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Abstract Kolmogorov (Dokl. Akad. Nauk USSR, 14(5):953–956, 1957) showed that
any multivariate continuous function can be represented as a superposition of one-
dimensional functions, i.e.,

f (x1, . . . , xn) =
2n∑

q=0

Φq

(
n∑

p=1

ψq,p(xp)

)
.

The proof of this fact, however, was not constructive, and it was not clear how to
choose the outer and inner functions Φq and ψq,p, respectively. Sprecher (Neural
Netw. 9(5):765–772, 1996; Neural Netw. 10(3):447–457, 1997) gave a construc-
tive proof of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem in the form of a convergent al-
gorithm which defines the inner functions explicitly via one inner function ψ by
ψp,q := λpψ(xp +qa) with appropriate values λp, a ∈ R. Basic features of this func-
tion such as monotonicity and continuity were supposed to be true but were not ex-
plicitly proved and turned out to be not valid. Köppen (ICANN 2002, Lecture Notes
in Computer Science, vol. 2415, pp. 474–479, 2002) suggested a corrected definition
of the inner function ψ and claimed, without proof, its continuity and monotonicity.
In this paper we now show that these properties indeed hold for Köppen’s ψ , and
we present a correct constructive proof of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem for
continuous inner functions ψ similar to Sprecher’s approach.
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1 Introduction

The description of multivariate continuous functions as a superposition of a number
of continuous functions [13, 24] is closely related to Hilbert’s thirteenth problem
[10] from his Paris lecture in 1900. In 1957 the Russian mathematician Kolmogorov
showed the remarkable fact that any continuous function f of many variables can
be represented as a composition of addition and some functions of one variable [14].
The original version of this theorem can be expressed as follows:

Theorem Let f : I
n := [0,1]n → R be an arbitrary multivariate continuous func-

tion. Then it has the representation

f (x1, . . . , xn) =
2n∑

q=0

Φq

(
n∑

p=1

ψq,p(xp)

)
, (1.1)

with continuous one-dimensional outer and inner functions Φq and ψq,p . All these
functions Φq , ψq,p are defined on the real line. The inner functions ψq,p are inde-
pendent of the function f .

Kolmogorov’s student Arnold also made contributions [1–3] in this context that
appeared at nearly the same time. Several improvements of Kolmogorov’s original
version were published in the following years. Lorentz showed that the outer func-
tions Φq can be chosen to be the same [19, 20], while Sprecher proved that the inner
functions ψq,p can be replaced by λpψq with appropriate constants λp [25, 26].
A proof of Lorentz’s version with one outer function that is based on the Baire cat-
egory theorem was given by Hedberg [9] and Kahane [13]. A further improvement
was made by Friedman [5], who showed that the inner functions can be chosen to be
Lipschitz continuous. A geometric interpretation of the theorem is that the 2n + 1
inner sums

∑n
p=1 ψq,p map the unit cube I

n homeomorphically onto a compact

set Γ ⊂ R
2n+1. Ostrand [23] and Tikhomirov [15] extended Kolmogorov’s theo-

rem to arbitrary n-dimensional metric compact sets. The fact that any compact set
K ⊂ R

n can be homeomorphically embedded into R
2n+1 was already known from

the Menger–Nöbeling theorem [11].
More recently, Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem found attention in neural net-

work computation by Hecht–Nielsen’s interpretation as a feed-forward network with
an input layer, one hidden layer, and an output layer [7, 8, 25]. However, the in-
ner functions in all these versions of Kolmogorov’s theorem are highly non-smooth.
Also, the outer functions depend on the specific function f and hence are not rep-
resentable in a parameterized form. Moreover, all one-dimensional functions are the
limits or sums of some infinite series of functions, which cannot be computed prac-
tically. Therefore Girosi and Poggio [6] made the criticism that such an approach is
not applicable in neurocomputing.

The original proof of Kolmogorov’s theorem is not constructive, i.e., one can show
the existence of a representation (1.1), but it cannot be used in an algorithm for nu-
merical calculations. Kurkova [17, 18] partly eliminated these difficulties by substi-
tuting the exact representation in (1.1) with an approximation of the function f . She
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replaced the one-variable functions with finite linear combinations of affine transfor-
mations of a single arbitrary sigmoidal function ψ . Her direct approach also enabled
an estimation of the number of hidden units (neurons) as a function of the desired ac-
curacy and the modulus of continuity of f being approximated. In [21] a constructive
algorithm is proposed that approximates a function f to any desired accuracy with
one single design, which means that no additional neurons have to be added. A short
overview of the history of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem in neural network
computing is also given in [21]. Other approximative, but constructive, approaches to
function approximation by generalizations of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem
can be found in [4, 12, 22].

Recently, Sprecher derived in [27, 28] a numerical algorithm for the implementa-
tion of both internal and external univariate functions, which promises to construc-
tively prove Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem. In these articles, the inner func-
tions ψq are defined as translations of a single function ψ that is explicitly defined as
an extension of a function which is defined on a dense subset of the real line. There,
the r-th iteration step of Sprecher’s algorithm works as follows: For a chosen ap-
propriate basis γ ∈ N+, the n-dimensional unit cube [0,1]n is divided into subcubes
which are separated by small gaps whose sizes depend on γ . Also, Sprecher’s defin-
ition of the inner function is based on this γ such that, for fixed q , the corresponding
inner sum maps the subcubes into intervals on the real line. These intervals are then
again separated by gaps. This allows the definition of a continuous outer function
Φr

q on the intervals such that the residual fr between f and the previous iterate is
approximated on the subcubes by the superposition of the q-th outer function and an
inner sum. Since the approximation error cannot be controlled on the gaps, the cubes
are additionally translated by a variation of the q’s. This is done such that for each
point x ∈ [0,1]n the set of q-values for which x is contained in a subcube is larger
than the set for which it lies in a gap. The r-th approximation is then defined as the
sum over all values of q and the previous iterate. Sprecher proved convergence of this
algorithm in [27, 28]. Throughout this proof, he relied on continuity and monotonic-
ity of the resulting ψ . It can, however, be shown that his ψ does not possess these
important properties. This was already observed by Köppen in [16], where a modified
inner function ψ was suggested. Köppen claims, but does not prove, the continuity
of his ψ , and merely comments on the termination of the recursion which defines his
corrected function ψ .

In this article we close these gaps. First, since the recursion is defined on a dense
subset of R, it is necessary to show the existence of an expansion of Köppen’s ψ to
the real line. We give this existence proof. Moreover, it is also not clear a priori that
Köppen’s ψ possesses continuity and monotonicity, which are necessary to prove the
convergence of Sprecher’s algorithm and therefore Kolmogorov’s superposition theo-
rem. We provide these properties. Altogether, we thus derive a complete constructive
proof of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem along the lines of Sprecher but based
on Köppen’s ψ .

