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Abstract

The two most critical ingredients of a neural network are its structure and the activation
function employed, and more importantly, the proper alignment of these two that is con-
ducive to the effective representation and learning in practice. In this work, we introduce a
surprisingly effective synergy, termed the Fourier Multi-Component and Multi-Layer Neural
Network (FMMNN), and demonstrate its surprising adaptability and efficiency in capturing
high-frequency components. First, we theoretically establish that FMMNNs have exponen-
tial expressive power in terms of approximation capacity. Next, we analyze the optimization
landscape of FMMNNs and show that it is significantly more favorable compared to fully
connected neural networks. Finally, systematic and extensive numerical experiments vali-
date our findings, demonstrating that FMMNNs consistently achieve superior accuracy and
efficiency across various tasks, particularly impressive when high-frequency components are
present. Our code and implementation details are available here.

Key words. high-frequency approximation, deep neural networks, Fourier analysis, sine acti-
vation function, function compositions

1 Introduction

The two key components of a neural network are its architecture and the choice of activa-
tion function, both of which jointly determine its effectiveness. In our previous work (Zhang
et al., 2023), we showed that shallow networks (i.e., those with a single hidden layer) employing
various activation functions struggle to capture high-frequency components. This limitation
arises from the strong correlations among activation functions (parameterized by weights and
biases), leading to ill-conditioning and a bias against high frequencies in both representation
and training. While multi-layer networks enhance representational power through compositions
of shallow networks, their architecture is crucial for training efficiency. Most training methods
rely on first-order gradient descent techniques, which are inherently local and sensitive to the ill-
conditioning of the cost function (in terms of the Hessian) with respect to a typical large number
of parameters. To address this limitation, we later introduced structured and balanced multi-
component and multi-layer neural networks (MMNNs) in (Zhang et al., 2024b), building on
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insights from one-hidden-layer networks. MMNNs enhance training efficiency through a “divide-
and-conquer” approach, where complex functions are decomposed (through components) and
composed (through layers) within the MMNN framework. Each component in MMNNs is de-
signed to be a linear combination of randomized hidden neurons that is easy to train. MMNNs
offer a straightforward yet impactful modification of fully connected neural networks (FCNNs),
also known as multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs), by integrating balanced multi-component struc-
tures. This design reduces the number of trainable parameters, improves training efficiency, and
achieves substantially higher accuracy compared to conventional FCNNs (Zhang et al., 2024b).
The structure of MMNNs is described in detail in Section 2.1.

In this work, we further investigate the behavior and potential of MMNNs and demonstrate
a surprising discovery that the sine function serves as an exceptionally effective activation
function for MMNNs. Each component in an MMNN is fundamentally a linear combination of
parameterized sine activation functions and can therefore be viewed as a Fourier series, albeit
with relatively small frequency parameters. As a result, each component in an MMNN facilitate
the efficient and accurate approximation of a smooth function, while multi-layer compositions
can effectively produce high-frequency components, enabling the network to capture more com-
plex function structures with efficient training. Moreover, FMMNN can effectively approximate
not only the function but also its derivatives, which can be very important in practice. In the
case of approximating a non-smooth function, Fourier approximation can be less effective or
result in Gibbs phenomenon. At the same time, as demonstrated in our previous study (Zhang
et al., 2023) on shallow networks, activation functions with singularities, such as ReLU, can en-
hance representational capacity. To address this issue, we introduce a ReLU type of singularity
by truncating sine, leading to a novel hybrid activation function called the Sine Truncated Unit
(SinTU). Each SinTU has a form of SinTUs := sin ◦Ts, where Ts(x) := max{x, s}. The parameter
s (typically ≤ 0) controls the occurrence of singularities and the balance of the hybridization.
As s decreases, SinTUs increasingly resembles the sine function, reducing singularity effects.
Moreover, s can be treated as a learnable parameter, either individually for each neuron or
shared across all neurons. This variant, denoted as PSinTU, is an avenue for future exploration,
as its detailed analysis falls beyond the scope of this paper.

We demonstrate that integrating the MMNN structure with sine (or SinTUs) creates a
surprising effective synergy, particularly for efficiently capturing high-frequency components.

• First, we establish that using sine or SinTUs as activation functions within the MMNNs
framework offers significant mathematical potential in terms of approximation capability.
In particular, given a 1-Lipschitz function f : [0, 1]d → R and a SinTU function ϱ, for any
p ∈ [1,∞), there exists ϕ realized by an ϱ-activated MMNN of width 2d(4N − 1), rank
3d, and depth L+ 2, such that

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 2
√
d ·N−L.

For the generalized version (applicable to generic continuous functions) and the sine-
related version, see Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

• Next, we analyze the landscape of the cost function with respect to network parameters,
which provides insight into the training complexity across different network architectures
and activation functions. Notably, the MMNN structure results in a significantly more
favorable optimization landscape compared to FCNNs, as illustrated in Figure 1 (see
Section 2.3 for further details).

• Finally, extensive numerical experiments demonstrate that Fourier MMNNs (FMMNNs),
which use sine or SinTUs as activation functions, consistently outperform other models in
both accuracy and efficiency, as shown in Table 1. For f1, sine-activated MMNNs achieve
the best result, aligning with expectations since f1 is C∞(R) (see Figure 2). The accurate
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(a) Sine FCNN. (b) Sine MMNN. (c) SinTU0 FCNN. (d) SinTU0 MMNN.

Figure 1: Comparison of the cost function landscapes in terms of two parameters.

approximation of derivatives is particularly noteworthy, given the complexity of f1 and
the fact that the training process relies solely on function values, without incorporating
derivative information. For f2 ∈ C0(R)\C1(R) (see Figure 2), which contains numer-
ous singularities, SinTU−π achieves the best accuracy, demonstrating its effectiveness in
capturing these singular features. Notably, even in this inherently challenging case, sine-
activated MMNNs still achieve results comparable to the best. For f3 ∈ C0(R)\C1(R)
(see Figure 2), FCNNs are highly sensitive to training hyperparameters and often fail with
small mini-batches. In contrast, FMMNNs remain stable and perform well across different
settings. Even with large mini-batches, training FCNNs is time-consuming, yet they still
underperform compared to sine-activated MMNNs. For more details on the experiments,
including additional tests in two and three dimensions, refer to Section 3.
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Figure 2: Illustrations of f1 ∈ C∞(R) and f2, f3 ∈ C0(R)\C1(R), defined in (5), (6), and (7).

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 provides a detailed analysis of the MMNN ar-
chitecture, demonstrating its strong approximation capabilities when using sine and SinTUs as
activation functions. This section also explores key practical aspects, including the cost function
landscape and the interaction between sine and MMNNs, highlighting the advantages of keep-
ing weights fixed within activation functions. The section concludes with a discussion of related
work. Section 3 presents extensive numerical experiments that support our theoretical findings.
Section 4 provides rigorous proofs for the theorems introduced in Section 2, supplemented by
several propositions, whose proofs are detailed in Section 5. Finally, Section 6 concludes the
paper with a brief discussion.

2 The Potential of the Sine Activation Function

In this section, we first provide a detailed analysis of the MMNN architecture in Section 2.1,
followed by an exploration of its mathematical approximation potential when using sine and
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Table 1: Comparison of test errors. Training is conducted in double precision.

6 hidden layers and 7.3× 104 trainable parameters

MMNN FCNN #training-samples

target activation MSE MAX MSE MAX mini-batch all

f1 ReLU 2.24× 10−5 4.06× 10−2 2.31× 10−4 1.93× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 tanh 4.91× 10−6 1.24× 10−2 2.67× 10−3 3.69× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 sine 3.43× 10−8 8.37× 10−4 2.62× 10−5 2.35× 10−2 3000 3000

f1 SinTU−π 3.65× 10−7 4.90× 10−3 4.14× 10−4 1.44× 10−1 3000 3000

f ′1 tanh 1.24× 10−4 5.67× 10−2 1.10× 10−2 6.31× 10−1

f ′1 sine 1.27× 10−6 5.12× 10−3 5.83× 10−4 1.06× 10−1

f ′′1 tanh 9.92× 10−4 1.59× 10−1 3.02× 10−2 8.62× 10−1

f ′′1 sine 7.82× 10−6 1.37× 10−2 4.45× 10−3 2.71× 10−1

f2 ReLU 1.53× 10−3 4.37× 10−1 2.13× 10−2 6.35× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 tanh 1.42× 10−4 1.51× 10−1 1.21× 10−2 5.56× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 sine 4.84× 10−6 2.88× 10−2 9.07× 10−5 9.22× 10−2 3000 60000

f2 SinTU−π 1.28× 10−6 2.31× 10−2 6.14× 10−3 5.31× 10−1 3000 60000

f3 sine 7.68× 10−8 6.06× 10−3 3.04× 10−2 6.99× 10−1 500 18000

f3 sine 1.27× 10−7 6.58× 10−3 6.69× 10−2 6.68× 10−1 1000 18000

f3 sine 8.75× 10−8 6.28× 10−3 2.43× 10−4 1.52× 10−1 1500 18000

f3 sine 6.41× 10−8 5.33× 10−3 5.86× 10−6 3.38× 10−2 2000 18000

SinTUs as activation functions in Section 2.2. In Section 2.3, we examine key practical consid-
erations, including the cost function landscape and the interaction between sine and MMNNs,
highlighting the benefits of keeping weights within activation functions fixed. The section con-
cludes with a discussion of related work in Section 2.4.

2.1 Structure of MMNNs

Before presenting the main results, we first introduce the architecture of MMNNs. An MMNN
is a multi-layer composition of functions hi, formally defined as h : Rd0 → Rdm with

h = hm ◦ hm−1 ◦ · · · ◦ h1, (1)

where each layer hi : Rdi−1 → Rdi represents a multi-component shallow network with width ni
and di components, given by

hi(x) = Ai σ(Wix+ bi) + ci,

where Wi ∈ Rni×di−1 , bi ∈ Rni , Ai ∈ Rdi×ni , and ci ∈ Rdi . Here, σ(Wi[j, :] · x + bi[j])
for j = 1, 2, · · · , ni act as randomly parameterized basis functions in Rdi−1 . Each component
Ai[k, :]σ(Wix+ bi) + ci[k], for k = 1, 2, · · · , di, is a linear combination of these basis functions.

