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Expressivity and Approximation Properties of Deep

Neural Networks with ReLUk Activation

Juncai He∗ Tong Mao∗ Jinchao Xu∗†

Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the expressivity and approximation properties of deep neural

networks employing the ReLUk activation function for k ≥ 2. Although deep ReLU networks

can approximate polynomials effectively, deep ReLUk networks have the capability to represent

higher-degree polynomials precisely. Our initial contribution is a comprehensive constructive

proof for polynomial representation using deep ReLUk networks. This allows us to establish an

upper bound on both the size and count of network parameters. Consequently, we are able to

demonstrate a suboptimal approximation rate for functions from Sobolev spaces as well as for

analytic functions. Additionally, through an exploration of the representation power of deep

ReLUk networks for shallow networks, we reveal that deep ReLUk networks can approximate

functions from a range of variation spaces, extending beyond those generated solely by the

ReLUk activation function. This finding demonstrates the adaptability of deep ReLUk networks

in approximating functions within various variation spaces.

1 Introduction

Over the past decade, neural networks have achieved remarkable success in a variety of fields,
including image recognition [30, 29, 23, 21], speech recognition [40, 24, 45], and natural language
processing [8, 3, 26, 53], among others. These achievements have sparked increased interest in the
theoretical understanding of neural networks. Theoretically, the generalization error of a neural
network can be decomposed into the sum of the approximation error and the sampling error, as
detailed in works such as [9]. In practice, the reduction of approximation error depends on care-
fully designed neural network architectures, whereas the control of sample error requires sufficient
and reliable data resources. For instance, the approximation capabilities of neural networks with
sigmoid activation functions were explored in various works [10, 25, 2, 39]. Additionally, the uni-
versality of neural networks with non-polynomial activation functions was established in [31, 5, 38].
In recent years, due to their simple computational form and the potential to overcome the gra-
dient vanishing problem, neural networks employing the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU, defined as
ReLU(x) = max{0, x}) and ReLUk = (ReLU)k activation functions have gained widespread use.
This paper focuses on the expressivity and approximation properties of neural networks with ReLUk

activation functions.
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Given the fact that any ReLU networks are continuous piecewise linear (CPwL) functions, [1] ini-
tially demonstrated that any CPwL functions on [0, 1]d can be represented by deep ReLU networks
with ⌈log2(d+1)⌉ hidden layers. Subsequently, [20] established that shallow ReLU networks cannot
represent any piecewise linear function on [0, 1]d with d ≥ 2. In contrast, deep ReLU networks
with more layers (but fewer parameters) can recover any linear finite element functions. Recently,
[17] explored the optimal representation expressivity for continuous piecewise linear functions using
deep ReLU networks on [0, 1]. By integrating this expressivity with the Kolmogorov Superposition
Theorem [28], a significantly improved approximation rate was achieved. Most recently, through
a detailed examination of the basis functions and high-dimensional simplicial mesh characteristics
of Lagrange finite element functions, which are a special type of piecewise polynomial functions,
the authors in [22] demonstrated that Lagrange finite element functions of any order in arbitrary
dimensions can be represented by DNNs with ReLU or ReLU2 activation functions.

On the other hand, the approximation theory of shallow and deep neural networks with ReLU
and ReLUk activation functions has been studied from various aspects. For functions from the
Barron space, it has been proved in [27] that shallow ReLU networks uniformly with the rate

O
(

N− 1
2
− 1

d

)

with O(N) parameters. This result has been generalized to Lp-approximation, spec-

tral Barron spaces, and ReLUk activation functions in [49, 50, 51, 34]. In particular, a optimal

rate Õ(N− 1
2
− 2k+1

2d ) for functions from the so-called spectral Barron spaces, where Õ indicates up
to a constant power of logN . Furthermore, for α-Hölder functions, [37] proved the approximation

rate Õ
(

N−α
d

d+2

d+4

)

by shallow ReLU networks. This result is generalized to shallow ReLUk net-

works for k = 0, 1, 2, . . . in [56]. In particular, for k = 0, 1, the rate is improved to the optimal
rate O

(
N−α

d

)
. Compared to shallow neural networks, deep network architectures have significant

advantages as demonstrated in [6, 11, 44, 14]. Specifically, by using a bit-extraction technique, it
has been proved that fully-connected deep ReLU networks with depth L and width N attain the
optimal approximation rate Õ

(
N2L2

)
[46, 47, 48].