The remainder of this article is organized as follows: As starting point, we spec-
ify Sprecher’s version of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem in Sect. 2. Then, in
Sect. 3 we briefly repeat the definitions of the original inner function ψ and the con-
structive algorithm that was developed by Sprecher in [27, 28]. The convergence of
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this algorithm would prove Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem. First, we observe
that Sprecher’s ψ is neither continuous nor monotone increasing on the whole inter-
val [0,1]. We then show that Köppen’s ψ indeed exists, i.e., it is well defined and
has the necessary continuity and monotonicity properties. Endowed with this knowl-
edge, we then follow Sprecher’s lead and prove the convergence of the algorithm,
where the original inner function is replaced by the corrected one. This finally gives
a constructive proof of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem.

2 Definitions and Algorithm

2.1 A Version of Kolmogorov’s Superposition Theorem

Many different variants of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem (1.1) were developed
since the first publication of this remarkable result in 1957. Some improvements can
be found, e.g., in [20, 25]. In [5] it was shown that the inner functions ψq,p can
be chosen to be Lipschitz continuous with exponent one. Another variant with only
one outer function and 2n + 1 inner functions was derived in [20]. A version of
Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem recently developed by Sprecher in [25] reads
as follows:

Theorem 2.1 Let n ≥ 2, m ≥ 2n and γ ≥ m + 2 be given integers, and let x =
(x1, . . . , xn) and xq = (x1 + qa, . . . , xn + qa), where a := [γ (γ − 1)]−1. Then, for
any arbitrary continuous function f : I

n → R, there exist m+ 1 continuous functions
Φq : R → R, q = 0, . . . ,m, such that

f (x) =
m∑

q=0

Φq ◦ ξ(xq), with ξ(xq) =
n∑

p=1

αpψ(xp + qa), (2.1)

α1 = 1, αp = ∑∞
r=1 γ −(p−1)β(r) for p > 1 and β(r) = (nr − 1)/(n − 1).

This version of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem involves m one-dimensional
outer functions Φq and one single inner function ψ . The definition of ψ will be
discussed in detail in the following.

For a fixed base γ > 1 we define for any k ∈ N the set of terminating rational
numbers

Dk = Dk(γ ) :=
{

dk ∈ Q : dk =
k∑

r=1

irγ
−r , ir ∈ {0, . . . , γ − 1}

}
. (2.2)

Then the set

D :=
⋃

k∈N

Dk (2.3)

is dense in [0,1].
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In [28] Sprecher formulated an algorithm whose convergence proves the above
Theorem 2.1 constructively. In this algorithm, the inner function ψ was defined point-
wise on the set D. Further investigations on this function were made in [27]. However,
to make this proof work, two fundamental properties of ψ , namely continuity and
monotonicity, are needed. Unfortunately, the inner function ψ in [27, 28] is neither
continuous nor monotone. In the following, we repeat the definition of ψ here and
show that it indeed does not define a continuous and monotone increasing function.

Let 〈i1〉 := 0 and for r ≥ 2 let

〈ir 〉 :=
{

0 when ir = 0,1, . . . , γ − 2,

1 when ir = γ − 1.

Furthermore, we define [i1] := 0 and, for r ≥ 2,

[ir ] :=
{

0 when ir = 0,1, . . . , γ − 3,

1 when ir = γ − 2, γ − 1,

ı̃r := ir − (γ − 2)〈ir 〉,
and

mr := 〈ir 〉
(

r−1∑

s=1

([is] · · · · · [ir−1]
)
)

.

The function ψ is then defined on Dk by

ψ(dk) :=
k∑

r=1

ı̃r2−mr γ −β(r−mr). (2.4)

Note that the definition of ψ depends on the dimension n since β(·) depends on n.
For a simpler notation we dispense with an additional index. The graph of the func-
tion ψ is depicted in Fig. 1 for k = 5, γ = 10 and n = 2, i.e., it was calculated with
the definition (2.4) on the set of rational decimal numbers Dk . The function ψ from
(2.4) has an extension to [0,1], which also will be denoted by ψ if the meaning is
clear from the context.

The following calculation shows directly that this function is not continuous, in
contrast to the claim in [27]. With the choice γ = 10 and n = 2, one gets with the
definition (2.4) the function values

ψ(0.58999) = 0.55175 and ψ(0.59) = 0.55. (2.5)

This counter-example shows that the function ψ is not monotone increasing. We
furthermore can see from the additive structure of ψ in (2.4) that

ψ(0.58999) < ψ(x) for all x ∈ (0.58999,0.59). (2.6)

This shows that the function ψ is also not continuous.
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Fig. 1 The graph of Sprecher’s ψ from (2.4) on the interval [0,1] (left) and a zoom into a smaller in-
terval (small, left), computed for the values of the set D5, γ = 10 and n = 2. One can clearly see the
non-monotonicity and discontinuity near the value x = 0.59. The right image shows Köppen’s version
from (2.7) for the same parameters and a zoom into the same region (small, right). Here, the discontinuity
is no longer present

Remark 2.2 Discontinuities of ψ arise for all values x = 0.i19, i1 = 0, . . . ,9.

Among other things, the convergence proof in [27, 28] is based on continuity and
monotonicity of ψ . As the inner function defined by Sprecher does not provide these
properties, the convergence proof also becomes invalid unless the definition of ψ is
properly modified. To this end, Köppen suggested in [16] a corrected version of the
inner function and stated its continuity. This definition of ψ is also restricted to the
dense set of terminating rational numbers D. Köppen defines recursively

ψk(dk) =

⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

dk for k = 1,

ψk−1(dk − ik
γ k ) + ik

γ β(k) for k > 1 and ik < γ − 1,

1
2 (ψk−1(dk − ik

γ k ) + ψk−1(dk + 1
γ k ) + ik

γ β(k) ) for k > 1 and ik = γ − 1,

(2.7)

and claimed that this recursion terminates. He assumed that there exists an extension
from the dense set D to the real line as in Sprecher’s construction and that this ex-
tended ψ is monotone increasing and continuous, but he did not give a proof for it.
In the following, we provide such a proof. The function ψk is depicted in Fig. 1 for
the same parameters k = 5, γ = 10 and n = 2 as before.

We first consider the existence of an extension and begin with the remark that
every real number x ∈ [0,1] has a representation

x =
∞∑

r=1

ir

γ r
= lim

k→∞

k∑

r=1

ir

γ r
= lim

k→∞dk.

