ∈ C(l,g).

Proof. Let K ′ = inf{K ∈ N+ : lK ≥ r(ρ(H))}. Then for any s ≥ lK ′,
∑l(K′+k)

i=s+K′+k|σ
(K′+k)
i |2 = 0 for all k ∈ N+

according to Proposition B.4, which completes the proof.

Proposition B.6. Suppose H ∈ C with ρ(H) finitely supported. Then there exists a finitely supported decreasing g such

that H ∈ C(l,g).

Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of Proposition B.4.

Next we prove the main theorem on error bound.

Proof of theorem 4. (i) Lower bound. Since

‖H − Ĥ‖ = sup
t∈Z

sup
‖x‖X≤1

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

s∈N

(
ρ(H)(s)− ρ(Ĥ)(s)

)⊤
x(t− s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,
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by taking a specific x with xi(0) =
1√
d
sgn(ρ

(H)
i (t)− ρ

(Ĥ)
i (t)) and xi(s) = 0 otherwise, we have

≥ 1√
d
sup
t∈N

∣∣∣ρ(H)(t)− ρ(Ĥ)(t)
∣∣∣

≥ 1√
d

sup
t∈[lK ,∞]

∣∣∣ρ(H)(t)
∣∣∣

≥ 1√
d

sup
t∈[lK ,∞]

‖ρ(H)(t)‖2, (55)

where the inequality holds by taking a specific x with xi(0) = 1 and xi(s) = 0 otherwise.

(ii) Upper bound. Following the proof of Theorem 2, or (53) gives

‖H − Ĥ‖ ≤
d∑

i=1

∥∥∥TlK (ρ
(Ĥ)
i )− TlK (ρ

(H)
i )

∥∥∥+ ‖ρ(H)

[lK ,∞]
‖2. (56)

The remaining task is to bound the first term. Based on Lemma 3, we only need to calculate the maximum possible rank of

TlK (ρ
(Ĥ)
i ). Let rk denote the k-rank of TlK (ρ

(Ĥ)
i ). From Remark A.2, by absorbing the scalar si1i2...iK into any of the

vector u
(k)
ik

, we have the following relationship:

d

K∏

k=1

rk + lK ≥ d

K∏

k=1

rk +
K∑

k=1

rk ≥
K∑

k=2

MkMk−1, (57)

thus we have
∏K

k=1 rk ≥ 1
d
(
∑K

k=2 MkMk−1 − lK) = M , which implies rankTlK (ρ
(Ĥ)
i ) =

∑K

k=1 rk ≥ KM
1
K .

Combined with Definition 3 gives the conclusion.

Next we look in details the two examples about comparison between RNNs and CNNs in details.

Example where RNNs out-perform CNNs. We take a scalar input with d = 1. Consider a target H ∈ C with the

representation ρ(H)(t) = γt, where 0 < γ < 1. It is easy for RNNs to approximate this target, since the representation has

a power form. In fact, we have H ∈ H(1)
RNN, i.e. a RNN with one hidden unit is sufficient to achieve an exact representation

for any γ ∈ (0, 1).

For any CNN model Ĥ ∈ H(l,K,{Mk})
CNN , based on the lower bound of Theorem 4, we have that

‖H − Ĥ‖2 ≥ 1√
d

sup
t∈[lK ,∞]

‖ρ(H)(t)‖2. (58)

Thus, in order to achieve an approximation error with ‖H − Ĥ‖ < ǫ, we have

sup
t∈[lK ,∞]

‖ρ(H)(t)‖2 = γlK < ǫ. (59)

This implies lK ≥ log(ǫ)
log(γ) . That is, the number of layers necessary to achieve an approximation error smaller than ǫ diverges

to infinity as γ approaches 1.

Example where CNNs out-perform RNNs. We still take a scalar input with d = 1. Consider a target H ∈ C with the

representation

ρ(H)(t) =

{
1, t = 2K

0, otherwise
, K ∈ N+. (60)

We have H ∈ H(2,K,{1})
CNN . That is, a K-layer CNN with one channel per layer is sufficient to achieve an exact representa-

tion.
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Recall that RNN approximates the target ρ(H) with a power sum ρ(Ĥ)(s) = c⊤W s−1U . Suppose here W ∈ R
m×m is

a diagonalisable matrix with negative eigenvalues. It has some special structures which are summarised in the following

theorem.

Theorem B.7. (Borwein & Erdélyi, 1996) Let Em :=

{
u : u(t) = c0 +

m∑

i=0

ciγ
t
i , ci ∈ R, γi > 0

}
, then

sup
u∈Ek

|u′(y)|
sups∈[a,b] u(s)

≤ 2m− 1

min{y − a, b− y} , y ∈ (a, b). (61)

We rewrite this theorem into a discrete form.