For functions with specific compositional structures, deep ReLU networks can achieve signifi-
cantly better expressivity power or approximation accuracy than their shallow ReLU counterparts
[43, 52, 36]. In particular, it has been shown that any function constructed by a shallow ReLU
neural network can be represented by a deep ReLU neural network with width d+4 [33] or a deep
convolutional neural network whenever the filter size ≥ 2 [58, 18]. In addition, it was demonstrated
in [54] that sawtooth functions on [0, 1] with 2N oscillations can be represented by a deep ReLU net-
work with O(N) parameters. In contrast, a shallow ReLU network would require O(2N ) parameters
to construct such a function. Subsequent studies in [33, 57] showed that multivariate polynomials
could be approximated by deep ReLU networks exponentially, achieving an approximation rate of
Õ(N−α

d ) for functions from Cα(Bd). Later, a further study of approximating holomorphic func-
tions by deep ReLU networks has been introduced in [42]. Additionally, [41] demonstrated that the
sparse grid basis can be exponentially approximated by deep ReLU networks, leading to a subop-
timal approximation rate of Õ(N−2) for functions from Korobov spaces. However, a foundational
aspect of these results is a special expressivity property of deep ReLU networks. A more in-depth
and systematic analysis of this result, from the hierarchical basis perspective, is presented in [19].

Given these findings, it is reasonable to anticipate that deep ReLUk networks might also offer
superior representation and approximation properties compared to their shallow counterparts and
deep ReLU networks. However, the expressivity and approximation properties of neural networks
exclusively using the ReLUk activation function are not extensively documented in the literature.
For example, it has been noted in studies such as [4] and [55] that ReLUk networks can represent
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any global polynomial, with existence proofs provided to support this claim. Furthermore, the au-
thors in [32] constructed a deep ReLU2 network with O(nd) neurons, demonstrating its capability
to represent all polynomials of degree ≤ n on Rd. In this paper, we generalize this to all ReLUk

networks, providing a constructive proof for polynomial representation and estimating the upper
bound of parameter size and count. Specifically, we show that shallow ReLUk networks with O(kd)
parameters can represent polynomials of degree at most k in Rd, and that deep ReLUk networks
of depth L with O(kLd) parameters can represent polynomials of degree ≤ kL. Moreover, deep
ReLUk networks can approximate analytic functions and functions from Sobolev spaces with sub-
optimal rates. Additionally, we prove that deep ReLUk networks with depth L and width 2(k+1)n

can represent functions constructed by any shallow ReLUkℓ

networks of width n for any ℓ ≤ L.
Together with recent results on variation spaces [51], we demonstrate an approximation error of

O(N− 1
2
− 2kℓ+1

2d ) for functions from the variation space K1(P
d
kℓ) for any ℓ ≤ L. This underscores the

adaptability of deep ReLUk networks in approximating functions from variation spaces without pre-
cise knowledge of their regularity, providing new insights into the advantages of deep architectures
with ReLUk activations.

The rest of this section will formally define our ReLUk network architectures, including bounds
on parameter size and count. Section 2 presents the constructive proof for global polynomial rep-
resentation by ReLUk networks and discusses their approximation properties for analytic functions
and functions from Sobolev spaces. Section 3 explores the adaptive approximation properties of
deep ReLUk networks for functions in variation spaces. Section 4 offers concluding remarks and
reflections on our findings.

Definition 1. Let k ∈ N, then we denote the univariate function ReLUk as

σk(x) =

{
xk, x ≥ 0,
0, x < 0.

(1.1)

In particular, the ReLU function is the ReLUk function with k = 1.
For any vector v = (v1, . . . , vn), we abuse the notation and denote the vector mapping

σk(v) = (σk(v1), . . . , σk(vn)) ∈ R
n. (1.2)

Definition 2 (ReLUk networks). Let d, k, n ∈ N+, B > 0, Bd be the unit ball of Rd centered at the
origin. Denote Σk

n(B) be the class of shallow ReLUk network on Bd

Σk
n(B) =

{
x 7→ c · σk(Ax+ b) : A ∈ R

n×d, b ∈ R
n, c ∈ R

n, ‖A‖max ≤ B, ‖b‖∞ ≤ B
}
. (1.3)

where
‖A‖max := max

1≤i≤n
1≤j≤d

|(A)ij |.

In addition, if we suppose further in (1.3) that ‖c‖∞ < M for some M > 0, we will denote the set
as Σk

n,M (B). This coincides with the notation in the previous works [49, 50, 51].