For such a value x, we define the inner function

ψ(x) := lim
k→∞ψk(dk) = lim

k→∞ψk

(
k∑

r=1

ir

γ r

)
(2.8)
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and show the existence of this limit.
For the following calculations it is advantageous to have an explicit representation

of (2.7) as a sum. To this end, we need some further definitions. The values of ψk−j

at the rational points dk−j , dk−j + 1
γ k−j ∈ [0,1] are denoted as

ψk−j := ψk−j (dk−j ) and ψ+
k−j := ψk−j

(
dk−j + 1

γ k−j

)
.

Then, the recursion (2.7) takes for k − j > 1 the form

ψk−j =
{ ik−j

γ β(k−j) + ψk−j−1 for ik−j < γ − 1,

γ−2
2γ β(k−j) + 1

2ψk−j−1 + 1
2ψ+

k−j−1 for ik−j = γ − 1,
(2.9)

and

ψ+
k−j =

⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

ik−j

γ β(k−j) + 1
γ β(k−j) + ψk−j−1 for ik−j < γ − 2,

ik−j

2γ β(k−j) + 1
2ψk−j−1 + 1

2ψ+
k−j−1 for ik−j = γ − 2,

ψ+
k−j−1 for ik−j = γ − 1.

(2.10)

Using the values

sj :=

⎧
⎪⎨

⎪⎩

0 for ik−j+1 < γ − 2,
1
2 for ik−j+1 = γ − 2,

1 for ik−j+1 = γ − 1,

and s̃j :=
{

0 for ik−j+1 < γ − 1,
1
2 for ik−j+1 = γ − 1,

(2.11)

we can define the matrix and vector

Mj :=
(

(1 − s̃j+1) s̃j+1
(1 − sj+1) sj+1

)
and

bj :=
⎛

⎝ (1 − 2s̃j+1)
ik−j

γ β(k−j) + s̃j+1
γ−2

γ β(k−j)

(1 − sj+1)[ ik−j

γ β(k−j) + (1 − 2sj+1)
1

γ β(k−j) ]

⎞

⎠ .

Now, the representations (2.9) and (2.10) can be brought into the more compact form

(
ψk−j

ψ+
k−j

)
= Mj

(
ψk−j−1

ψ+
k−j−1

)
+ bj . (2.12)

Next, we define the values θ0 := 1, θ+
0 := 0, θ1 := 1− s̃1, θ+

1 := s̃1, and set recursively

(
θj+1

θ+
j+1

)
:= MT

j

(
θj

θ+
j

)
(2.13)

for j = 1, . . . , k − 1. By induction we can directly deduce from (2.13) and (2.11) the
useful properties

θj + θ+
j = 1 and θj , θ

+
j > 0. (2.14)
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With these definitions, the ξ -th step of the recursion can be written as the sum

ψk =
ξ−1∑

j=0

θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]

+ θ+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]
+ θξψk−ξ + θ+

ξ ψ+
k−ξ .

(2.15)

Proof by induction ξ = 1: From (2.12) for j = 0 we directly get

ψk =
[
(1 − 2s̃1)

ik

γ β(k)
+ s̃1

γ − 2

γ β(k)

]
+ (1 − s̃1)ψk−1 + s̃1ψ

+
k−1.

ξ → ξ + 1 : With (2.12) and (2.13) we have

ψk =
ξ−1∑

j=0

θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]

+ θ+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]

+ θξ

[
(1 − s̃ξ+1)ψk−(ξ+1) + s̃ξ+1ψ

+
k−(ξ+1)

+ (1 − 2s̃ξ+1)
ik−ξ

γ β(k−ξ)
+ s̃ξ+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−ξ)

]

+ θ+
ξ

[
(1 − sξ+1)ψk−(ξ+1) + sξ+1ψ

+
k−(ξ+1)

+ (1 − sξ+1)

[
ik−ξ

γ β(k−ξ)
+ (1 − 2sξ+1)

1

γ β(k−ξ)

]]

=
ξ∑

j=0

θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]

+ θ+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]

+ θξ+1ψk−(ξ+1) + θ+
ξ+1ψ

+
k−(ξ+1). �

Choosing ξ = k − 1 we finally obtain a pointwise representation of the function
ψk as the direct sum

ψk(dk) =
k−2∑

j=0

θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]
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+ θ+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]

+ θk−1
i1

γ
+ θ+

k−1
i1 + 1

γ
. (2.16)

Now we have to show the existence of the limit (2.8). To this end, we consider the
behavior of the function values ψk and ψ+

k as k tends to infinity:

Lemma 2.3 For growing values of k one has for ψk defined in (2.9) and ψ+
k from

(2.10)

ψ+
k = ψk + O(2−k).

Proof With (2.12), the fact that γ β(j) = γ β(j−1)γ nj−1
, and γ n > 2, we have

∣∣ψ+
k − ψk

∣∣ ≤ 1

2

∣∣ψ+
k−1 − ψk−1

∣∣ + γ − 2

γ β(k)

≤
(

1

2

)k−1∣∣ψ+
1 − ψ1

∣∣ +
(

1

2

)k−2

(γ − 2)

(
k∑

j=2

2j−2

γ β(j)

)

≤
(

1

2

)k−1∣∣ψ+
1 − ψ1

∣∣ +
(

1

2

)k−2

(γ − 2)

( ∞∑

j=0

(
2

γ n

)j−2
)

=
(

1

2

)k−2[ 1

2γ
+ (γ − 2)γ n

γ n − 2

]
,

and the assertion is proved. �

If we now apply this result to arbitrary values k and k′, we can show the following
lemma:

Lemma 2.4 The sequence ψk defined in (2.9) is a Cauchy sequence.

Proof For k, k′ ∈ N and without loss of generality k > k′, we set ξ := k−k′ in (2.15).
Then we obtain by (2.14) and with Lemma 2.3 the following estimate:

∣∣ψk − ψk′
∣∣ ≤ ∣∣θk−k′ψk′ + θ+

k−k′ψ
+
k′ − ψk′

∣∣ + 2(γ − 2)

k∑

j=k′+1

1

γ β(j)

≤ ∣∣θk−k′ψk′ + θ+
k−k′ψ

+
k′ − ψk′

∣∣ + 2(γ − 2)

k∑

j=k′+1

(
1

γ n

)j−1

= ∣∣θk−k′ψk′ + θ+
k−k′

(
ψk′ + O(2−k′

)
) − ψk′

∣∣
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+ 2γ n(γ − 2)

1 − γ n

((
1

γ n

)k

−
(

1

γ n

)k′)

≤ O(2−k′
) + 2γ n(γ − 2)

1 − γ n

((
1

γ n

)k

−
(

1

γ n

)k′)
.

The right-hand side tends to 0 when k, k′ −→ ∞. �

The real numbers R are complete, and we therefore can infer the existence of a
function value for all x ∈ [0,1]. Thus, the function ψ from (2.8) is well defined. It
remains to show that this ψ is continuous and monotone increasing. This will be the
topic of the following subsections.