In each layer, the number of components di−1, referred to as rank, is significantly smaller
than the number of hidden neurons ni, known as the layer width. The utilization of a diverse
set of random basis functions, enabled by ni ≫ di−1, along with their well-conditioned nature
due to random parametrization, facilitates easy training of Ai and ci to approximate smooth
functions in Rdi−1 . By integrating multiple components per layer and composing multiple
layers, this balance between rank and width, combined with the flexible component structure
employing random bases, enhances the effectiveness of MMNNs in both representation and
learning. The width of an MMNN is defined as max{ni : i = 1, 2, · · · ,m − 1}, the rank as
max{di : i = 1, 2, · · · ,m − 1}, and the depth as m. For convenience, we use the compact
notation (N,R,L) to denote a network of width N , rank R, and depth L. In most of our
experiments, we assume equal layer width and rank, i.e., ni = N and di = R.

In summary, MMNNs consider each component as a fundamental unit, where it consists of
a linear combination of randomly parameterized neurons (basis functions). This contrasts with
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FCNNs, which treat individual neurons as the primary units. Components within each layer
are combined and further composed across layers to effectively approximate target functions.
The MMNN structure is enriched by introducing rank as an additional dimension alongside
width and depth, offering greater flexibility in network architecture. Furthermore, the training
paradigm for MMNNs diverges significantly from that of FCNNs. Within each MMNN layer,
represented by Aσ(Wx+ b) + c, the set

{
σ(W [j, :] · x+ b[j]) : j = 1, 2, · · · , n

}

is interpreted as a shared random basis for all components. Consequently, during training, only
the parameters A and c are updated, while W and b remain fixed after random initialization.

To mitigate the vanishing gradient issue in deep MMNNs, techniques inspired by ResNets
(He et al., 2016) can be employed to improve training efficiency. Building on this concept, we
introduce the ResMMNN, which modifies the structure of (1) as

h = hm ◦ (I + hm−1) ◦ · · · ◦ (I + h3) ◦ (I + h2) ◦ h1,

where I denotes the identity mapping. This definition of ResMMNN can be further generalized
by applying identity mappings selectively to specific layers. Such variations are still referred to
as ResMMNNs. See Figure 3 for an illustration of a ResMMNN with size (6, 2, 3). Furthermore,
additional layer operations, such as Batch Normalization (Ioffe and Szegedy, 2015) and Dropout
(Srivastava et al., 2014), can also be applied to specific layers of MMNNs to enhance training
stability, accelerate convergence, and improve generalization, among other benefits.

I

x h(x) = h3 ◦ (I + h2) ◦ h1(x)W1, b1 W2, b2 W3, b3A1, c1 A2, c2 A3, c3

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

σ

first shallow sub-network block h1 second shallow sub-network block I + h2 third shallow sub-network block h3

Figure 3: An illustration of a ResMMNN of size (6, 2, 3). During training, only the parameters
Ai’s and ci’s are updated, while Wi’s and bi’s are randomly initialized and remain fixed.

2.2 Approximation Capability

We first introduce some notations before presenting our main results on the exponential ap-
proximation capabilities of MMNNs using sine or SinTUs as activation functions. We denote
MNϱ{N, R, L; Rd → Rn} as the set of vector-valued functions ϕ : Rd → Rn that can be
represented by ϱ-activated MMNNs of width ≤ N ∈ N+, rank ≤ R ∈ N+, and depth ≤ L ∈ N+.
Additionally, in this notation, if ϱ is replaced by (ϱ1, · · · , ϱk), it indicates that each neuron can
be activated by any of ϱi’s. Let ωf (·) be the modulus of continuity of f ∈ C([0, 1]d) defined via

ωf (t) := sup
{
|f(x)− f(y)| : ∥x− y∥2 ≤ t, x,y ∈ [0, 1]d

}
for any t ≥ 0.

Let S denote the set of SinTUs, i.e.,

S := {SinTUs : s ∈ R} where SinTUs := sin ◦Ts and Ts(x) := max{x, s} =

{
x if x ≥ s,

s if x < s.

With the above notations, we present the following theorem, which demonstrates that MMNNs
activated by SinTUs possess exponential approximation power.
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Theorem 2.1. Given f ∈ C([0, 1]d) and ϱ ∈ S, for any N,L ∈ N+ and p ∈ [1,∞), there exists
ϕ ∈ MNϱ

{
2d(4N − 1), 3d, L+ 2; Rd →R

}
such that

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 2
√
d · ωf

(
N−L

)
.

The preceding theorem establishes the approximation capabilities of MMNNs activated by
SinTUs, which are truncated variations of the sine function. Next, we explore the case where the
pure sine function is used as the activation function. However, due to its lack of singularity, the
sine function poses challenges in spatial localization, making it difficult to construct mathemat-
ical frameworks for spatial decomposition based on continuity. To overcome this mathematical
challenge, we introduce ReLU as an additional activation function. This modification enables a
more effective spatial decomposition, leading to the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Given f ∈ C([0, 1]d), for any N,L ∈ N+ and p ∈ [1,∞), there exist ϕ ∈
MN(sine, ReLU)

{
d(4N − 1), 3d, L+ 2; Rd →R

}
such that

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 2
√
d · ωf

(
N−L

)
.

Remark 2.3. The theorem does not impose a specific arrangement of sine and ReLU. However,
our proof demonstrates that applying ReLU to all but the last two hidden layers, where sine

is used, is sufficient. This result is theoretical; in practice, additional sine activation functions
may be required, as discussed later.

We adopt a notation for FCNNs analogous to MNϱ{N, R, L; Rd →Rn} used for MMNNs.
Specifically, let FNϱ{N, L; Rd → Rn} denote the set of vector-valued functions ϕ : Rd → Rn

that can be realized by ϱ-activated FCNNs with width at most N ∈ N+ and depth at most
L ∈ N+. Similarly, if ϱ is replaced by (ϱ1, · · · , ϱk), it indicates that each neuron can be activated
by any of the ϱi’s. As a direct consequence of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we establish the following
two corollaries for FCNNs.

Corollary 2.4. Given f ∈ C([0, 1]d) and ϱ ∈ S, for any N,L ∈ N+ and p ∈ [1,∞), there exists
ϕ ∈ FNϱ

{
2d(4N − 1), L+ 2; Rd →R

}
such that

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 2
√
d · ωf

(
N−L

)
.

Corollary 2.5. Given f ∈ C([0, 1]d), for any N,L ∈ N+ and p ∈ [1,∞), there exist ϕ ∈
FN(sin, ReLU)

{
d(4N − 1), L+ 2; Rd →R

}
such that

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 2
√
d · ωf

(
N−L

)
.

Remark 2.6. It is worth highlighting the substantial difference in the total number of parameters
between an MMNN and an FCNN. For an MMNN of width N , rank R, and depth L, the
parameter count is O(NRL), whereas for an FCNN of width N and depth L, it is O(N2L).
Notably, in an MMNN, the rank R (the number of components in each layer) is significantly
smaller than the network width N (the number of random hidden neurons per layer), which
guarantees that the set of N random basis is diverse enough to approximate smooth functions in
the input space of dimension R from the previous layer. Additionally, as previously discussed,
only half of the parameters in an MMNN are trained.

Remark 2.7. By applying techniques from (Lu et al., 2021) (specifically Theorem 2.1), the above
results could be extended to the L∞-norm, although the constants involved would be consider-
ably larger. The extension involves more technical complexities and is of little importance to
the main themes of this paper, so we do not pursue it here.
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The proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 (see Section 4) rely on two key components. The first
component involves constructing a subnetwork that partitions a d-dimensional unit hypercube
into uniform subcubes of small size, with only a minor discrepancy due to the continuity of the
activation function. Within each subcube, the function is approximated by a constant function.
The second component is the existence of a subnetwork that maps the index of each subcube to
the function value at a representative point within the subcube (e.g., its center). In designing
this subnetwork, it suffices to ensure accuracy at a finite set of points rather than over an
entire interval. This highlights the power of composition, which simplifies the construction. As
we shall see later, the periodicity and irrationality of the sine function play a crucial role in
efficiently addressing the second component. Specifically, for any ε > 0 and any M ∈ N+, given
fn ∈ [−1, 1], there exist suitable values of v and w such that

∣∣sin
(
v · sin(nw)

)
− fn

∣∣ < ε for n = 1, 2, · · · ,M. (2)

Although many mathematical approximation results show theoretical representation power,
however, in practice, a more important issue is whether one has an efficient training strategy
to achieve a good computational performance. For most mathematical neural network approx-
imation results (constructive or non-constructive), the network parameters depends on target
function nonlinearly and globally. On the other hand, most training processes are gradient
descent based (first order) methods which are very local and sensitive to ill-conditioning of the
cost function in terms of a very large number of parameters. This typically leads to a gap
between the theoretical results and practical performance. In our case, although two sine func-
tions (or SinTUs) are theoretically sufficient for value fitting (e.g., Equation (2)), finding the
two appropriate numbers, v and w, is non-practical in general. Consequently, a larger network
with multiple components and layers is essential for effective optimization.

Mathematical and numerical investigations in later sections demonstrate that using sine or
SinTUs as activation functions in MMNNs with well balanced structures, significantly improves
the network’s capability and learning efficiency. This is consistent with the key feature of
MMNNs that each component, which is a one hidden layer network, only needs to approximate
a smooth function and can be trained effectively while Fourier series can approximate smooth
functions efficiently.

2.3 Optimization Landscapes

In Section 2.2, we demonstrate that MMNNs activated by sine or SinTUs possess strong ap-
proximation capabilities. However, having good approximation power only reflects theoretical
potential and does not necessarily guarantee effective learning in practice. Next, we discuss the
practical learning difficulty of MMNNs activated by sine or SinTUs. We focus on the most
intuitive aspect: the landscape of the cost function with respect to the network parameters,
which serves as an indicator of the training complexity in practice. This analysis is conducted
across various network architectures and activation functions.

We first consider three basic cases where the target function f takes the following forms:

sin(w∗x+ b∗),
2∑

i=1

sin(w∗
i x), and sin

(
w∗
2 sin(w

∗
1x)
)
,

respectively. The corresponding cost functions are given by

L1(w1, w2) =

∫ π

−π

(
sin(w1x+ w2)− sin(w∗

1x+ w∗
2)
)2
dx,

L2(w1, w2) =

∫ π

−π

(
2∑

i=1

sin(wix)−
2∑

i=1

sin(w∗
i x)

)2

dx,
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and

L3(w1, w2) =

∫ π

−π

(
sin
(
w2 sin(w1x)

)
− sin

(
w∗
2 sin(w

∗
1x)
))2

dx.