Corollary B.8. Let u ∈ Em. Then

|u(t+ 1)− u(t)| ≤ 2m

t
sup
s≥0

u(s). (62)

Proof. By the mean value theorem, there exists y ∈ [t, t + 1] such that |u(t + 1) − u(t)| = |u′(y)|. The corollary then

follows from Theorem B.7.

For a fixed m, the changes between u(t + 1) and u(t) approaches zero as t goes to infinity. This implies that if there is a

sudden change in u far from the origin, the number of terms m must be large.

In order to achieve an approximation error with ‖H − Ĥ‖ < ǫ, by taking a specific x as the unit sample function where

x(0) = 0 and x(s) = 0 otherwise , we have

ǫ > sup
t

sup
‖x‖≤1

|Ht(x)− Ĥt(x)| ≥ sup
t

|Ht(x)− Ĥt(x)| (63)

= sup
t

|ρ(H)(t)− c⊤W t−1U | (64)

= sup
t

|ρ(H)(t)− u(t)|, u ∈ Em2 . (65)

Since

|u(2K + 1)| < ǫ, (66)

|u(2K)− 1| < ǫ, (67)

we have

|u(2K + 1)− u(2K)| = |u(2K + 1)− 1− u(2K) + 1| (68)

> 1− |u(2K + 1)| − |u(2K)− 1| (69)

> 1− 2ǫ (70)

Combining with Corollary B.8 gives

m2 > 2K−1 1− 2ǫ

1 + ǫ
. (71)

As K increases, the number of parameters needed for RNNs to achieve an error less than ǫ increases exponentially, while

this increment is linear for CNNs.

C. Special structures of dilated convolutions

In this section, we discuss an interesting structure of dilated convolutions.
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Proposition C.1. Let w1, . . . ,wK be K filters with the same filter size l, s = (s1, s2, . . . , sK) with 0 ≤ sk ≤ l − 1,

k = 1, · · · ,K . Suppose all entries of wk are zero except wk(sk) = 1, then

(wK ∗
lK−1

wK−1 ∗
lK−2

· · ·∗
l

w1)(t) =

{
1, t = t̂

0, otherwise
, (72)

where t̂ = (sKsK−1 . . . s1)l :=

K−1∑

i=0

si+1l
i. That is, t̂ can be written as a base l expansion with digits sK to s1.

Proof. We prove this by induction. When K = 1, the conclusion is obvious. Suppose the conclusion holds for K , then by

(47),

(wK+1∗
lK

fK)(t) = (w1c1, w1c2, . . . , w1clK , w2c1, w2c2, . . . , w2clK , . . . , . . . , wlc1, wlc2, . . . , wlclK ). (73)

Suppose wK+1(sK+1) = cm = 1, then the position of 1 in the above vector is sK+1 lK + cm, which means the results

also holds for K + 1.

This result allows us to construct a filter with value 1 at any specific position t̂, by choosing filters {wk} according to the

base l expansion of t̂. We illustrate this by an example.

Example C.1. Let l = 4,K = 3 and w1 = (0, 0, 0, 1),w2 = (1, 0, 0, 0),w3 = (0, 1, 0, 0). The positions of value 1 are

recorded in s = (3, 0, 1). Then

(w3∗
42
w2∗

41
w1)(t) =

{
1, t = 19 = (103)4

0, otherwise
(74)

Based on above, one can define a notion of sparsity, which gives another sufficient condition for the exact representation.

Definition C.2. Suppose ρ(H) is a finitely supported sequence. The sparsity of ρ(H) is defined as the number of its

non-zero elements, which is denoted by ‖ρ(H)‖0.

Corollary C.3. Suppose ρ(H) is a finitely supported sequence with r(ρ(H)) ≤ lK − 1. Then K‖ρ(H)‖0 filters are

sufficient to achieve an exact representation.

Proof. This follows from Theorem C.1, where for each non-zero element, we can use K filters to generate it.

In the main text, we use the condition that K(M + 1)
1
K ≥ rankTlK (ρ(H)) to ensure an exact representation. Instead of

calculating the rank of TlK (ρ(H)), Corollary C.3 gives us another way to decide the number of filters sufficient to have an

exact representation. This gives us the insight that if a target is sparse in the sense that ‖ρ(H)‖0 is small, it can also be

efficiently approximated by CNNs.

Remark C.1. Notice that the rank of a tensor not only depends on its sparsity, but also depends on specific positions of

the non-zero elements. To illustrate, consider the following example

ρ1 =
(
1 0 1 0

)
and ρ2 =

(
1 0 0 1

)
. (75)

Both of them have a sparsity 2, but rankT22(ρ1) = 2 while rankT22(ρ2) = 4.