2.2 The Continuity of ψ

We now show the continuity of the inner function ψ . To this end we first recall some
properties of the representations of real numbers.

Let

x :=
∞∑

r=1

ir

γ r
and x0 :=

∞∑

r=1

i0,r

γ r

be the representation of the values x and x0 in the base γ , respectively. Let x0 ∈ (0,1)

be given and

δ(k0) := min

{ ∞∑

r=k0+1

i0,r

γ r
,

1

γ k0
−

∞∑

r=k0+1

i0,r

γ r

}
.

For any x ∈ (x0 − δ(k0), x0 + δ(k0)) it follows that

ir = i0,r for r = 1, . . . , k0. (2.17)

Special attention has to be paid to the values x0 = 0 and x0 = 1. In both cases, we
can choose δ(k0) = γ −k0 . Then (2.17) holds for all x ∈ [0, δ(k0)) if x0 = 0 and all
x ∈ (1 − δ(k0),1] if x0 = 1. The three different cases are depicted in Fig. 2.

Altogether we thus can find for any given arbitrary x0 ∈ [0,1] a δ-neighborhood

U := (
x0 − δ(k0), x0 + δ(k0)

) ∩ [0,1]
in which (2.17) holds. To show the continuity of the inner function ψ in x0, we now
choose this neighborhood and see from (2.16) for x, x0 ∈ U :
∣∣ψ(x) − ψ(x0)

∣∣ = lim
k→∞

∣∣ψ(dk) − ψ(d0,k)
∣∣

= lim
k→∞

∣∣∣∣∣

k−k0−1∑

j=0

θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]

+ θ+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]
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Fig. 2 The figure shows the interval [0,1]. For any two values x1 and x2 that both lie in one of the depicted
small intervals, it holds that i1,r = i2,r for r = 1, . . . , k0. The three intervals represent the possible cases
that occur in the proof of Theorem 2.5

−
k−k0−1∑

j=0

θ0,j

[
(1 − 2s̃0,j+1)

i0,k−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃0,j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]

+ θ+
0,j

[
(1 − s0,j+1)

(
i0,k−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2s0,j+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]∣∣∣∣∣

≤ lim
k→∞

k−k0−1∑

j=0

∣∣∣∣θj

[
(1 − 2s̃j+1)

ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]∣∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣∣θ

+
j

[
(1 − sj+1)

(
ik−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2sj+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]∣∣∣∣

+ lim
k→∞

k−k0−1∑

j=0

∣∣∣∣θ0,j

[
(1 − 2s̃0,j+1)

i0,k−j

γ β(k−j)
+ s̃0,j+1

γ − 2

γ β(k−j)

]∣∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣∣θ

+
0,j

[
(1 − s0,j+1)

(
i0,k−j

γ β(k−j)
+ (1 − 2s0,j+1)

1

γ β(k−j)

)]∣∣∣∣

≤ lim
k→∞

4γ n(γ − 2)

1 − γ n

∣∣∣∣

(
1

γ n

)k

−
(

1

γ n

)k0
∣∣∣∣ = 4γ n(γ − 2)

1 − γ n

(
1

γ n

)k0

.

(2.18)

Note that the estimation of the last two sums was derived in a similar way to that
of the proof of Lemma 2.4.

In conclusion, we can find for any given ε > 0 a k0 ∈ N and thus a δ(k0) > 0 such
that |ψ(x)−ψ(x0)| < ε whenever x, x0 ∈ U = (x0 − δ(k0), x0 + δ(k0))∩[0,1]. This
is just the definition of continuity of ψ in x0 ∈ (0,1). Since the interval U is only
open to the right if x0 = 0 and open to the left if x0 = 1, the inequality (2.18) also
shows for these two cases continuity from the right and from the left, respectively.
We hence have proved the following theorem:

Theorem 2.5 The inner function ψ from (2.8) is continuous on [0,1].
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2.3 The Monotonicity of ψ

A further crucial property of the function ψ is its monotonicity. We show this first
on the dense subset D ⊂ R of terminating rational numbers. Note that the values ψk

and ψ+
k from (2.9) and (2.10) are evaluations of ψ on the dense subset of rational

numbers in [0,1].

Lemma 2.6 For every k ∈ N, there holds

ψ+
k ≥ ψk + 1

γ β(k)
.

Proof by induction k = 1:

ψ+
1 − ψ1 = ψ1

(
d1 + 1

γ

)
− ψ1(d1) = d1 + 1

γ
− d1 = 1

γ
= 1

γ β(1)

k → k + 1 :

ψ+
k+1 − ψk+1 = (s0 − s̃0)

(
ψ+

k − ψk

) + 1

γ β(k+1)

(
(2s̃0 − s0)ik+1

+ (1 − s0)(1 − 2s0) − s̃0(γ − 2)
)

=

⎧
⎪⎪⎨

⎪⎪⎩

1
γ β(k+1) for ik+1 < γ − 2 (s0 = s̃0 = 0),

1
2 (ψ+

k − ψk) − 1
2

γ−2
γ β(k+1) for ik+1 = γ − 2 (s0 = 1

2 , s̃0 = 0),

1
2 (ψ+

k − ψk) − 1
2

γ−2
γ β(k+1) for ik+1 = γ − 1 (s0 = 1, s̃0 = 1

2 ).

For the first case ik+1 < γ − 2, the assertion is trivial. For the other two cases, we
have

1

2

(
ψ+

k − ψk

) − 1

2

γ − 2

γ β(k+1)
≥ 1

2

(
ψ+

k − ψk

) − 1

2

γ − 2

γ β(k+1)
≥ 1

2

(
1

γ β(k)
− γ − 2

γ β(k+1)

)

≥ 1

γ β(k+1)
.

Here, the validity of the last estimate can be obtained from

1

2

(
1

γ β(k)
− γ − 2

γ β(k+1)

)
≥ 1

γ β(k+1)
⇔ 1

2

(
γ nk−1

γ β(k+1)
− γ − 2

γ β(k+1)

)
≥ 1

γ β(k+1)
⇔

γ nk−1 − γ + 2 ≥ 2 ⇔ γ nk−1 ≥ γ ⇔ nk−1 ≥ 1. �

We have thus shown that ψ is strictly monotone increasing on a dense subset of
[0,1]. Since the function is continuous, this holds for the whole interval [0,1]. This
proves the following theorem:

Theorem 2.7 The function ψ from (2.8) is monotone increasing on [0,1].
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In summary, we have demonstrated that the inner function ψ defined by Sprecher
(cf. [27, 28]) is neither continuous nor monotone increasing, whereas the definition
(2.8) of ψ by Köppen from [16] possesses these properties.