(a) L1(w1, w2). (b) L2(w1, w2). (c) L3(w1, w2).

Figure 4: Landscape visualizations of Li for i = 1, 2, 3, where x, y, and z represent w1, w2, and
Li(w1, w2), respectively.

Here, we use the integration range (−π, π) instead of (−1, 1) because the sine function has a
period of 2π, which simplifies the calculations and makes the test more straightforward. The
landscapes of these three cost functions are illustrated in Figure 4. As observed, the landscapes
are quite complex, featuring numerous local minima. This indicates that using the sine function
as an activation function poses significant challenges for effective learning in practice. We will
later see that this issue is particularly severe for FCNNs. However, the structure of MMNNs
simplifies the landscape, making them more conducive to effective learning.

Next, we examine general network architectures, specifically FMMNNs and FCNNs. To
ensure a fair comparison, the FCNN is designed to have a comparable number of learnable
parameters to the MMNN. The FCNN is defined as

ϕ(x) = A2 ◦ ϱ ◦ A1 ◦ ϱ ◦ A0(x), (3)

where A0 : R → R64, A1 : R64 → R64, A2 : R64 → R are affine linear maps, and ϱ is either the
sine or SinTU0 activation function. The MMNN is defined as

ϕ(x) = Ã3 ◦ ϱ ◦ Ã2 ◦ Ã1 ◦ ϱ ◦ Ã0(x), (4)

where Ã0 : R → R128, Ã1 : R128 → R32, Ã2 : R32 → R128, Ã3 : R128 → R are affine linear maps.
The cost function is given by

L(w1, w2) =

∫ π

−π

(
ϕ(x)− f(x)

)2
dx, where f(x) =

1

1 + 100x2
.

As shown in (a), (b), (d), and (e) of Figure 5, the learning landscape of MMNNs is consid-
erably simpler than that of FCNNs. Likewise, (b), (c), (e), and (f) of Figure 5 clearly illustrate
that our learning strategy, which involves fixing parameters in Ã2 while optimizing those in
Ã1 rather than the reverse, is well-justified and reasonable. We would like to point out that
different initializations can produce varying results; however, the overall landscape complexity
remains largely consistent. The figures shown in Figure 5 represent relatively complex cases
among several initializations with identical settings. We have experimented with deeper net-
works and other target functions, and the results are generally similar to the two-hidden-layer
cases presented. For deeper MMNNs, if two parameters are selected from the trainable param-
eters (i.e., Ai’s and ci’s, see Section 2.1), the landscape always remains simple, reflecting the
effectiveness and rationality of our training strategy.
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(a) FCNN (A1 in (3)). (b) MMNN (Ã1 in (4)). (c) MMNN (Ã2 in (4)).

(d) FCNN (A1 in (3)). (e) MMNN (Ã1 in (4)). (f) MMNN (Ã2 in (4)).

Figure 5: Comparison of the cost function landscapes for FCNNs and MMNNs. All parameters
are initialized using PyTorch’s default linear initialization. Here, z represents the cost function,
while x and y denote two parameters from the weights of A1, Ã1, and Ã2 in (3) and (4). The
top and bottom rows correspond to the sine and SinTU0 activation functions, respectively.

2.4 Related Work

Extensive research has explored the approximation capabilities of neural networks across various
architectures. Early works established the universal approximation theorem for single-hidden-
layer networks (Cybenko, 1989; Hornik, 1991; Hornik et al., 1989), proving their ability to
approximate specific functions arbitrarily well, though without quantifying error in relation to
network size. Subsequent studies (Yarotsky, 2018, 2017; Bölcskei et al., 2019; Zhou, 2020; Chui
et al., 2018; Gribonval et al., 2022; Gühring et al., 2020; Montanelli and Yang, 2020; Shen et al.,
2019, 2020; Lu et al., 2021; Shen et al., 2022a; Zhang, 2020; Shen et al., 2022b; Zhang et al.,
2024a; Yarotsky and Zhevnerchuk, 2020; Fang and Xu, 2024; Zhang et al., 2024a) analyzed ap-
proximation errors, relating them to network width, depth, or parameter count, and addressed
the spectral bias in neural network approximations. Here, we specifically highlight two papers
(Shen et al., 2022a; Yarotsky and Zhevnerchuk, 2020) that are closely related to our theoreti-
cal results. The results in (Yarotsky and Zhevnerchuk, 2020) imply that ReLU/sine-activated
fully connected neural networks (FCNNs) with width O(d) and depth O(L) can approximate

a 1-Lipschitz function f : [0, 1]d → R within an error of O(2−
√
L). Compared to this, our

work achieves several key improvements: 1) Our results incorporate width N , extending be-
yond fixed-width networks. 2) We improve the approximation error rate to O(N−L), much

better than O(2−
√
L) when N fixed. 3) We introduce SinTU, a novel hybrid activation function,

where a single SinTU function can replace two activation functions (ReLU, sine) in the approx-
imation results. 4) Our results specifically apply to MMNNs, which introduce an additional
dimension called rank beyond width and depth. In (Shen et al., 2022a), the author proposes a
simple activation function, EUAF, and demonstrates that a fixed-size EUAF-activated FCNN can
approximate any continuous function f ∈ C([0, 1]d) to an arbitrarily small error by adjusting
only finitely many parameters. EUAF emphasizes theoretical approximation but tends to per-
form less effectively in practice, often appearing somewhat artificial. In contrast, our FMMNN
is naturally structured. Although its theoretical approximation power is comparatively weaker,
an exponential approximation rate is typically sufficient in practical applications. Our exten-
sive experiments further confirm its effectiveness, demonstrating surprisingly strong empirical
performance.
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Some previous works have explored the use of sine as an activation function in multi-layer
networks (Cai et al., 2020; Novello et al., 2024; Morsali et al., 2025; Fathony et al., 2021; Jiao
et al., 2023; Sitzmann et al., 2020). The authors in (Novello et al., 2024; Morsali et al., 2025)
present numerical examples demonstrating the advantages of sine-activated networks, primarily
in FCNNs. Additionally, (Fathony et al., 2021) introduces a multiplicative filter network that
incorporates sinusoidal filters and illustrates its benefits through various examples. To the best
of our knowledge, existing works do not provide strong mathematical or numerical justification
for the benefits of sine, which is a key reason why it is rarely used in practice. This paper first
establishes rigorous approximation results, followed by an intuitive landscape analysis of the
cost function to assess learning potential, and finally validates these findings through extensive
numerical experiments. Our experiments show that using the sine activation in FCNNs does
not always lead to good performance. While it works well in some cases, it performs quite poorly
in others. We believe this inconsistency is the main reason why sine is not widely adopted in
practice. Surprisingly, we found that our MMNN network structure and sine (or SinTUs) form
a highly effective combination. Compared to FCNNs, MMNNs exhibit a simpler optimization
landscape. Our experiments confirm this observation, as MMNNs achieve consistently strong
performance across all test cases.

3 Numerical Experiments

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments to validate our analysis and demonstrate the
effectiveness of MMNNs. Across all tests, we ensure: (1) sufficient data sampling to capture
fine details of the target function, (2) the use of the Adam optimizer (Kingma and Ba, 2015) for
training, (3) mean squared error (MSE) as the training loss function, with both MSE and MAX
(L∞-norm) used for evaluation, (4) parameter initialization following PyTorch’s default settings,
(5) fixed W and b (parameters inside activation functions), while only A and c (parameters
outside activation functions) are trained (see Section 2.1 for details).

Section 3.1 compares MMNNs and FCNNs across various activation functions, including
ReLU, GELU, tanh, sine, cosine, and SinTUs. Section 3.2 focuses on MMNNs, analyzing the
performance of sine relative to other activation functions.

3.1 MMNNs Versus FCNNs

We will thoroughly compare the performance of MMNNs and FCNNs using various activation
functions. The overall message from these tests is that: 1) MMNNs perform better than FCNNs
when the same activation function is used, and 2) FMMNNs always produce the best results.
In our tests, we select rather complex target functions – highly oscillatory with or without non-
smoothness, as both network types perform well on simple functions, making their differences
less apparent. Additionally, our target functions should not be generated using sine, cosine,
or their compositions and combinations, since we use sine as the activation function. Based on
these considerations, we first choose an oscillatory target function f1 ∈ C∞(R) defined as

f1(x) =
1

1 + 2x2

n∑

i=−n

(−1)(i mod 3) · |i|+ n

n
· g
(
(2n+ 1)

(
x− i

n+ 1

))
, (5)

where n = 36, and (i mod 3) ∈ {0, 1, 2} represents the remainder when an integer i ∈ Z is
divided by 3. Here, g serves as a basis function, defined as

g(x) =
g0(x+ 1)g0(1− x)

g20(1)
, where g0(x) =

{
exp

(
− 1

x2

)
if x > 0,

0 if x ≤ 0.
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It is easy to verify that g0 ∈ C∞(R), and hence f ∈ C∞(R). See Figure 6 for illustrations of f1
and g. Next, we choose two non-smooth oscillatory functions f2, f3 ∈ C0(R)\C1(R) given by

f2(x) =
1 + 6x8

1 + 8x6
·
(
120x2 − 2

⌊
120x2 + 1

2

⌋)2

(6)

and

f3(x) =
1 + 6x8

1 + 8x6
·
(
32x− 2

⌊
32x+ 1

2

⌋)2

, (7)

where ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor function. See Figure 6 for visual depictions of f2 and f3. For f3,
we use different mini-batch size to demonstrate that MMNNs are less sensitive to the hyper-
parameters of training and therefore more stable compared to FCNNs.
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Figure 6: Illustrations of f1, g, f2, and f3.