The class of fully-connected deep ReLUk networks with depth L and width {ni}
L
i=1 is defined

inductively as

Σk
n1:L

(B) = {x 7→ c · hL(x) : hi+1(x) = σk (Aihi(x) + bi) , Ai ∈ R
ni×ni−1 , bi ∈ R

ni , c ∈ R
nL ,

‖Ai‖max ≤ B, ‖bi‖∞ ≤ B, i = 1, . . . , L},

(1.4)
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where n0 = d, h0(x) = x.
Similarly, if we further require the weights in the output layers to be bounded as ‖c‖∞ ≤ M ,

then we denote the class as Σk
n1:L,M (B).

Before introducing our results, we specify that the number of parameters in the fully connected

deep ReLUk network is nL +
L∑

i=1

ni(ni−1 + 1). However, deep neural network structures are often

considered to be sparse (e.g.,[7, 41, 35, 15]), i.e., most of the parameters are fixed to be 0. Such
a network is called a sparse deep network. The sparsity remarkably decreases the number of
parameters and, thus, the computation cost. The deep ReLUk networks we constructed in this
paper are sparse neural networks.

2 Representing Polynomials

In this section, we construct the ReLUk neural networks that represent polynomials. We will
first show how shallow ReLUk networks represent polynomials of degree bounded by k, and extend
the result to deep networks. As a consequence, we obtain suboptimal approximation rates for
analytic functions and functions from Sobolev spaces.

The following lemma shows how monomials with the form xα of degree n are constructed by
n-th powers of linear combinations of (x1, . . . , xd) (see, e.g., [5, 38]). It has been known for many
years that the homogeneous polynomial space of degree n is a span of such linear combinations.
However, our following lemma construct it explicitly, which allows an estimation of the coefficients.

Lemma 1. Let n, d ∈ N+, and α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ Nd with

α1 + · · ·+ αd = n,

then the monomial xα can be written as a linear combination

xα =

n−⌊n
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊n
2 ⌋

cn2,...,nd
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd)

n (2.1)

with each cn2,...,nd
∈
[

−
(
n
2 + 1

)2d
,
(
n
2 + 1

)2d
]

.

Proof. We prove this inductively on d. Clearly, this is true for d = 1. We assume the result is true
for d− 1, thus

xα1

1 . . . x
αd−1

d−1 =

j−⌊ j
2⌋∑

n2,...,nd−1=−⌊ j
2⌋

cn2,...,nd−1
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1)

j
, (2.2)

where j = n− αd and cn2,...,nd−1
∈
[

−
(
n
2 + 1

)2(d−1)
,
(
n
2 + 1

)2(d−1)
]

.

Let ξ(x) be any function of x and consider (ξ(x) + ndxd)
n for nd = −

⌊
n
2

⌋
, . . . , n −

⌊
n
2

⌋
, then

we can write

(ξ(x) + ndxd)
n =

n∑

i=0

(
n

i

)

nn−i
d ξ(x)ixn−i

d .
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Consequently, for any b = (b0, . . . , bn)
T ∈ Rn+1, we have

n∑

s=0

bs

[

ξ(x) +
(

s−
⌊n

2

⌋)

xd

]n

= bTBnλ (2.3)

where λ =
(
ξ(x)n, xdξ(x)

n−1, . . . , xn−1
d ξ(x), xn

d

)⊤
, and

Bn =








(
n
0

)
1

(
n
1

) (
−
⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
n
n

) (
−
⌊
n
2

⌋)n

(
n
0

)
1
(
n
1

) (
1−

⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
n
n

) (
1−

⌊
n
2

⌋)n

...
...

. . .
...

(
n
0

)
1
(
n
1

) (
n−

⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
n
n

) (
n−

⌊
n
2

⌋)n








=








1
(
−
⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
−
⌊
n
2

⌋)n

1
(
1−

⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
1−

⌊
n
2

⌋)n

...
...

. . .
...

1
(
n−

⌊
n
2

⌋)
. . .

(
n−

⌊
n
2

⌋)n















(
n
0

)
0 . . . 0

0
(
n
1

)
. . . 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 . . .
(
n
n

)







.

(2.4)

Clearly, Bn is invertible. Let b̂ = eTn−j+1B
−1
n with

en−j+1 =




0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−j

, 1, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

j






T

and ξ(x) = x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1, then we have

n∑

s=0

b̂Ts

[

x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1 +
(

s−
⌊n

2

⌋)

xd

]n

= b̂TBnλ = en−j+1λ = ξ(x)jxn−j
d

=(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1)
jxαd

d .