3 The Algorithm of Sprecher

We will now demonstrate that Sprecher’s constructive algorithm from [28] with Köp-
pen’s definition of the inner function ψ from [16] is indeed convergent. We start
with a review of Sprecher’s algorithm, where α1 = 1, αp = ∑∞

r=1 γ −(p−1)β(r) for
p = 2, . . . , n, β(r) = (nr −1)/(n−1), and a = [γ (γ −1)]−1 are defined as in Sect. 2.
Additionally, some new definitions are needed.

Definition 3.1 Let σ : R → R be an arbitrary continuous function with σ(x) ≡ 0
when x ≤ 0, and σ(x) ≡ 1 when x ≥ 1. For q ∈ {0, . . . ,m} and k ∈ N given, define

d
q
k,p := dk,p + q

k∑

r=2

γ −r ,

and set dq
k = (d

q

k,1, . . . , d
q
k,n). Then for each number ξ(dq

k ) := ∑n
p=1 αpψ(d

q
k,p) we

set

bk :=
( ∞∑

r=k+1

γ −β(r)

)(
n∑

p=1

αp

)
and

(3.1)

ω
(
dq

kr
;yq

) := σ
(
γ β(k+1)

(
yq − ξ

(
dq

k

)) + 1
)

− σ
(
γ β(k+1)

(
yq − ξ

(
dq

k

) − (γ − 2)bk

))
.

We are now in the position to present the algorithm of Sprecher which implements
the representation of an arbitrary multivariate function f as superposition of single
variable functions. Let ‖ · ‖ denote the usual maximum norm of functions and let
f : I

n → R be a given continuous function with known uniform maximum norm ‖f ‖.
Furthermore, let η and ε be fixed real numbers such that 0 < m−n+1

m+1 ε + 2n
m+1 ≤ η < 1

which implies ε < 1 − n
m−n+1 .

Algorithm 3.2 Starting with f0 ≡ f , for r = 1,2,3, . . . , iterate the following steps:

I. Given the function fr−1(x), determine an integer kr such that for any two points
x,x′ ∈ R

n with ‖x−x′‖ ≤ γ −kr it holds that |fr−1(x)−fr−1(x′)| ≤ ε‖fr−1‖. This
determines rational coordinate points dq

kr
= (d

q

kr ,1
, . . . , d

q
kr ,n

).
II. For q = 0,1, . . . ,m:

II-1 Compute the values ψ(d
q
kr ,p

).

II-2 Compute the linear combinations ξ(dq
kr

) = ∑n
p=1 αpψ(d

q
kr ,p

).

II-3 Compute the functions ω(dq
kr

;yq).
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III. III-1 Compute for q = 0, . . . ,m the functions

Φr
q(yq) = 1

m + 1

∑
fr−1(dkr )ω

(
dq

kr
;yq

)
, (3.2)

where the sum is taken over all values dq
kr

∈ Dn
kr

.
III-2 Substitute for q = 1, . . . ,m the transfer functions ξ(xq) and compute the

functions

Φr
q ◦ ξ(xq) := 1

m + 1

∑
fr−1(dkr )ω

(
dq

kr
; ξ(xq)

)
.

Again, the sum is built over all values dq
kr

∈ Dn
kr

.
III-3 Compute the function

fr(x) := f (x) −
m∑

q=0

r∑

j=1

Φ
j
q ◦ ξ(xq). (3.3)

This completes the r-th iteration loop and gives the r-th approximation to f . Now
replace r by r + 1 and go to step I.

The convergence of the series {fr} for r → ∞ to the limit limr→∞ fr =: g ≡ 0
is equivalent to the validity of Theorem 2.1. The following convergence proof essen-
tially follows [27, 28]. It differs, however, in the arguments that refer to the inner
function ψ which is now given by (2.8), i.e., we always refer to Köppen’s definition
(2.8) if we use the inner function ψ .

The main argument for convergence is the validity of the following theorem:

Theorem 3.3 For the approximations fr , r = 0,1,2, . . . defined in step III-3 of Al-
gorithm 3.2 there holds the estimate

‖fr‖ =
∥∥∥∥∥fr−1(x) −

m∑

q=0

Φr
q ◦ ξ(xq)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ η‖fr−1‖.

To prove this theorem, some preliminary work is necessary. To this end, note that
a key to the numerical implementation of Algorithm 3.2 is the minimum distance of
images of rational grid points dk under the mapping ξ . We omit the superscript of
dq

k here for convenience, since dq
k ∈ Dn

k , and the result holds for all dk ∈ Dn
k . This

distance can be bounded from below. The estimate is given in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.4 For each integer k ∈ N, set

μk :=
n∑

p=1

αp

[
ψ(dk,p) − ψ(d ′

k,p)
]
, (3.4)

where dk,p, d ′
k,p ∈ Dk . Then

min |μk| ≥ γ −nβ(k), (3.5)
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where the minimum is taken over all pairs dk,p,d′
k,p ∈ Dn

k for which

n∑

p=1

∣∣dk,p − d ′
k,p

∣∣ �= 0. (3.6)

Proof Since for each k the set Dk is finite, a unique minimum exists. For each k ∈ N,
let dk,p, d ′

k,p ∈ Dk and Ak,p := ψ(dk,p) − ψ(d ′
k,p) for p = 1, . . . , n. Since ψ is

monotone increasing, we know that Ak,p �= 0 for all admissible values of p. Now
from Lemma 2.6 it follows directly that

min
Dk

|Ak,p| = γ −β(k), (3.7)

where for each fixed d , k the minimum is taken over the decimals for which |dk,p −
d ′
k,p| �= 0. The upper bound

min |μk| ≤ αnγ
−β(k) (3.8)

can be gained from the definition of the μk and the fact that 1 = α1 > α2 > · · · >

αn as follows: Since |μk| ≤ ∑n
p=1 αp|Ak,p|, we can see from (3.7) and (3.8) that a

minimum of |μk| can only occur if Ak,T �= 0 for some T ∈ {2, . . . , n}.
Let us now denote the k-th remainder of αp by

εk,p :=
∞∑

r=k+1

γ −(p−1)β(r) (3.9)

such that

αp − εk,p =
k∑

r=1

γ −(p−1)β(r), (3.10)

and consider the expression

Ak,1 +
T∑

p=2

(αp − εk,p)Ak,p. (3.11)

We claim the following:

If Ak,T �= 0, then Ak,1 +
T∑

p=2

(αp − εk,p)Ak,p �= 0,

i.e., the term (αT − εk,T )Ak,T cannot be annihilated by the preceding terms in the
sum. To show this, an application of (3.10) leads to

αT − εk,T = γ −(T −1) + γ −(T −1)β(2) + · · · + γ −(T −1)β(k).
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Also note that, for the choice k = 1 and i1,T = γ − 1 as well as i′1,T = 0 in (2.16),

the largest possible term in the expansion of |Ak,T | in powers of γ −1 is

γ − 1

γ
.