We employ various network architectures to approximate these functions and evaluate their
performance. Notably, these tests are conducted using double precision rather than the default
single precision to ensure precise comparisons. For the test corresponding to f1, we use a total
of 3000 uniformly sampled points from [−1, 1] for training. The mini-batch size is set to 3000,
meaning all samples are trained simultaneously. The learning rate is defined as 10−3×0.9⌊k/3000⌋,
where k = 1, 2, · · · , 300000 denotes the epoch number. For the test error evaluation, we use
another set of 3,000 samples drawn from the uniform distribution U(−1, 1). We emphasize that
the mini-batch method is not used for f1 because our tests indicate that while mini-batching
preserves the approximation of the original function, it leads to poor derivative approximation
by only including function values in the cost function. As we can see from Table 2, sine-
activated MMNNs perform best as the target function f1 is smooth. We point out that the
errors for derivatives in Table 2 are relative errors, as absolute errors for derivatives can be
misleading (the L∞-norm of f ′′1 exceeds 70,000). The accurate approximation of derivatives is
surprising, given the complexity of the target function and the fact that the cost function is
formulated solely based on the function values, meaning that no information about f ′1 or f ′′1 is
incorporated into the optimization process.

For the test corresponding to f2, we use a total of 60000 uniformly sampled points from
[−1, 1] for training. The mini-batch size is set to 3000, and the learning rate is defined as
10−3 × 0.9⌊k/500⌋, where k = 1, 2, · · · , 50000 denotes the epoch number. To ensure accurate
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Table 2: Comparison of test errors. Training is conducted in double precision, with the cost
function relying only on function values and excluding derivatives. Relative errors are reported
for derivatives, as the L∞-norm of f ′′1 exceeds 70000, making absolute errors misleading.

#parameters (trained / all) 35235 / 72993 72981 / 151281 72961 / 72961

MMNN of size (434,16,6) MMNN of size (900,16,6) FCNN of size (120,–,6) #training-samples

target function activation MSE MAX MSE MAX MSE MAX mini-batch all

f1 ReLU 4.47× 10−5 6.34× 10−2 2.24× 10−5 4.06× 10−2 2.31× 10−4 1.93× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 GELU 5.54× 10−5 5.94× 10−2 1.45× 10−4 1.00× 10−1 1.63× 10−3 2.91× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 tanh 4.12× 10−5 2.90× 10−2 4.91× 10−6 1.24× 10−2 2.67× 10−3 3.69× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 sine 7.30× 10−7 3.69× 10−3 3.43× 10−8 8.37× 10−4 2.62× 10−5 2.35× 10−2 3000 3000

f1 cosine 6.89× 10−6 9.54× 10−3 1.35× 10−7 1.85× 10−3 2.80× 10−6 7.76× 10−3 3000 3000

f1 SinTU0 8.11× 10−5 8.65× 10−2 4.40× 10−6 1.81× 10−2 2.15× 10−4 1.52× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 SinTU−π 1.25× 10−5 2.76× 10−2 3.65× 10−7 4.90× 10−3 4.14× 10−4 1.44× 10−1 3000 3000

f1 SinTU−2π 4.19× 10−6 1.30× 10−2 3.97× 10−7 4.93× 10−3 1.67× 10−5 2.63× 10−2 3000 3000

f ′1 GELU 1.24× 10−3 2.61× 10−1 2.34× 10−3 2.97× 10−1 7.74× 10−3 5.16× 10−1

f ′1 tanh 7.50× 10−4 1.11× 10−1 1.24× 10−4 5.67× 10−2 1.10× 10−2 6.31× 10−1

f ′1 sine 2.64× 10−5 2.12× 10−2 1.27× 10−6 5.12× 10−3 5.83× 10−4 1.06× 10−1

f ′1 cosine 1.77× 10−4 4.76× 10−2 5.35× 10−6 1.15× 10−2 8.91× 10−5 3.84× 10−2

f ′′1 GELU 1.03× 10−2 1.22× 100 1.55× 10−2 9.39× 10−1 3.10× 10−2 1.39× 100

f ′′1 tanh 5.40× 10−3 2.79× 10−1 9.92× 10−4 1.59× 10−1 3.02× 10−2 8.62× 10−1

f ′′1 sine 2.32× 10−4 7.40× 10−2 7.82× 10−6 1.37× 10−2 4.45× 10−3 2.71× 10−1

f ′′1 cosine 1.48× 10−3 1.30× 10−1 4.12× 10−5 5.98× 10−2 7.87× 10−4 1.15× 10−1

f2 ReLU 4.15× 10−3 4.87× 10−1 1.53× 10−3 4.37× 10−1 2.13× 10−2 6.35× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 GELU 4.15× 10−3 4.72× 10−1 1.24× 10−3 4.15× 10−1 1.33× 10−2 5.20× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 tanh 4.19× 10−3 5.16× 10−1 1.42× 10−4 1.51× 10−1 1.21× 10−2 5.56× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 sine 4.30× 10−5 7.36× 10−2 4.84× 10−6 2.88× 10−2 9.07× 10−5 9.22× 10−2 3000 60000

f2 cosine 3.17× 10−4 1.28× 10−1 5.65× 10−6 3.15× 10−2 5.68× 10−5 7.86× 10−2 3000 60000

f2 SinTU0 2.10× 10−3 4.61× 10−1 2.51× 10−6 2.61× 10−2 2.00× 10−2 6.19× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 SinTU−π 3.61× 10−5 7.42× 10−2 1.28× 10−6 2.31× 10−2 6.14× 10−3 5.31× 10−1 3000 60000

f2 SinTU−2π 3.46× 10−5 7.03× 10−2 5.04× 10−6 3.05× 10−2 3.05× 10−3 3.47× 10−1 3000 60000

f3 sine 1.52× 10−7 7.86× 10−3 7.68× 10−8 6.06× 10−3 3.04× 10−2 6.99× 10−1 500 18000

f3 sine 1.11× 10−6 2.23× 10−2 1.27× 10−7 6.58× 10−3 6.69× 10−2 6.68× 10−1 1000 18000

f3 sine 3.52× 10−7 1.07× 10−2 8.75× 10−8 6.28× 10−3 2.43× 10−4 1.52× 10−1 1500 18000

f3 sine 5.11× 10−7 1.10× 10−2 6.41× 10−8 5.33× 10−3 5.86× 10−6 3.38× 10−2 2000 18000

computation of the test error, we select another set of 60000 test samples from the uniform
distribution U(−1, 1). As illustrated in Figure 7, the MMNN architecture exhibits superior
efficiency relative to the FCNN. Additionally, the sine activation function proves more effective
than ReLU for approximating the complex target function f2. It is worth noting that our
training process involved a sufficiently large number of iterations, effectively eliminating the
possibility of inadequate training as a contributing factor. Moreover, expanding the size of the
MMNN would further substantially improve its performance. As shown in Table 2, MMNNs
generally outperform FCNNs, regardless of the activation function. This advantage may stem
from the simpler optimization landscape of MMNNs, which enables more efficient training.
Furthermore, Table 2 highlights that SinTUs achieve the best performance, which is expected
since f2 contains many singularities that SinTUs are well-suited to handle. Notably, even in this
inherently unfavorable setting for sine-based models, sine-activated MMNNs still perform
well. Thus, when the properties of the target function are uncertain in practical applications,
trying the sine activation function first is a reasonable strategy. When the mini-batch size
is relatively large, the number of training epochs tends to be high, making the process time-
consuming. More importantly, even when sine-activated FCNNs are given sufficiently large
mini-batches and a sufficient number of training epochs, their final performance still falls short
of sine-activated MMNNs.

For the test corresponding to f3, we use a total of 18000 uniformly sampled points from
[−1, 1] for training. The mini-batch size is set to nmbs ∈ {500, 1000, 1500, 2000}, and the learning
rate is defined as 10−3 × 0.9⌊2k/nmbs⌋, where k = 1, 2, · · · , 50nmbs denotes the epoch number. To
ensure accurate computation of the test error, we select another set of 18000 test samples from
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(c) ReLU MMNN of size (900, 16, 6).
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(d) Sine MMNN of size (900, 16, 6).
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(e) ReLU FCNN of size (120,−, 6).
1.00 0.75 0.50 0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

0.0

0.5

1.0
true function learned network

(f) Sine FCNN of size (120,−, 6).

Figure 7: Illustrations of the true function f2 and learned networks.

the uniform distribution U(−1, 1). As shown in Table 2, FCNNs are relatively sensitive to the
hyper-parameters of training. If the mini-batch size is too small, training may fail. However,
MMNNs are more stable and succeed under various settings.

3.2 MMNNs: Sine Versus Other Activation Functions

In this section, we compare the performance of MMNNs using different activation functions to
demonstrate that FMMNNs consistently produce the best results. The three target functions
used in the tests are f1 : [−1, 1] → R, f2 : [−1, 1]2 → R, and f3 : [−1, 1]3 → R, which are given
by

f1(x) = 0.6 sin(200πx) + 0.8 cos(160πx2) +
1 + 8x8

1 + 10x4
·
∣∣∣∣180x− 2

⌊
180x+ 1

2

⌋∣∣∣∣ ,

f2(x1, x2) =
2∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

aij sin(bixi + cijxixj) ·
∣∣ cos(bjxj + dijx

2
i )
∣∣,

and

f3(x1, x2, x3) =

3∑

i=1

3∑

j=1

ãij sin(̃bixi + c̃ijxixj) ·
∣∣ cos(̃bjxj + d̃ijx

2
i )
∣∣,

where

(aij) =

[
0.3 0.2
0.2 0.3

]
, (bi) =

[
12π
8π

]
, (cij) =

[
4π 18π
16π 10π

]
, (dij) =

[
14π 12π
18π 10π

]
,

(ãij) =



0.3 0.1 0.4
0.2 0.3 0.1
0.2 0.1 0.3


 , (̃bi) =



π
4π
3π


 , (c̃ij) =



2π π 3π
2π 3π 2π
3π π π


 , and (d̃ij) =



2π 3π π
π 3π 2π
π 2π 3π


 .

Note that all three functions are only continuous but not differentiable. Illustrations of these
three functions are shown in Figure 8.