Substituting (2.2), we get

j−⌊ j
2⌋∑

n2,...,nd−1=−⌊ j
2⌋

cn2,...,nd−1

n∑

s=0

b̂s

[

x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1 +
(

s−
⌊n

2

⌋)

xd

]n

=

j−⌊ j
2⌋∑

n2,...,nd−1=−⌊ j
2⌋

cn2,...,nd−1
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ nd−1xd−1)

jxαd

d

=xα1

1 . . . x
αd−1

d−1 xαd

d .

For n2, . . . , nd ∈
{
−
⌊
n
2

⌋
, . . . , n−

⌊
n
2

⌋}
, denote

cn2,...,nd
:=

{

cn2,...,nd−1
b̂nd+⌊n

2 ⌋
, n2, . . . , nd−1 ∈

{
−
⌊
j
2

⌋
, . . . , j −

⌊
j
2

⌋}

0, otherwise,
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then
n−⌊n

2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊n
2 ⌋

cn2,...,nd
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd)

n
= xα1

1 . . . xαd

d .

Finally, let us consider the bounds of cn2,...,nd
. Here, we only need to estimate the bounds of

b̂s. Since b̂ = eTn−j+1B
−1
n , for s = 0, . . . , n, we have |bs| ≤ ‖B

−1
n ‖max = max

1≤i,k≤n+1
|(B−1

n )ik|.

We can bound ‖B−1
n ‖max by the norm of the inverse of the Vandermonde matrix in (2.4). Then

by [16, Theorem 1], we have

‖B−1
n ‖max ≤

n∏

s=0

(
1 +

∣
∣s−

⌊
n
2

⌋∣
∣
)

min
0≤i≤n

{

(1 +
∣
∣i−

⌊
n
2

⌋∣
∣)
∏

s6=i

|s− i|

} =

n∏

s=0

(
1 +

∣
∣s−

⌊
n
2

⌋∣
∣
)

(1 + |0|)
∏

s6=⌊n
2 ⌋

∣
∣s−

⌊
n
2

⌋∣
∣

=






n−⌊n
2 ⌋∏

m=1

1 +m

m




× 1×






⌊n
2 ⌋∏

m=1

1 +m

m




 ≤

(n

2
+ 1
)2

.

(2.5)

Thus

|cn2,...,nd
| ≤ |bs||cn2,...,nd−1

| ≤
(n

2
+ 1
)2 (n

2
+ 1
)2(d−1)

≤
(n

2
+ 1
)2d

.

This completes the proof of Lemma 1.

By noticing that
tk = σk(t) + (−1)kσk(−t), t ∈ R,

Lemma 1 enables the representation of the polynomials of degree ≤ k by shallow ReLUk neural
networks, which is also the key to showing the expressively of deep ReLUk neural networks.

Remark 1. In fact, the choice of n2, . . . , nd in the proof of Lemma (1) is not the only choice.
From (2.4), we can observe that our proof relies on writing Bn as a product Vandermonde matrix
and a diagonal matrix. The attempt to lessen the bound (2.5) resulted in our choice of n2, . . . , nd.
However, we specify that our choice does not necessarily lead to the optimal upper bound M in the
next lemma.

Lemma 2. Let d, k ∈ N+, k ≥ 2, N = 2(k + 1)d, and B > 0, then any polynomial

P (x) =
∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

aαx
α, x ∈ B

d

with degree ≤ k can be represented by the shallow ReLUk network Σk
N,M(B), where

M = B−k

(
k

2
+ 1

)2(d+1)+k



∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

|aα|



 .

6



Proof. By applying Lemma 1 with d ← d + 1 and n ← k, we conclude any monomial of degree k
can be represented as

xα1

1 . . . xαd

d x
αd+1

d+1 =

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊ k
2 ⌋

cn2,...,nd+1
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1xd+1)

k .

Replacing xd+1 by 1, then all monomials of degree ≤ k on variables (x1, . . . , xd) can be represented
as

xα1

1 . . . xαd

d =

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊ k
2 ⌋

cn2,...,nd
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

k
(2.6)

with cn2,...,nd+1
= cn2,...,nd+1

(α) ∈
[

−
(
k
2 + 1

)2(d+1)
,
(
k
2 + 1

)2(d+1)
]

. Then any polynomial

P (x) =
∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

aαx
α

can be written as

P (x) =
∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

aα

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd+1=−⌊ k
2 ⌋

cn2,...,nd+1
(α) (x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

k

=

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊ k
2 ⌋

βn2,...,nd+1
(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

k

where

βn2,...,nd+1
=

∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

aαcn2,...,nd+1
(α) ≤

∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

|aα| max
{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

|cn2,...,nd+1
(α)|

≤

(
k

2
+ 1

)2(d+1)



∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

|aα|



 .