Therefore, (αT − εk,T )|Ak,T | contains at least one term τ such that

0 < τ ≤ γ −(T −1)β(k) γ − 1

γ
.

But according to (3.7) and (3.10) the smallest possible term of (αp − εk,p)|Ak,p|
for p < T is

γ −(T −2)β(k)γ −β(k) = γ −(T −1)β(k),

so that the assertion holds and (3.11) indeed does not vanish.
If |ik,T − i′k,T | = 1, we have without loss of generality in the representation (2.16)

the values

i′k ik s̃′
1 s′

1 θ ′
0 θ ′+

0 s̃1 s1 θ0 θ+
0

γ − 2 γ − 1 0 1
2 1 0 1

2 1 1 0
γ − 3 γ − 2 0 0 1 0 0 1

2 1 0
γ − 4 γ − 3 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

and we can directly infer that the expansion of (3.11) in powers of γ −1 contains the
term

γ −(T −1)β(k)γ −β(k) = γ −Tβ(k). (3.12)

We now show that this is the smallest term in the sum (3.11). To this end, we use
the representation (2.16) for Ak,p and factor out γ −β(k−j) for each j . Since θj and
θ+
j become smaller than 2−j , we can bound each term in the sum (3.11) from below

by γ −β(k−j)2−j . The further estimation γ −β(k−j)2−j > γ −β(k) shows that (3.12) is
indeed the smallest term in the sum and hence cannot be annihilated by other terms
in (3.11). Therefore,

∣∣∣∣∣Ak,1 +
T∑

p=2

(αp − εk,p)Ak,p

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ γ −Tβ(k).

But this implies that also

∣∣∣∣∣Ak,1 +
T∑

p=2

αpAk,p

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ γ −Tβ(k),
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since all possible terms in the expansion of
∑T

p=2 εk,pAk,p in powers of γ −1 are too

small to annihilate γ −Tβ(k). Thus, choosing T = n, the lemma is proven. �

The linear combinations ξ(dq
k ) of the inner functions serve for each q = 0, . . . ,m

as a mapping from the hypercube I
n to R. Therefore, further knowledge on the struc-

ture of this mapping is necessary. To this end, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5 For each integer k ∈ N, let

δk := γ − 2

(γ − 1)γ k
. (3.13)

Then for all dk ∈ Dk and εk,2 as given in (3.9) we have

ψ(dk + δk) = ψ(dk) + (γ − 2)εk,2.

Proof The proof relies mainly on the continuity of ψ and some direct calculations.
If we express δk as an infinite sum, we have

dk + δk = lim
k0→∞

{
dk +

k0∑

r=1

γ − 2

γ k+r

}
=: lim

k0→∞dk0 .

Since ψ is continuous, we get

ψ
(

lim
k0→∞dk0

)
= lim

k0→∞ψ(dk0),

and since ik+r = γ − 2 for r = 1, . . . , k0, it follows directly that s̃r = 0 for j =
0, . . . , k0 − k. Therefore θ+

j = 0 and θj = 1 for j = 0, . . . , k0 − k. With the represen-
tation (2.15) and the choice ξ = k0 − k, the assertion follows. �

As a direct consequence of this lemma, we have the following corollary, in which
the one-dimensional case is treated:

Corollary 3.6 For each integer k ∈ N and dk ∈ Dk, the pairwise disjoint intervals

Ek(dk) := [dk, dk + δk] (3.14)

are mapped by ψ into the pairwise disjoint image intervals

Hk(dk) := [
ψ(dk),ψ(dk) + (γ − 2)εk,2

]
. (3.15)

Proof From their definition it follows directly that the intervals Ek(dk) are pairwise
disjoint. The corollary then follows from Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5. �

We now generalize this result to the multidimensional case.
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Lemma 3.7 For each fixed integer k ∈ N and dk ∈ Dn
k , the pairwise disjoint cubes

Sk(dk) :=
n∏

p=1

Ek(dk,p) (3.16)

in I
n are mapped by

∑n
p=1 αpψ(dk,p) into the pairwise disjoint intervals

Tk(dk) :=
[

n∑

p=1

αpψ(dk,p),

n∑

p=1

αpψ(dk,p) +
(

n∑

p=1

αp

)
(γ − 2)εk,2

]
. (3.17)

Proof This lemma is a consequence of the previous results and can be found in detail
in [27]. �

We now consider Algorithm 3.2 again. We need one more ingredient:

Lemma 3.8 For each value of q and r , the following estimate holds:

∥∥Φr
q(yq)

∥∥ ≤ 1

m + 1
‖fr−1‖.

Proof The support of each function ω(dq
k ;yq) is the open interval

U
q
k

(
dq

k

) := (
ξ
(
dq

k

) − γ −β(k+1), ξ
(
dq

k

) + (γ − 2)bk + γ −β(k+1)
)
.

Then, by Lemma 3.7, the following holds: If ξ(dq
k ) �= ξ(d′q

k ) then U
q
k (dq

k ) ∩
U

q
k (d′q

k ) = ∅. With this property and the fact that 0 ≤ ω(dq
k ;yq) ≤ 1, we derive

from (3.2):
∥∥∥∥

1

m + 1

∑
fr−1

(
dq

kr

)
ω

(
dq

kr
;yq

)∥∥∥∥= 1

m + 1
max

∣∣fr−1(dkr )
∣∣.

Here, the sum is taken over all values dq
kr

∈ Dn
kr

and the maximum over all dkr ∈ Dn
kr

.
The lemma then follows from the definition of the maximum norm, see also [28],
Lemma 1. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.3 (compare also [28]).

Proof of Theorem 3.3 For simplicity, we include the value dk = 1 in the definition of
the rational numbers Dk . Consider now for each integer q and a = [γ (γ − 1)]−1 as
in Theorem 2.1 the family of closed intervals

E
q
k

(
d

q
k

) := [
d

q
k − qa, d

q
k − qa + δk

]
. (3.18)