We employ MMNN structures with different activation functions to approximate the target
functions and evaluate their performance. For the one-dimensional case, we use 60000 uniformly
sampled points from [−1, 1] for training, with a mini-batch size of 600 and a learning rate defined
as 10−3×0.9⌊k/100⌋, where k = 1, 2, · · · , 10000 represents the epoch number. To ensure accurate
computation of the test error, we select 60000 test samples from the uniform distribution in
[−1, 1]. In the two-dimensional case, 6002 uniformly sampled points from [−1, 1]2 are used for
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(a) f1 limited on [−0.2, 0.2]. (b) f2. (c) f3(x, y, z = 0).
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Figure 8: Illustrations of fi for i = 1, 2, 3.

training, with a mini-batch size of 1200 and a learning rate set to 10−3 × 0.9⌊k/30⌋, where k =
1, 2, · · · , 3000. For test error evaluation, we select 3002 samples from the uniform distribution
in [−1, 1]2. For the three-dimensional case, 1503 points from [−1, 1]3 are uniformly sampled for
training, with a mini-batch size of 1500 and a learning rate defined as 10−3 × 0.9⌊k/4⌋, where
k = 1, 2, · · · , 400. To ensure accurate computation of the test error, we select 1003 samples from
the uniform distribution in [−1, 1]3.

Table 3: Comparison of test errors. Training is performed in single precision.

target function f1 : [−1, 1] → R f2 : [−1, 1]2 → R f3 : [−1, 1]3 → R

MMNN of size (1024,16,6) MMNN of size (1024,36,8) ResMMNN of size (1024,36,10)

activation MSE MAX MSE MAX MSE MAX

ReLU 3.52× 10−2 1.57× 100 6.50× 10−5 6.99× 10−2 8.18× 10−5 7.86× 10−2

ELU 1.62× 10−1 1.78× 100 2.43× 10−3 2.68× 10−1 6.70× 10−5 7.03× 10−2

GELU 1.51× 10−1 1.61× 100 6.19× 10−5 6.67× 10−2 6.66× 10−5 6.14× 10−2

sigmoid 5.68× 10−1 1.95× 100 4.97× 10−2 8.00× 10−1 1.04× 10−3 1.91× 10−1

tanh 1.84× 10−1 1.77× 100 9.76× 10−4 2.33× 10−1 1.06× 10−4 1.02× 10−1

sine 1.16× 10−5 3.18× 10−2 2.26× 10−5 5.18× 10−2 2.67× 10−5 5.22× 10−2

cosine 1.55× 10−5 3.50× 10−2 2.46× 10−5 4.26× 10−2 3.06× 10−5 5.74× 10−2

SinTU0 2.14× 10−6 3.04× 10−2 3.18× 10−5 5.18× 10−2 4.21× 10−5 6.17× 10−2

SinTU−π 1.72× 10−6 2.80× 10−2 2.27× 10−5 5.38× 10−2 3.27× 10−5 5.56× 10−2

SinTU−2π 5.87× 10−6 3.17× 10−2 1.62× 10−5 3.90× 10−2 2.85× 10−5 5.27× 10−2

SinTU−4π 1.21× 10−5 3.17× 10−2 1.52× 10−5 4.73× 10−2 2.68× 10−5 5.43× 10−2

SinTU−8π 9.47× 10−6 3.03× 10−2 1.88× 10−5 4.53× 10−2 2.74× 10−5 5.16× 10−2

As shown in Table 3, sine and SinTUs are the most effective activation functions for MMNNs.
Our results further confirm that the combination of sinusoidal activations and MMNN structures
is particularly well-suited for function approximation.
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4 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

In this section, we establish the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. To facilitate understanding,
Section 4.1 provides a concise overview of the notations used throughout the paper. In Sec-
tion 4.2, we outline the main ideas behind the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Additionally,
for simplification, we introduce two propositions whose proofs are deferred to later sections.
Assuming the validity of these propositions, we present the full detailed proofs of Theorems 2.1
and 2.2 in Section 4.

4.1 Notations

Below is a summary of the fundamental notations used throughout this paper.

• The difference between two sets A and B is denoted by A\B := {x : x ∈ A, x /∈ B}.

• The symbols N, Z, Q, and R represent the sets of natural numbers (including 0), integers,
rational numbers, and real numbers, respectively. We denote the set of positive natural
numbers by N+ = N\{0} = {1, 2, 3, · · ·}.

• The floor and ceiling functions of a real number x are given by ⌊x⌋ = max{n : n ≤ x, n ∈
Z} and ⌈x⌉ = min{n : n ≥ x, n ∈ Z}.

• For any p ∈ [1,∞], the p-norm (or ℓp-norm) of a vector x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Rd is defined
as

∥x∥p = ∥x∥ℓp :=
(
|x1|p + · · ·+ |xd|p

)1/p
for p ∈ [1,∞),

and
∥x∥∞ = ∥x∥ℓ∞ := max

{
|xi| : i = 1, 2, · · · , d

}
.

• Let CPwL(n) denote the space of all continuous piecewise linear functions on R with at
most n ∈ N breakpoints.

• The supremum norm of a bounded vector-valued function f : Ω ⊆ Rd → Rn is defined as

∥f∥sup(Ω) := sup
{
|fi(x)| : x ∈ Ω, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n}

}
,

where fi represents the i-th component of f for i = 1, 2, · · · , n.

• The symbol “⇒” denotes uniform convergence. Specifically, if f : Rd → Rn is a vector-
valued function and fδ(x) ⇒ f(x) as δ → 0 for all x ∈ Ω ⊆ Rd, then for any ε > 0, there
exists δε ∈ (0, 1) such that

∥fδ − f∥sup(Ω) < ε for all δ ∈ (0, δε).

• We adopt slicing notation for vectors and matrices. Given a vector x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈
Rd, the notation x[n : m] refers to the slice from the n-th to the m-th entry for any
n,m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d} with n ≤ m, while x[n] represents the n-th entry. For example, if
x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3, then (6x)[2 : 3] = (6x2, 6x3) and (8x + 1)[3] = 8x3 + 1. Similarly,
for a matrix A, the notation A[:, i] denotes its i-th column, while A[i, :] represents its i-th
row. Moreover, A[i, n : m] is equivalent to (A[i, :])[n : m], extracting the n-th to m-th
entries from the i-th row.

15



4.2 Ideas and Propositions for Proving Theorems 2.1 and 2.2

Before presenting the detailed proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, let us first outline the key ideas
underlying our approach. The main strategy in the proof involves constructing a piecewise con-
stant function that approximates the desired continuous target function. However, achieving a
uniform approximation with piecewise constants is challenging due to the continuity of ReLU
and sine functions. To address this, we design networks that approximate piecewise constant
behavior over most of the domain, specifically outside a small region, ensuring that the approx-
imation error remains well-controlled. Within this small region, the error is manageable, as its
measure can be made arbitrarily small.

With this foundation, we now proceed to the details. We divide the domain [0, 1]d into
a collection of “important” cubes, denoted {Qk}k∈{1,2,···,Md}, along with a “negligible” region

Ω, where M = NL. Each cube Qk is associated with a representative point xk ∈ Qk. An
illustration of xk, Ω, and Qk can be seen in Figure 9. The construction of the desired network
to approximate the target function is organized into two main steps below.

1. First, we construct a sub-network that realizes a function ϕ1 which maps each cube Qk

to its respective index k. Specifically, we have ϕ1(x) = k for any x ∈ Qk and k ∈
{1, 2, · · · ,Md}.

2. Next, we design a sub-network to implement a function ϕ2 that maps each index k ap-
proximately to f(xk). Consequently, we obtain ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x) = ϕ2(k) ≈ f(xk) ≈ f(x) for
any x ∈ Qk and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}, implying that ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 ≈ f outside of Ω.
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}

ϕ1(x) = k

∀x ∈ Qk

ϕ2(k) ≈ f(xk)

Figure 9: An illustration of the approach for constructing a network to approximate f . Observe
that ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 ≈ f outside of Ω, as ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x) = ϕ2(k) ≈ f(xk) ≈ f(x) for any x ∈ Qk and
k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}.

The floor function is quite effective for handling the first step. To simplify the final proof, we
introduce Proposition 4.1 below, which demonstrates how to construct a network that efficiently
approximates the floor function. The proof of Proposition 4.1 is provided in Section 5.1.

Proposition 4.1. Given any δ ∈ (0, 1) and N,L ∈ N+, there exists

ϕ ∈ MNReLU

{
4N − 1, 3, L; R→R

}

such that

ϕ(x) = ⌊x⌋ for any x ∈
NL−1⋃

k=0

[
k, k + 1− δ

]
.

The purpose of ϕ2 is to map each k approximately to f(xk) for k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}. Notably,
in constructing ϕ2, we only need to ensure correct values at a finite set of points {1, 2, · · · ,Md},
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rather than over an entire continuous domain. This key insight significantly simplifies the
design of a network that realizes ϕ2. However, even with this simplification, the ReLU activation
function is not particularly effective for this type of point-matching problem. In Proposition 4.2
below, we demonstrate that the sine function is exceptionally efficient for this task. The proof
of Proposition 4.2 is provided in Section 5.2.

Proposition 4.2. Given any ε > 0 and yk ∈ R for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, there exist u, v, w ∈ R such
that ∣∣u · sin

(
v · sin(kw)

)
− yk

∣∣ < ε for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

We remark that Proposition 4.2 can also be understood through the concept of density.
Specifically, for any K ∈ N+, the set

{(
u · sin

(
v · sin(w)

)
, u · sin

(
v · sin(2w)

)
, · · · , u · sin

(
v · sin(Kw)

))
: u, v, w ∈ R

}

is dense in RK . Additionally, we note that in Proposition 4.2, we can set u = max{|yk| : k =
1, 2, · · · ,K}.

When analyzing the approximation power of MMNNs activated by SinTUs, we need to
leverage the singularity of SinTUs for spatial partitioning. To simplify this process, we use ReLU
for spatial partitioning and employ sub-MMNNs activated by SinTUs to reproduce/approximate
ReLU. Proposition 4.3 below is specifically introduced to streamline the proof. The detailed proof
of Proposition 4.3 can be found in Section 5.3.

Proposition 4.3. Given any B > 0, k ∈ N, and ϱ ∈ S, there exists ϕη ∈ FNϱ{2, 1; R→ R}
for each η ∈ (0, 1) such that

ϕη(x) ⇒ ReLU(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [−B,B].

The above proposition demonstrates that two active ϱ-activated neurons are sufficient to
approximate ReLU arbitrarily well.

4.3 Detailed Proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 Based on Propositions

We are now prepared to present the detailed proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, assuming the
validity of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, which will be proven in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.