Thus, the polynomial P can be written as

P (x) =

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊k2 ⌋

βn2,...,nd+1
[σk (x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

+ (−1)kσk (−x1 − n2x2 − · · · − ndxd − nd+1)
]
.

By noticing the inequality σk(ay) = akσk(y) for all a > 0, y ∈ R, we can write P as

P (x) =

k−⌊ k
2 ⌋∑

n2,...,nd=−⌊ k
2 ⌋

B−k

⌈
k

2

⌉k

βn2,...,nd+1

[

σk

(

B

⌈
k

2

⌉−1

(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

)

+ (−1)kσk

(

−B

⌈
k

2

⌉−1

(x1 + n2x2 + · · ·+ ndxd + nd+1)

)]

.
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Clearly, the parameters satisfy
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
B

⌈
k

2

⌉−1
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ B and

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
B

⌈
k

2

⌉−1

nj

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ B

for all j = 2, . . . , d+ 1, and

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
B−k

⌈
k

2

⌉k

βn2,...,nd+1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ B−k

(
k

2
+ 1

)2(d+1)+k



∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤k}

|aα|





for all −
⌊
k
2

⌋
≤ n2, . . . , nd ≤ k −

⌊
k
2

⌋
. This proves Lemma 2.

Now, we are ready to prove our first main result, which reveals the way to construct polynomials
by deep ReLUk neural networks, as well as an estimation of the upper bound of the parameters.

Theorem 1. Let d, k, L ∈ N+, B > 0, and n1 = · · · = nL = 2(kL + 1)d, then any polynomial

P (x) =
∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤kL}

aαx
α, x ∈ B

d

with degree ≤ kL can be represented by a deep ReLUk network architecture Σk
n1:L,M (B) with

M = B−k kL−1

k−1

(
kL

2
+ 1

)2(d+1)+kL



∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤kL}

|aα|



 .

Furthermore, there are 2(2L+ d)(kL + 1)d nonzero parameters in the neural network architecture.

Proof. By Lemma 2, P can be represented as

P (x) =

2(kL+1)d
∑

j=1

cjσkL(wj · x+ bj), (2.7)

where wj ∈ [−1, 1]d, bj ∈ [−1, 1] and cj ∈ [−M ′,M ′] for j = 1, . . . , 2(kL + 1)d, where

M ′ =

(
kL

2
+ 1

)2(d+1)+kL



∑

{α∈Nd: ‖α‖1≤kL}

|aα|



 .

Given h0(x) = x, there exists a matrix A1 with 2d(kL + 1)d parameters and bias term b =
(b1, . . . , b2d(kL+1)) such that

h1,j(x) = σk(Bwj · x+Bbj) = Bkσk(wj · x+ bj),

j = 1, . . . , 2(kL + 1)d.
Given

hi(x) = Bk ki−1

k−1

(
σki (w1 · x+ b1), . . . , σki

(
w2(kL+1)d · x+ b2(kL+1)d

))⊤
,

8



the identity matrix Ai = BI2(kL+1)d×2(kL+1)d with 2(kL + 1)d parameters and bias term b =
(0, . . . , 0) give

hi+1(x) =σk(Aihi(x)) = σk(B ×Bk ki−1

k−1 hi(x)),

=

(

σk

(

B
ki+1−1

k−1 σki (w1 · x+ b1)

)

, . . . , σk

(

B
ki+1−1

k−1 σki

(
w2(kL+1)d · x+ b2(kL+1)d

)
))⊤

,

=Bk ki+1−1

k−1

(
σki+1(w1 · x+ b1), . . . , σki+1

(
w2(kL+1)d · x+ b2(kL+1)d

))⊤
.

Inductively, we have hL(x) = Bk kL−1

k−1

(
σkL(w1 · x+ b1), . . . , σkL

(
w2(kL+1)d · x+ b2(kL+1)d

))⊤
. Thus,

with c̃ = B−k kL−1

k−1 (c1, . . . , c2(kL+1)d), we have

c̃ · hL(x) =

2(kL+1)d
∑

j=1

cjσkL(wj · x+ uj) = P (x).

Here, we have

‖c̃‖∞ ≤ B−k kL−1

k−1 M ′ = M.

This implies P ∈ Σk
n1:L

(M) with n1 = · · · = nL = 2(kL + 1)d.
There are 2d(kL +1)d parameters in A1 and 2(kL+1)d parameters in A2, . . . , AL. The number

of parameters in bias terms is L× 2(kL + 1)d, and 2(kL + 1)d parameters in c̃.