With δk = (γ − 2)(γ − 1)−1γ −k we can see that

E
q
k

(
d

q
k

) =
[
dk − q

γ − 1
γ −k, dk − q

γ − 1
γ −k + γ − 2

γ − 1
γ −k

]
,
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Fig. 3 Let k be a fixed integer, m = 4, γ = 10 and d̃k,i := dk,i − γ −k , d̂k,i := dk,i + γ −k , i ∈ {1,2}. The
left figure depicts the intervals E

q
k
(d

q
k
) for q = 1, . . . ,m. The subscript i indicating the coordinate direction

is omitted for this one-dimensional case. The point x is contained in the intervals E0
k
(d̃0

k
), E1

k
(d̃1

k
), E3

k
(d3

k
),

E4
k
(d4

k
) (shaded) and in the gap G2

k
(d̃2

k
) (dark shaded). The figure on the right shows the cubes S

q
k
(dq

k
)

for n = 2, q = 1, . . . ,m and different values dk ∈ Dn
k

. For q ∈ {2,3}, the marked point is not contained in

any of the cubes from the set {Sq
k
(dq

k
) : dk ∈ Dn

k
}

and that these intervals are separated by gaps G
q
k (d

q
k ) := (d

q
k − qa + δk, d

q
k − qa +

γ −k) of width (γ − 1)−1γ −k (compare Fig. 3). With the intervals E
q
k we obtain for

each k and q = 0, . . . ,m the closed (Cartesian product) cubes

S
q
k

(
dq

k

) := E
q
k

(
d

q

k,1

) × · · · × E
q
k

(
d

q
k,n

)
,

whose images under ξ(xq) = ∑n
p=1 αpψ(xp + qa) are the disjoint closed intervals

T
q
k

(
dq

k

) = [
ξ
(
dq

k

)
, ξ

(
dq

k

) + (γ − 2)bk

]
,

as derived in Lemma 3.7. For the two-dimensional case, the cubes S
q
k (dq

k ) are de-
picted in Fig. 3.

Now let k be fixed. The mapping ξ(xq) associates to each cube S
q
k (dq

k ) from the
coordinate space a unique image T

q
k (dq

k ) on the real line. For fixed q the images
of any two cubes from the set {Sq

k (dq
k ) : dk ∈ Dn

k } have empty intersections. This
allows a local approximation of the target function f (x) on these images T

q
k (dq

k ) for
x ∈ S

q
k (dq

k ). However, as the outer functions Φr
q have to be continuous, these images

have to be separated by gaps in which f (x) cannot be approximated. Thus, an error
is introduced that cannot be made arbitrarily small. This deficiency is eliminated by
the affine translations of the cubes S

q
k (dq

k ) through the variation of the q’s. To explain
this in more detail, let x ∈ [0,1] be an arbitrary point. With (3.18) we see that the gaps
G

q
k (d

q
k ) which separate the intervals do not intersect for variable q . Therefore, there

exists only one value q∗ such that x ∈ G
q∗
k (d

q∗
k ). This implies that for the remaining

m values of q there holds x ∈ E
q
k (d

q
k ) for some dk . See Fig. 3 (left) for an illustration
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of this fact. If we now consider an arbitrary point x ∈ [0,1]n, we see that there exist
at least m − n + 1 different values qj , j = 1, . . . ,m − n + 1 for which x ∈ S

qj

k (d
qj

k )

for some dk , see Fig. 3 (right). Note that the points dk can differ for different values
qj . From (3.18) we see that dk ∈ S

qj

k (d
qj

k ).
Now we consider step I of Algorithm 3.2. To this end, remember that η and ε are

fixed numbers such that 0 < m−n+1
m+1 ε + 2n

m+1 ≤ η < 1. Let kr be the integer given
in step I with the associated assumption that |fr−1(x) − fr−1(x′)| ≤ ε‖fr−1‖ when
|xp − x′

p| ≤ γ −kr for p = 1, . . . , n. Let x ∈ [0,1]n be an arbitrary point and let qj ,

j = 1, . . . ,m − n + 1, denote the values of q such that x ∈ S
qj

kr
(d

qj

kr
). For the point

dkr ∈ S
qj

kr
(d

qj

kr
) we have

∣∣fr−1(x) − fr−1(dkr )
∣∣ ≤ ε‖fr−1‖, (3.19)

and for x it holds that ξ(xqj
) ∈ T

qj

kr
(d

qj

kr
). The support U

qj

kr
(d

qj

kr
) of the function

ω(d
qj

kr
;yqj

) contains the interval T
qj

kr
(d

qj

kr
). Furthermore, from definition (3.1) we

see that ω is constant on that interval. With (3.3) we then get

Φr
qj

◦ ξ(xqj
) = 1

m + 1

∑

d
qj
kr

fr−1(dkr )ω
(
d

qj

kr
; ξ(xqj

)
)

= 1

m + 1
fr−1(dkr ). (3.20)

Together with (3.19), this shows
∣∣∣∣

1

m + 1
fr−1(x) − Φr

qj
◦ ξ(xqj

)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

m + 1
‖fr−1‖ (3.21)

for all qj , j = 1, . . . ,m− n + 1. Note that this estimate does not hold for the remain-
ing values of q for which x is not contained in the cube S

q
kr

(d
qj

kr
). Let us now denote

these values by q̄j , j = 1, . . . , n. We can apply Lemma 3.8, and with the special
choice of the values ε and η we obtain the estimate

∣∣fr(x)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣fr−1(x) −
m∑

q=0

Φr
q ◦ ξ(xq)

∣∣∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣∣∣

m∑

q=0

1

m + 1
fr−1(x) −

m−n+1∑

j=1

Φr
qj

◦ ξ(xqj
) −

n∑

j=1

Φr
q̄j

◦ ξ(xq̄j
)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣∣

n

m + 1
fr−1(x) +

m−n+1∑

j=1

1

m + 1
fr−1(x) − Φr

qj
◦ ξ(xqj

)

∣∣∣∣∣ + n

m + 1
‖fr−1‖

≤
[
m − n + 1

m + 1
ε + 2n

m + 1

]
‖fr−1‖ ≤ η‖fr−1‖. (3.22)

This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3. �
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We now state a fact that follows directly from the previous results:

Corollary 3.9 For j = 1,2,3, . . . the following estimates hold:

∥∥Φr
q(yq)

∥∥ ≤ 1

m + 1
ηr−1‖f ‖ (3.23)

and

‖fr‖ =
∥∥∥∥∥f (x) −

m∑

q=0

r∑

j=1

Φ
j
q ◦ ξ(xq)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ ηr‖f ‖. (3.24)

Proof Remember that f0 ≡ f . The first estimate follows from Lemma 3.8 and a
recursive application of Theorem 3.3. The second estimate can be derived from the
definition (3.3) of fr and again a recursive application of Theorem 3.3. �

We finally are in the position to prove Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1 From Corollary 3.9 and the fact that η < 1, it follows that, for
all q = 1, . . . ,m, we have

∥∥∥∥∥

r∑

j=1

Φ
j
q (yq)

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤
r∑

j=1

∥∥Φ
j
q (yq)

∥∥ ≤ 1

m + 1
‖f ‖

r−1∑

j=0

ηj <
1

m + 1
‖f ‖

∞∑

j=0

ηj < ∞.