Let M = NL and δ ∈ (0, 1) be a small number determined later. We first divide [0, 1]d into
a set of sub-cubes and a small region. To this end, we define x̃β := β/M and

Q̃β :=
{
x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ [0, 1]d : xi ∈ [ βi

M , βi+1−δ
M ], i = 1, · · · , d

}

for each d-dimensional index β = (β1, · · · , βd) ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M−1}d. Then the “negligible” region
Ω, given by

Ω = [0, 1]d
∖(

∪β∈{0,1,···,M−1}d Q̃β

)
,

has a sufficiently small measure for small δ.
To simplify notation, we reindex the d-dimensional indices as one-dimensional indices. For

this purpose, we establish a one-to-one mapping between {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d and {1, 2, · · · ,Md},
defined by1

g(β) = 1 +

d∑

i=1

βi ·M i−1 for any β = (β1, · · · , βd) ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d.

1 Note that the definition of g is inspired by concepts from representations of integers in various bases.
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Thus, for each k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}, there exists a unique β ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d such that
g(β) = k. Accordingly, we reindex x̃β and Q̃β as xk and Qk, respectively. That is,

xk = x̃β and Qk = Q̃β with k = g(β) for any β = (β1, · · · , βd) ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d.

See Figure 10 for illustrations of Ω, Q̃β, x̃β, Qk, and xk for β ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d and
k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md} when M = 4 and d = 2.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Q̃0,0 Q̃1,0 Q̃2,0 Q̃3,0

Q̃0,1 Q̃1,1 Q̃2,1 Q̃3,1

Q̃0,2 Q̃1,2 Q̃2,2 Q̃3,2

Q̃0,3 Q̃1,3 Q̃2,3 Q̃3,3

x̃β Q̃β Ω

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8

Q9 Q10 Q11 Q12

Q13 Q14 Q15 Q16

xk Qk Ω

Figure 10: Illustrations of Ω, Q̃β, x̃β, Qk, and xk for β ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1}d and k ∈
{1, 2, · · · ,Md} when M = 4 and d = 2.

Next, we construct a network-realized function that maps x ∈ Qk to k for any k ∈
{1, 2, · · · ,Md}. Fixing x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Qk for some k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}, there exists a
unique β = (β1, · · · , βd) such that g(β) = k. Then, x ∈ Qk = Q̃β implies

xi ∈
[ βi
M
,
βi + 1− δ

M

]
for i = 1, · · · , d,

from which we deduce

Mxi ∈ [βi, βi + 1− δ] with βi ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,M − 1} for i = 1, · · · , d. (8)

By Proposition 4.1, there exists a function ψ ∈ FNReLU

{
4N − 1, L; R→R

}
such that

ψ(x) = ⌊x⌋ for any x ∈
NL−1⋃

m=0

[
m,m+ 1− δ

]
=

M−1⋃

m=0

[
m,m+ 1− δ

]
.

Then, by Equation (8), we have

ψ(xi) = βi for i = 1, · · · , d.

By defining

Ψ(y) :=
(
ψ(y1), ψ(y2), · · · , ψ(yd)

)
for any x = (y1, · · · , yd) ∈ Rd,

we have Ψ(x) = β, implying
g ◦Ψ(x) = g(β) = k.

Since x ∈ Qk and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md} are arbitrary, we have

g ◦Ψ(x) = k for any x ∈ Qk and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}. (9)

To construct a function that maps k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md} approximately to f(xk), we apply
Proposition 4.2 with K =Md and yk = f(xk). This yields the existence of constants u, v, w ∈ R
such that ∣∣u · sin

(
v · sin(kw)

)
− f(xk)

∣∣ < ε for k = 1, 2, · · · ,Md, (10)
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where ε > 0 is a small number to be determined later.
We define

ϕ1(y) := g ◦Ψ(y) for any y ∈ Rd

and
ϕ2(z) = u · sin

(
v · sin(wz)

)
for any z ∈ R.

It is clear that ψ ∈ MNReLU

{
4N − 1, 3, L; R→R

}
implies

Ψ ∈ MNReLU

{
d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →Rd

}
.

Recall that g : Rd → R is an affine linear map. By combining g with the final affine linear map
(correspoding to Ψ) into a new mapping, we obtain

ϕ1 = g ◦Ψ ∈ MNReLU

{
d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →Rd

}
.

Since ϕ2(z) = u · sin
(
v · sin(wz)

)
, we have

ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 ∈ MN(sin,ReLU)

{
d(4N − 1), 3d, L+ 2; R→Rd

}
.

To complete the proof of Theorem 2.2, where the corresponding ϕ is defined as ϕ := ϕ2 ◦ϕ1,
it remains to bound the approximation error. For any x ∈ Qk and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,Md}, by
Equations (9) and (10), we have

|ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(xk)| =
∣∣∣ϕ2
(
g ◦Ψ(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
= k by (9)

)
− f(xk)

∣∣∣ = |ϕ2(k)− f(xk)|

=
∣∣u · sin

(
v · sin(kw)

)
− f(xk)

∣∣ < ε

and ∥xk − x∥2 ≤
√

d(1−δ)

M ≤
√
d

M , from which we deduce

|ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(x)| ≤ |ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(xk)|+ |f(xk)− f(x)| ≤ ε+ ωf (
√
d

M ).

Recall that
⋃

k∈{0,1,···,Md−1}

Qk = [0, 1]d \ Ω and ∥ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1∥L∞([0,1]d) ≤ ∥ϕ2∥L∞(R) ≤ |u|,

where u is a constant determined by f and is independent of δ. Therefore

∥ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 − f∥p
Lp([0,1]d)

=

∫

Ω
|ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(x)|pdx+

∫

[0,1]d\Ω
|ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(x)|pdx

≤ µ(Ω) · ∥ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 − f∥pL∞(Ω) +

Md∑

k=1

∫

Qk

|ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1(x)− f(x)|pdx

≤ µ(Ω) ·
(
|u|+ ∥f∥L∞([0,1]d)

)p
+

Md∑

k=1

µ(Qk) ·
(
ε+ ωf (

√
d

M )
)p

≤ µ(Ω) ·
(
|u|+ ∥f∥L∞([0,1]d)

)p
+
(
ε+ ωf (

√
d

M )
)p

≤
(
11
10ωf (

√
d

M )
)p

where the last inequality is achieved by setting

ε = 1
11ωf (

√
d

M ) > 0

and choosing a sufficiently small δ ∈ (0, 1) to make µ(Ω) small enough, ensuring that

µ(Ω) ·
(
|u|+ ∥f∥L∞([0,1]d)

)p
≤
(
11
10ωf (

√
d

M )
)p

−
(
12
11ωf (

√
d

M )
)p

> 0.
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We note that the condition ωf

(√
d

M

)
> 0 can be satisfied; otherwise, f would be a constant

function, which is a trivial case. That is, we obtain

∥ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 − f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 11
10ωf (

√
d

M ). (11)

Recall that ωf (n · t) ≤ n · ωf (t) for any n ∈ N+ and t ∈ [0,∞). Thus, we have

∥ϕ− f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 11
10ωf (

√
d

M ) ≤ 11
10ωf (

⌈
√
d⌉

M ) ≤ 11
10

⌈√
d
⌉
· ωf (

1
M ) ≤ 2

√
d · ωf (N

−L),

where the last inequality follows from M = NL and the fact that 11
10⌈

√
n ⌉ ≤ 2

√
n for any

n ∈ N+. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.
Recall that ϱ ∈ S is a SinTU activation function. To complete the proof of Theorem 2.1, it

is necessary to implement/approximate ϕ1 and ϕ2 using ϱ-activated MMNNs, rather than ReLU

or sine as was done in the proof of Theorem 2.2.
First, we will construct ϕ1,η ∈ MNϱ{2d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd → R} for any η ∈ (0, 1) such

that
ϕ1,η(x) ⇒ ϕ1(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

To this end, we first construct a ϱ-activation MMNN to approximate the ReLU function, since
ϕ1 ∈ MNReLU{2d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →R}. Without loss of generality, we assume that ϕ1 can
be expressed as a composition of functions

ϕ1(x) = AL ◦ ReLU ◦ ÂL−1 ◦ ÃL−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ReLU ◦ Â1 ◦ Ã1 ◦ ReLU ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd,

where A0 : Rd → R3d(4N−1), Ãℓ : R3d(4N−1) → R3d, Âℓ : R3d → R3d(4N−1), and AL :
R3d(4N−1) → R are affine linear maps for any ℓ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , L− 1}. By setting Aℓ = Âℓ ◦ Ãℓ for
any ℓ ∈ {1, 2, · · · , L− 1}, we have

ϕ1(x) = AL ◦ ReLU ◦ AL−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ReLU ◦ A1 ◦ ReLU ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd,

Since ϱ ∈ S, by Proposition 4.3, there exists ση ∈ FNϱ{2, 1; R → R} for each η ∈ (0, 1)
such that

ση(x) ⇒ ReLU(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [−B,B],

where B > 0 is a large number determined later.
For each η ∈ (0, 1), we define

ϕ1,η(x) = AL ◦ ση ◦ AL−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ση ◦ A1 ◦ ση ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd.

In other words,

ϕ1,η(x) = AL ◦ ση ◦ ÂL−1 ◦ ÃL−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ση ◦ Â1 ◦ Ã1 ◦ ση ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd.

Recall that ση ∈ FNϱ{2, 1; R → R}. To replace the ReLU activation function with ση
in a network, we substitute each ReLU with two ϱ-activated neurons. Consequently, ϕ1 ∈
MNϱ{d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →R} implies

ϕ1,η ∈ MNϱ{2d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →R}.

Next, we will prove

ϕ1,η(x) ⇒ ϕ1(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

For each η ∈ (0, 1) and ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L, let hℓ and hℓ,η denote the functions represented by the
first ℓ hidden layers of the MMNNs corresponding to ϕ1 and ϕ1,η, respectively, i.e.,

hℓ(x) := Aℓ ◦ ReLU ◦ Aℓ−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ReLU ◦ A1 ◦ ReLU ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd
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and
hℓ,η(x) := Aℓ ◦ ση ◦ Aℓ−1 ◦ · · · ◦ ση ◦ A1 ◦ ση ◦ A0(x) for any x ∈ Rd.

For ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L, we will prove by induction that

hℓ,η(x) ⇒ hℓ(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d. (12)

First, we consider the base case ℓ = 0. Clearly,

h0,η(x) = A0(x) = h0(x) ⇒ h0(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

This means Equation (12) holds for ℓ = 0.
Next, supposing Equation (12) holds for ℓ = i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , L− 1}, our goal is to prove that

it also holds for ℓ = i+ 1. Determine B > 0 via

B = max
{
∥hj∥sup([0,1]d) + 1 : j = 0, 1, · · · , L

}
,

where the continuity of ReLU guarantees the above supremum is finite, i.e., M ∈ [1,∞). By the
induction hypothesis, we have

hi,η(x) ⇒ hi(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

Clearly, for any x ∈ [0, 1]d, we have ∥hi(x)∥ℓ∞ ≤ B and

∥hi,η(x)∥ℓ∞ ≤ ∥hi(x)∥ℓ∞ + 1 ≤ B for small η > 0.

Recall that ση(t) ⇒ ReLU(t) as η → 0+ for any t ∈ [−B,B]. Then, we have

ση ◦ hi,η(x)− ReLU ◦ hi,η(x) ⇒ 0 as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

The continuity of ReLU implies the uniform continuity of ReLU on [−B,B], from which we deduce

ReLU ◦ hi,η(x)− ReLU ◦ hi(x) ⇒ 0 as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

Therefore, for any x ∈ [0, 1]d, as η → 0+, we have

ση ◦hi,η(x)− ReLU ◦hi(x) = ση ◦ hi,η(x)− ReLU ◦ hi,η(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
⇒0

+ ReLU ◦ hi,η(x)− ReLU ◦ hi(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
⇒0

⇒ 0,

from which we deduce

hi+1,η(x) = Ai+1 ◦ ση ◦ hi,η(x) ⇒ Ai+1 ◦ ReLU ◦ hi(x) = hi+1(x).

This means Equation (12) holds for ℓ = i+ 1. So we complete the inductive step.
By the principle of induction, we have

ϕ1,η(x) = hL,η(x) ⇒ hL(x) = ϕ1(x) as η → 0+ for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

Next, we consider replacing sine in ϕ2 with ϱ. Since ϱ ∈ S, there exists s ∈ R such that
ϱ(x) = sin(x) for all x ≥ s. Since ϕ1 is bounded on [0, 1]d, there exists a sufficiently large integer
m ∈ Z such that

2mπ + w · ϕ1(x) ≥ s and 2mπ + v · sin
(
w · ϕ1(x)

)
≥ s for any x ∈ [0, 1]d,

from which we deduce

sin
(
v · sin

(
w · ϕ1(x)

))
= sin

(
2mπ + v · sin

(
w · ϕ1(x)

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥ s

)
= ϱ
(
2mπ + v · sin

(
w · ϕ1(x)

))

= ϱ
(
2mπ + v · sin

(
2mπ + w · ϕ1(x)︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥ s

))
= ϱ
(
2mπ + v · ϱ

(
2mπ + w · ϕ1(x)

))
.
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Then by defining

ϕ̃2(y) := u · ϱ
(
2mπ + v · ϱ

(
2mπ + wy

))
for any y ∈ R,

for any x ∈ [0, 1]d, we have

ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1(x) = u · ϱ
(
2mπ + v · ϱ

(
2mπ + w · ϕ1(x)

))

= u · sin
(
v · sin

(
w · ϕ1(x)

))
= ϕ2 · ϕ1(x).

(13)

Recall that

|ϕ1,η(x)| ≤ |ϕ1(x)|+ 1 ≤ B for small η > 0 and any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

The continuity of ϕ̃2 implies the uniform continuity of ϕ̃2 on [−B,B], from which we deduce

ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η(x) ⇒ ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1(x) as η → 0 for any x ∈ [0, 1]d.

Then we can choose sufficiently small η0 > 0+ such that

∥ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 − ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 1
10ωf (

√
d

M ). (14)

Now we can define the desired ϕ for Theorem 2.1 via ϕ := ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 .
By Equations (11), (13), and (14), we have

∥ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 − f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ ∥ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 − ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1∥Lp([0,1]d) + ∥ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1 − f∥Lp([0,1]d)

≤ 1
10ωf (

√
d

M ) + ∥ϕ2 ◦ ϕ1 − f∥Lp([0,1]d)

≤ 1
10ωf (

√
d

M ) + 11
10ωf (

√
d

M ) = 6
5ωf (

√
d

M ).

Recall that ωf (n · t) ≤ n · ωf (t) for any n ∈ N+ and t ∈ [0,∞). Thus, we have

∥ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 − f∥Lp([0,1]d) ≤ 6
5ωf (

√
d

M ) ≤ 6
5ωf (

⌈
√
d⌉

M ) ≤ 6
5

⌈√
d
⌉
· ωf (

1
M ) ≤ 2

√
d · ωf (N

−L),

where the last inequality follows fromM = NL and the fact that 6
5⌈
√
n ⌉ ≤ 2

√
n for any n ∈ N+.

Recall that ϕ̃2(y) := u · ϱ
(
2mπ + v · ϱ

(
2mπ + wy

))
for any y ∈ R and

ϕ1,η0 ∈ MNϱ{2d(4N − 1), 3d, L; Rd →R}.

We conclude that

ϕ̃2 ◦ ϕ1,η0 ∈ MNϱ{2d(4N − 1), 3d, L+ 2; Rd →R},

which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

5 Proofs of Propositions in Section 4.2

In this section, we present the detailed proofs of all propositions stated in Section 4.2. Specif-
ically, the proofs of Propositions 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3 are provided in Sections 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3,
respectively.
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5.1 Proof of Proposition 4.1

We will prove Proposition 4.1, which demonstrates the efficiency of ReLU FCNNs in approximat-
ing the floor function. The core idea is to use compositions of continuous piecewise functions to
approximate the floor function effectively. To simplify the proof, we introduce a lemma below,
which shows that continuous piecewise functions can be exactly represented by one-hidden-layer
ReLU FCNNs.

Lemma 5.1. For any n ∈ N+, it holds that

CPwL
(
n
)
⊆ FNReLU

{
n+ 1, 1; R→R

}
. (15)

Proof. We proceed by mathematical induction to prove Equation (15). We begin with the base
case n = 1. For any f ∈ CPwL

(
1
)
, there exist a1, a2, x0 ∈ R such that

f(x) =

{
a1(x− x0) + f(x0) if x ≥ x0,

a2(x0 − x) + f(x0) if x < x0.

Thus, we can express f(x) as f(x) = a1σ(x − x0) + a2σ(x0 − x) + f(x0) for any x ∈ R, which
implies f ∈ FNReLU

{
2, 1; R→R

}
. Therefore, Equation (15) holds for n = 1.

Now, suppose Equation (15) holds for n = k ∈ N+. We aim to show that it also holds for
n = k+ 1. For any f ∈ CPwL

(
k+ 1

)
, we assume without loss of generality that f has a largest

breakpoint at x0 (the case where f has no breakpoints is trivial). Let a1 and a2 represent the
slopes of the linear segments directly to the left and right of x0, respectively. Define

f̃(x) := f(x)− (a2 − a1)σ(x− x0) for any x ∈ R.

With this construction, f̃ has slope a1 on both sides of x0, effectively smoothing out the break-
point at x0 in f . Thus, f̃ is obtained by eliminating this breakpoint, leaving it with at most k
breakpoints. By the induction hypothesis, we know that

f̃ ∈ CPwL
(
k
)
⊆ FNReLU

{
k + 1, 1; R→R

}
.

Thus, there exist constants uj , vj , wj , c for j = 1, 2, · · · , k + 1 such that

f̃(x) =
k+1∑

j=1

ujσ(vjx+ wj) + c for any x ∈ R.

Therefore, for any x ∈ R, we can write

f(x) = (a2 − a1)σ(x− x0) + f̃(x) = (a2 − a1)σ(x− x0) +
k+1∑

j=1

ujσ(vjx+ wj) + c,

implying that f ∈ FNReLU

{
k + 2, 1; R→R

}
. Thus, Equation (15) holds for k + 1, completing

the induction process and, hence, the proof of Lemma 5.1.

With Lemma 5.1 established, we are now ready to prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Given any x ∈ ⋃NL−1
k=0

[
k, k+1−δ

]
, our goal is to construct ϕ, realized

by a network with desired size, mapping x to ⌊x⌋. Clearly ⌊x⌋ ∈ {0, 1, · · · , NL − 1} and hence
there exists unique (n1, n2, · · · , nL) ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}L such that

⌊x⌋ =
L∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i. (16)
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In other words, the above equation forms a one-to-one map between {0, 1, · · · , NL − 1} and
{0, 1, · · · , N − 1}L.

For ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L, we define

mℓ =
L∑

i=ℓ+1

ni ·NL−i and zℓ = x−
ℓ∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i.

Clearly, z0 = x,

zℓ = x− ⌊x⌋+ ⌊x⌋ −
L∑

i=ℓ+1

ni ·NL−i = x− ⌊x⌋+
L∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i −
L∑

i=ℓ+1

ni ·NL−i

= x− ⌊x⌋+
ℓ∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i = x− ⌊x⌋+mℓ,

and

⌊zℓ⌋ =
⌊
x− ⌊x⌋︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈ [0,1)

+ mℓ︸︷︷︸
∈Z

⌋
= mℓ

for ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L. We claim

nℓ+1 ≤
zℓ

NL−ℓ−1
≤ nℓ+1 + 1− δ

NL−ℓ−1
for ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L− 1. (17)

To demonstrate this, we first establish the lower bound. Clearly,

zℓ
NL−ℓ

=
x− ⌊x⌋+mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
≥ mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
=

∑L
i=ℓ+1 ni ·NL−i

NL−ℓ−1
≥ nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1)

NL−ℓ−1
= nℓ+1.

Next, we proceed to verify the upper bound. Clearly,

zℓ
NL−ℓ−1

=
x− ⌊x⌋+mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
=
x− ⌊x⌋+ δ +mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
− δ

NL−ℓ−1

≤ 1 +mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
− δ

NL−ℓ−1
≤ nℓ + 1− δ

NL−ℓ
,

where the last inequality come from

1 +mℓ

NL−ℓ−1
=

1 +
∑L

i=ℓ+1 ni ·NL−i

NL−ℓ−1
=

1 +
∑L

i=ℓ+2 ni ·NL−i + nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1)

NL−ℓ−1

≤ 1 +
∑L

i=ℓ+2(N − 1) ·NL−i + nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1)

NL−ℓ−1

=
NL−ℓ−1 + nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1)

NL−ℓ−1
= nℓ + 1.