Remark 2. As we mentioned before, the existence of such representation of the polynomials has been
mentioned in previous literature such as [55, 4]. Those results rely on a generalized Vandermonde
matrix theory for high-dimensional cases, while our proof in Lemma 1 reduces the problem into
1-dimension Vandermonde matrices. This improvement allows an estimation of the coefficients in
the linear combination (2.1), and hence the parameters in the neural networks.

As a consequence of the classical polynomial approximation theory (e.g. [12, Chapter 7]), we
can deduce the rate of approximation for analytic functions and for functions from Sobolev spaces.

Definition 3 (Sobolev spaces). Let d ∈ N
+ and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. For r ∈ N, the Sobolev space W r,p(Bd)

is defined as

W r,p(Bd) =

{

f ∈ Lp(Bd) : max
{α∈Nd,‖α‖1=r}

‖Dαf‖Lp(Bd) <∞

}

(2.8)

with the norm given by

‖f‖p
W r,p(Bd)

= ‖f‖p
Lp(Bd)

+
∑

{α∈Nd,‖α‖1=r}

‖Dαf‖p
Lp(Bd)

, f ∈ W r,p(Bd).

For r /∈ N, let θ = r − ⌊r⌋. The Sobolev semi-norm is

|f |W r,p(Bd) =







max
{α∈Nd,‖α‖1=r}

(∫

Bd×Bd

|Dαf(x)−Dαf(y)|p

|x− y|d+θp
dxdy

)1/p

, 1 ≤ p <∞,

max
{α∈Nd,‖α‖1=r}

sup
x,y∈Bd,x 6=y

|Dαf(x)−Dαf(y)|

|x− y|θ
, p =∞.
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The space W r,p(Bd) is defined as

W r,p(Bd) =
{

f ∈W ⌊r⌋,p(Bd) : |f |W r,p(Bd) <∞
}

(2.9)

with the norm
‖f‖W r,p(Bd) = ‖f‖W ⌊r⌋,p(Bd) + |f |W r,p(Bd).

Definition 4 (Analytic functions). Let d ∈ N+, ρ ∈ (0, 1), f is said to be an analytic function on
Uρ :=

{
z ∈ Cd :

∣
∣zj +

√
zj − 1

∣
∣ < ρ−1, j = 1, . . . , d

}
if it is complex differentiable at each z ∈ Uρ.

Corollary 1. Let d, k, L ∈ N+, B > 0, and

n1 = · · · = nL = 2(kL + 1)d.

There exists a sparse deep ReLUk network Σk
n1:L

(B) with 2(2L+ d)(kL + 1)d parameters such that

(a) if f ∈W r,p(Bd) for some r > 0, then

inf
g∈Σk

n1:L
(B)
‖f − g‖Lp(Bd) ≤ inf

g∈PkL

d

‖f − g‖Lp(Bd) ∼ ‖f‖W r,p(Bd)k
−Lr; (2.10)

(b) if f is analytic on Uρ :=
{
z ∈ Cd :

∣
∣zj +

√
zj − 1

∣
∣ < ρ−1, j = 1, . . . , d

}
, then for any ǫ > 0

with ρ+ ǫ < 1,

inf
g∈Σk

n1:L
(B)
‖f − g‖Lp(Bd) ≤ inf

g∈PkL

d

‖f − g‖Lp(Bd) .

(

max
w∈∂Γρ+ǫ

∣
∣
∣
∣
f

(
w + w−1

2

)∣
∣
∣
∣

)

kLd(ρ+ ǫ)k
L

,

(2.11)
where Γρ+ǫ :=

{
w ∈ Cd : |wj | ≤ (ρ+ ǫ)−1, j = 1, . . . , d

}
. The corresponding constant de-

pends only on d, ρ, and ǫ.

Proof. (a) The first inequality is exactly Theorem 1. The relation

inf
g∈PkL

d

‖f − g‖Lp(Bd) ∼ ‖f‖W r,p(Bd)k
−Lr

is the classical polynomial approximation theory (see, e.g., [12, Chapter 7]).

(b) Again, the first inequality is Theorem 1. For the second inequality, we apply the classical
estimation for analytic functions (see, e.g., [12, Chapter 7] and [13, Lemma A.1] for the
multivariate version) and conclude

inf
g∈PkL

d

‖f − g‖2L2(Bd) ≤

(

max
w∈∂Uρ+ǫ

|f(w + w−1)|

)2 ∞∑

n=kL+1

(
n+ d− 1

d− 1

)

(ρ+ ǫ)2n

≤C2

(

max
w∈∂Uρ+ǫ

|f(w + w−1)|

)2

k2L(ρ+ ǫ)2k
L

,

where C = C(d, ρ, ǫ) is independent of f and L.
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3 Adaptive Approximation for Functions from Variation Spaces

In this section, we show the adaptive approximation properties of deep ReLUk neural networks
for functions in variation spaces. This result is obtained by studying the representation power of
deep ReLUk neural networks for shallow networks.