(3.25)
The functions Φ

j
q (yq) are continuous and therefore each series

∑r
j=1 Φ

j
q (yq) con-

verges absolutely to a continuous function Φq(yq) as r → ∞. Since η < 1, we see
from the second estimate in Corollary 3.9 that fr → 0 for r → ∞. This proves
Sprecher’s version of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem with Köppen’s inner
function ψ . �

4 Conclusion and Outlook

In this paper we filled mathematical gaps in the articles of Köppen [16] and Sprecher
[27, 28] on Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem. We first showed that Sprecher’s
original inner function ψ is not continuous and monotone increasing. Thus the con-
vergence proof of the algorithm from [28] that implements (2.1) constructively is
incomplete. We therefore considered a corrected version of ψ as suggested in [16].
We showed that this function is well defined, continuous and monotone increasing.
Then, we carried the approach for a constructive proof of Kolmogorov’s superposi-
tion theorem from [27, 28] over to the new continuous and monotone ψ and showed
convergence. Altogether, we gave a mathematically correct, constructive proof of
Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem.

The present result is, to our knowledge, the first correct constructive proof of (2.1)
and thus of (1.1). It however still involves (with r → ∞) an, in general, infinite num-
ber of iterations. Thus, any finite numerical application of Algorithm 3.2 can only
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give an approximation of an n-dimensional function up to an arbitrary accuracy ε̃ > 0
(compare Corollary 3.9). While the number of iterations in Algorithm 3.2 to achieve
this desired accuracy is independent of the function f and its smoothness, the num-
ber kr which is determined in step I can become very large for oscillating functions.
This reflects the dependency of the costs of Algorithm 3.2 on the smoothness of the
function f : In step II the functions ω(dq

kr
, yq) are computed for all rational values

dq
kr

which can be interpreted as a construction of basis functions on a regular grid
in the unit cube [0,1]n. Since the number of grid-points in a regular grid increases
exponentially with the dimensionality n, the overall costs of the algorithm increase at
least with the same rate for n → ∞. This makes Algorithm 3.2 highly inefficient in
higher dimensions. To overcome this problem and thus to benefit numerically from
the constructive nature of the proof, further approximations to the outer functions in
(2.1) have to be made. This will be discussed in a forthcoming paper.

References

1. Arnold, V.: On the representation of functions of several variables by superpositions of functions of
fewer variables. Mat. Prosvesh. 3, 41–61 (1958)

2. Arnold, V.: On functions of three variables. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 114, 679–681 (1957). English
translation: Am. Math. Soc. Transl. (2), 28, 51–54 (1963)

3. Arnold, V.: On the representation of continuous functions of three variables by superpositions of
continuous functions of two variables. Mat. Sb. 48, 3–74 (1959). English translation: Am. Math. Soc.
Transl. (2), 28, 61–147 (1963)

4. de Figueiredo, R.J.P.: Implications and applications of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem. IEEE
Trans. Autom. Control AC-25(6), (1980)

5. Fridman, B.: An improvement on the smoothness of the functions in Kolmogorov’s theorem on super-
positions. Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 177, 1019–1022 (1967). English translation: Soviet Math. Dokl.
(8), 1550–1553 (1967)

6. Girosi, F., Poggio, T.: Representation properties of networks: Kolmogorov’s theorem is irrelevant.
Neural Comput. 1, 465–469 (1989)

7. Hecht-Nielsen, R.: Counter propagation networks. In: Proceedings of the International Conference on
Neural Networks II, pp. 19–32 (1987)

8. Hecht-Nielsen, R.: Kolmogorov’s mapping neural network existence theorem. In: Proceedings of the
International Conference on Neural Networks III, pp. 11–14 (1987)

9. Hedberg, T.: The Kolmogorov superposition theorem, Appendix II to H.S. Shapiro, Topics in Approx-
imation Theory. Lecture Notes in Math., vol. 187, pp. 267–275 (1971)

10. Hilbert, D.: Mathematical problems. Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 8, 461–462 (1902)
11. Hurewicz, W., Wallman, H.: Dimension Theory. Princeton University Press, Princeton (1948)
12. Igelnik, B., Parikh, N.: Kolmogorov’s spline network. IEEE Trans. Neural Netw. 14, 725–733 (2003)
13. Khavinson, S.: Best approximation by linear superpositions. Transl. Math. Monogr. 159 (1997). AMS
14. Kolmogorov, A.N.: On the representation of continuous functions of many variables by superpositions

of continuous functions of one variable and addition. Dokl. Akad. Nauk USSR 14(5), 953–956 (1957)
15. Kolmogorov, A.N., Tikhomirov, V.M.: ε-entropy and ε-capacity of sets in function spaces. Usp. Mat.

Nauk 13(2), 3–86 (1959). English translation: Am. Math. Soc. Transl. 17(2), 277–364 (1961)
16. Köppen, M.: On the training of a Kolmogorov network. In: ICANN 2002, Lecture Notes in Computer

Science, vol. 2415, pp. 474–479 (2002)
17. Kurkova, V.: Kolmogorov’s theorem is relevant. Neural Comput. 3, 617–622 (1991)
18. Kurkova, V.: Kolmogorov’s theorem and multilayer neural networks. Neural Netw. 5, 501–506 (1992)
19. Lorentz, G.: Approximation of functions. Holt, Rinehart & Winston (1966)
20. Lorentz, G., Golitschek, M., Makovoz, Y.: Constructive Approximation (1996)
21. Nakamura, M., Mines, R., Kreinovich, V.: Guaranteed intervals for Kolmogorov’s theorem (and their

possible relation to neural networks). Interval Comput. 3, 183–199 (1993)



Constr Approx (2009) 30: 653–675 675

22. Nees, M.: Approximative versions of Kolmogorov’s superposition theorem, proved constructively.
J. Comput. Appl. Math. 54, 239–250 (1994)

23. Ostrand, P.A.: Dimension of metric spaces and Hilbert’s problem 13. Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 71, 619–
622 (1965)

24. Rassias, T., Simsa, J.: Finite sum decompositions in mathematical analysis. Pure Appl. Math. (1995)
25. Sprecher, D.A.: On the structure of continuous functions of several variables. Trans. Am. Math. Soc.

115(3), 340–355 (1965)
26. Sprecher, D.A.: An improvement in the superposition theorem of Kolmogorov. J. Math. Anal. Appl.

38, 208–213 (1972)
27. Sprecher, D.A.: A numerical implementation of Kolmogorov’s superpositions. Neural Netw. 9(5),

765–772 (1996)
28. Sprecher, D.A.: A numerical implementation of Kolmogorov’s superpositions II. Neural Netw. 10(3),

447–457 (1997)


	On a Constructive Proof of Kolmogorov's Superposition Theorem
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Definitions and Algorithm
	A Version of Kolmogorov's Superposition Theorem
	The Continuity of psi
	The Monotonicity of psi

	The Algorithm of Sprecher
	Conclusion and Outlook
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