Lemma 3. Let d, k, L, n ∈ N+, M > 0, and n1 = · · · = nL = 2(k + 1)n. Then there exists a deep
ReLUk neural network architecture Σk

n1:L,M ′(B′) with

N = [(4L− 2)(k + 1) + d]n

nonzero parameters, such that all functions f ∈ ΣK
n,M (B) with K ∈ {k1, . . . , kL} can be represented

this neural network. Furthermore, the parameters in Σk
n1:L,M ′(B′) are bounded as

M ′ =

(
k

2
+ 1

)4

M, B′ = B ∨

(
k

2
+ 1

)4

.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ L, K = kℓ, and f ∈ ΣK
n,M (B). Then

fn(x) =
n∑

m=1

cmσK(wm · x+ um), x ∈ B
d,

where |cm| ≤M , |um| ≤ B, and ‖wm‖∞ ≤ B holds for m = 1, . . . , n.
Given h0(x) = x, there exists a sparse matrix A0 ∈ Rn1×d with (A0)i,j = 0 for i > n and

b0 = (u1, . . . , un)
⊤ such that

h1,j(x) =

{
σk (wj · x+ uj) , j ≤ n,
0, otherwise.

(3.1)

Clearly, all the parameters in A0 and b0 are bounded by B′.
Given

hi,j(x) =

{
σki (wj · x+ uj), j ≤ n,
0, otherwise,

let Ai = B′I2(k+1)n×2(k+1)n, and bi = (0, . . . , 0)⊤,

hi+1,j(x) =

{
σki+1(wj · x+ uj), j ≤ n,
0, otherwise.

So we get

hℓ,j(x) =

{
σK(wj · x+ uj), j ≤ n,
0, otherwise.

By (2.6), the function y 7→ y can be represented as a linear combination

y =
k∑

t=0

at

(

y + t−

⌊
k

2

⌋)k

=
k∑

t=0

at

[

σk

(

y + t−

⌊
k

2

⌋)

+ (−1)kσk

(

−y − t+

⌊
k

2

⌋)]

(3.2)

with |at| ≤
(
k
2 + 1

)4
.
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At the ℓ-th layer, there exists a sparse matrix Aℓ ∈ Rnℓ+1×nℓ with

(Aℓ)2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+1,m = 1,

(Aℓ)2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+2,m = −1,

for m = 1, . . . , n, t = 0, . . . , k and proper bias term bℓ with ‖bℓ‖∞ ≤
k
2 + 1 such that

hℓ+1,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+1(x) = σk

(

σL(wm · x+ um) + t−

⌊
k

2

⌋)

hℓ+1,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+2(x) = σk

(

−σL(wm · x+ um)− t+

⌊
k

2

⌋)

.

for m = 1, . . . , n, t = 0, . . . , k.
At the (ℓ + 1)-th layer, there exists a sparse matrix Aℓ+1 ∈ Rnℓ+2×nℓ+1 with

(Aℓ+1)m,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+1 = at,

(Aℓ+1)m,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+2 = (−1)kat

and bℓ+1 = (0, . . . , 0)⊤ such that

hℓ+2,j(x) =
k∑

t=0

at

[

σk

(

σL(wj · x+ uj) + t−

⌊
k

2

⌋)

+ (−1)kσk

(

−σL(wj · x+ uj)− t+

⌊
k

2

⌋)]

=σL(wj · x+ uj), j ≤ n,

hℓ+2,j(x) =0, otherwise.

We repeat these two steps up to the L-th layer, then the last hidden layer hL(x) is given as either

hL,j(x) =σK(wj · x+ uj), j ≤ n,

hL,j(x) =0, otherwise

or

hL,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+1(x) = σk (σK(wm · x+ um) + t)

hL,2(k+1)(m−1)+2t+2(x) = σk (−σK(wm · x+ um)− t) .

for m = 1, . . . , n, t = 0, . . . , k.

In either case, by (3.2), there exists c ∈
[

−
(
k
2 + 1

)4
,
(
k
2 + 1

)4
]2(k+1)m

such that

c · hL(x) =

n∑

m=1

cmσK(wm · x+ um) = fn(x).

By the form of the matrices A0, . . . , AL−1, the number of parameters is

dn+ 2(k + 1)n+

L∑

j=2

[2(k + 1)n+ 2(k + 1)n] + 2(k + 1)n = N.

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.
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This lemma enables us to consider the rate of approximation for functions from the variation
spaces generated by ReLUK activation functions with K = k, k2, . . . , kL. The approximation theory
of such spaces has been studied in [51, 34, 27], etc.

Definition 5 (Variation space). Let K, d ∈ N+, denote the dictionary Pd
K as

P
d
K =

{
x 7→ σK(ω · x+ b) : ω ∈ S

d−1, b ∈ [−1, 1]
}
.

Consider the closure of the convex, symmetric hull of Pd
K

Conv(Pd
K) =







n∑

j=1

ajhj : n ∈ N+,

n∑

j=1

|aj | ≤ 1, hj ∈ Pd
K






, (3.3)

we define the variation space with the dictionary Pd
L as

K1(P
d
K) :=

{

f ∈ R× Conv(Pd
K) : R > 0

}

. (3.4)

with the norm
‖f‖K1(Pd

K) = inf
{

R > 0 : f ∈ R× Conv(Pd
K)
}

. (3.5)

We will compare the result with the rate of approximation of shallow ReLUk networks given in
[51].

Theorem 2 (Sigel and Xu, 2022). Let k, d ∈ N+, then

sup
f∈K1(Pd

k
)

inf
fn∈Σk

n(2)
‖f − fn‖L2(Bd) . ‖f‖K1(Pd

k
)n

− 1
2
− 2k+1

2d . (3.6)

Combining this theorem with Lemma 3, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let k, n, L ∈ N+, and n1 = · · · = nL = 2(k + 1)n, then there exists a deep ReLUk

network architecture Σk
n1:L

(B) with B =
(
k
2 + 1

)4
such that for any K = kℓ with 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ L,

sup
f∈K1(Pd

K
)

inf
fn∈Σk

n1:L
(B)
‖f − fn‖L2(Bd) ≤ C‖f‖K1(Pd

K
)n

− 1
2
− 2K+1

2d ,

where N = [(4L− 2)(k + 1) + d]n, C is a constant independent of n.

Remark 3. The index K in the variation spaces defined can be correlated to the regularity of the
functions in the spaces (cf. [51]). Suppose the target function has a large but unknown regularity,
saying f ∈ ∩Kj=1K1(P

d
j ), then the approximation property of shallow ReLUk networks would be bad

if the activation function is not chosen properly: If k ≪ K, then the approximation rate that we
can achieve is at most

sup
f∈K1(Pd

k
)

inf
fn∈Σk

n

‖f − fn‖L2(Bd) . ‖f‖K1(Pd
k
)n

− 1
2
− 2k+1

2d .

If k > K, ∩Kj=1K1(P
d
j ) 6⊆ K1(P

d
k), the approximation rate is unknown.
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However, by taking the depth L ≥ ⌈logk K⌉, the deep ReLUk networks we constructed in this
section can automatically approximate functions from ∩Kj=1K1(P

d
j ) with this unknown K. The rate

of approximation is at least

sup
f∈K1(Pd

K
)

inf
fn∈Σk

n1:L

‖f − fn‖L2(Bd) ≤ C‖f‖K1(Pd
K
)n

− 1
2
− 2K+1

2d ,

since k⌈logk K⌉ ≥ K.

4 Conclusions

In conclusion, this paper has significantly advanced the understanding of ReLUk neural net-
works and their capabilities in function approximation and representation. Our constructive proofs
have not only demonstrated the representational power of shallow ReLUk networks in polynomial
approximation but also paved the way for constructing deep ReLUk networks with an explicit pa-
rameterization for any polynomial of degree less than kL, scaling efficiently with network depth and
dimensions. Furthermore, we established a connection between the coefficients of polynomials and
the bounds of neural network parameters, thereby enabling precise estimations of network param-
eters that uphold the approximation integrity. The elucidation of deep ReLUk networks’ ability to
approximate functions from Sobolev spaces, albeit with a suboptimal rate, opens new avenues for
exploring their application in complex functional spaces. Most notably, our construction that deep
ReLUk networks can emulate the function representation of shallower networks with enhanced effi-
ciency underscores the hierarchical strength of depth in neural architectures. Coupled with recent
findings on variation spaces, our results underscore the adaptivity and potential of deep ReLUk

networks to achieve significant approximation accuracy, contributing to the theoretical foundations
that may stimulate further breakthroughs in the application of deep learning across varied domains.
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