Thus, we complete the proof of Equation (17).
Let h be a continuous piecewise linear function with h ∈ CPwL(2N − 2) and

h(k) = h
(
k + 1− δ

NL−1

)
= k for k = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1.

See Figure 11 for an illustration of h when N = 5. Obviously,

h(t) = k if t ∈
[
k, k + 1− δ

NL−1

]
for k = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1.
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Figure 11: An illustration of h when N = 5.

For ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L− 1, we have nℓ+1 ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1} and Equation (17) implies

zℓ
NL−ℓ−1

∈
[
nℓ+1, nℓ+1 + 1− δ

NL−ℓ−1

]
⊆
[
nℓ+1, nℓ+1 + 1− δ

NL−1

]
.

It follows that
h
( zℓ
NL−ℓ−1

)
= nℓ+1 for ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L− 1,

from which we deduce

zℓ+1 = x−
ℓ+1∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i = x−
ℓ∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i − nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1)

= zℓ − nℓ+1 ·NL−(ℓ+1) = zℓ − h
( zℓ
NL−ℓ−1

)
·NL−ℓ−1.

Therefore, by defining

hℓ(z) = h
( z

NL−ℓ−1

)
and h̃ℓ(z) = z − h

( z

NL−ℓ−1

)
·NL−ℓ−1 for any z ∈ R,

we have
hℓ(zℓ) = nℓ+1 and h̃ℓ(zℓ) = zℓ+1 for ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L− 1. (18)

Moreover, h ∈ CPwL(2N − 2) implies hℓ, h̃ℓ ∈ CPwL(2N − 2) for ℓ = 0, 1, · · · , L − 1. Then by
Lemma 5.1,

hℓ, h̃ℓ ∈ CPwL(2N − 2) ⊆ FNReLU

{
2N − 1, 1; R→R

}
. (19)

This means that hℓ and h̃ℓ can be implemented by one-hidden-layer ReLU FCNNs of width
2N − 1.

Consequently, the desired function ϕ can be realized by a ReLU MMNN of width 1 + (2N −
1) + (2N − 1) = 4N − 1, rank 3, and depth L, as illustrated in Figure 12. That is,

ϕ ∈ MNReLU

{
4N − 1, 3, L; R→R

}
,

which completes the proof of Proposition 4.1.

5.2 Proof of Proposition 4.2

We will establish the proof of Proposition 4.2. To facilitate this, we introduce two key lemmas
that serve as intermediate steps in proving Proposition 4.2. The first lemma demonstrates how
to use the sine function with a single parameter to generate rationally independent numbers.
The second lemma shows the density of point sets generated by the sine function combined
with rational numbers within a high-dimensional hypercube.

Lemma 5.2. Given K ∈ N+, there exists w0 ∈
(
− 1

K ,
1
K

)
such that sin(kw0), for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K,

are rationally independent.
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x = z0

h0(z0) = n1

h̃0(z0) = z1

n1 ·NL−1

h1(z1) = n2

h̃1(z1) = z2

2∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i

h2(z2) = n3

h̃2(z2) = z3

L−2∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i

hL−2(zL−2) = nL−1

h̃L−2(zL−2) = zL−1

L−1∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i

hL−1(zL−1) = nL

L∑

i=1

ni ·NL−i = ⌊x⌋ =: ϕ(x)

ddd
h0

dddh̃0

ddd
h1

dddh̃1

ddd
h2

dddh̃2

dddhL−1

· · ·

input 1 rank 2 rank 3 rank rank L fake fake output

Figure 12: The target network implementing ϕ based on Equations (16), (18), and (19). In this
architecture, redundant (fake) layers can be removed by merging the preceding and succeeding
affine linear transformations into a single one.

Lemma 5.3. Given any rationally independent numbers a1, a2, · · · , aK , for any K ∈ N+, the
following set {(

sin(wa1), sin(wa2), · · · , sin(waK)
)
: w ∈ R

}

is dense in [−1, 1]K .

We are now prepared to prove Proposition 4.2, assuming the validity of Lemmas 5.2 and
5.1, which will be proven in Sections 5.2.1 and 5.2.2, respectively.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Given any ε > 0 and yk ∈ R for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, we define

u := max
{
|yk| : k = 1, 2, · · · ,K

}
.

Assuming u > 0 (the case u = 0 is trivial), we set zk = yk/u ≤ 1. Then, by Lemma 5.2, there
exists w such that ak = sin(kw) for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K are rationally independent. Moreover, by
Lemma 5.3, the following set

{[
sin(va1), sin(va2), · · · , sin(vaK)

]T
: v ∈ R

}

is dense in [−1, 1]K . That is, there exists v ∈ R such that

∣∣ sin(vak)− zk
∣∣ ≤ ε/u for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

Therefore, for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, we have

∣∣∣u · sin
(
v · sin(kw)

)
− yk

∣∣∣ = u
∣∣∣ sin

(
v · sin(kw)

)
− yk/u

∣∣∣
= u

∣∣ sin
(
v · ak

)
− zk

∣∣ < u · ε/u = ε.

So we finish the proof of Proposition 4.2.

5.2.1 Proof of Lemma 5.2

We prove this lemma by contradiction. If it does not hold, then sin(kw), for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K,
are rationally dependent for any w ∈

(
− 1

K ,
1
K

)
= I. That means, for all w ∈ I, there exists

λ = (λ1, · · · , λK) ∈ QK\{0} such that
∑K

k=1 λk sin(kw) = 0. For each λ ∈ QK , we define

Iλ :=

{
w ∈ I :

K∑

k=1

λk sin(kw) = 0

}
.
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It follows that

I =
⋃

λ∈QK

{
w ∈ I :

K∑

k=1

λk sin(kw) = 0

}
=

⋃

λ∈QK

Iλ

Recall that a countable union of countable sets remains countable. However, we observe that
while QK\{0} is countable, the union I =

⋃
λ∈QK Iλ is uncountable. Then there exists λ =

(λ1, · · · , λK) ∈ QK\{0} such that Iλ is uncountable, i.e.,

K∑

k=1

λk sin(kw) = 0 for all w ∈ Iλ.

Define the function

g(w) :=

K∑

k=1

λk sin (kw) for all w ∈ I.

The real analyticity of sine ensures that g is also real analytic. By the property that each zero
of a real analytic function is isolated, a non-zero real analytic function has only countably many
zeros. It follows that g(w) = 0 for all w ∈ I. Thus, we have

0 = g(m)(w) =
K∑

k=1

λkk
m sin(m) (kw) for all w ∈ I and m ∈ N,

from which we deduce

K∑

k=1

λkk
m sin(m) (0) = 0 for all m ∈ N.

It is easy to verify that | sin(m)(0)| = 1 for odd m ∈ N. It follows that

K∑

k=1

λkk
m = 0 for odd m ∈ N. (20)

We assert that Equation (20) leads to λ = (λ1, · · · , λK) = 0, which contradicts the assump-
tion that λ ∈ QK \{0}. To complete the proof, it suffices to establish this assertion. We assume
K ≥ 2, as the case K = 1 is straightforward. By Equation (20), for any odd m ∈ N, we have

0 =
1

(K − 1)m

K∑

k=1

λkk
m =

K∑

k=1

λk

( k

K − 1

)m
=

K−1∑

k=1

λk

( k

K − 1

)m
+ λK

( K

K − 1

)m
,

implying

|λK | ·
( K

K − 1

)m
=

∣∣∣∣∣−
K−1∑

k=1

λk

( k

K − 1

)m
∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

K−1∑

k=1

|λk|.

If λK ̸= 0, then in the above equation, the left-hand side becomes unbounded as m grows large,
while the right-hand side remains bounded. Thus, we must have λK = 0. Using a similar
argument, we can show that λk = 0 for k = K − 1,K − 2, · · · , 1. So we finish the proof of
Lemma 5.2.
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5.2.2 Proof of Lemma 5.3

The proof of Lemma 5.3 primarily relies on the fact that an irrational winding is dense on the
torus, which is a fascinating phenomenon in transcendental number theory and Diophantine
approximations. For completeness, we establish the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Given any K ∈ N+ and rationally independent numbers a1, a2, · · · , aK , the set

{(
τ(wa1), τ(wa2), · · · , τ(waK)

)
: w ∈ R

}
⊆ [0, 1)K

is dense in [0, 1]K , where τ(x) := x− ⌊x⌋ for any x ∈ R.

Lemma 5.4 is equivalent to Lemma 22 in (Shen et al., 2022a) and Lemma 2 in (Yarotsky,
2021), where proofs can be found. Now, assuming Lemma 5.4 holds, let us proceed with the
proof of Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 5.3. Define g(x) := sin(2πx) for any x ∈ R. Clearly, g is periodic with period
1 and uniformly continuous on [−1

4 ,
1
4 ]. For any ε > 0, there exists δ ∈ (0, 12) such that

|g(u)− g(v)| < ε for any u, v ∈ [−1
4 ,

1
4 ] with |u− v| < δ. (21)

Given any ξ = [ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξK ] ∈ [−1, 1]K = [g(−1
4), g(

1
4)]

K , there exists

y1, y2, · · · , yK ∈ [−1
4 ,

1
4 ]

such that
g(yk) = ξk for any k = 1, 2, · · · ,K. (22)

For k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, by setting

ỹk = yk +
δ
2 · 1

{yk≤−1
4+

δ
2}

− δ
2 · 1

{yk≥
1
4−

δ
2}
,

we have
ỹk = yk +

δ
2 · 1

{yk≤−1
4+

δ
2}

− δ
2 · 1

{yk≥
1
4−

δ
2}

∈
[
− 1

4 + δ
2 ,

1
4 − δ

2

]

and
|ỹk − yk| ≤

∣∣∣ δ2 · 1
{yk≤−1

4+
δ
2}

− δ
2 · 1

{yk≥
1
4−

δ
2}

∣∣∣ ≤ δ/2.

Define τ(x) := x− ⌊x⌋ for any x ∈ R. Clearly, [τ(ỹ1), τ(ỹ2), · · · , τ(ỹK)]T ∈ [0, 1]K . Then, by
Lemma 5.4, there exists w0 ∈ R such that

|τ(w0ak)− τ(ỹk)| < δ/2 for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K,

from which we deduce
∣∣∣τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋ − ỹk

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣τ(w0ak)−

(
ỹk − ⌊ỹk⌋

)∣∣∣ =
∣∣τ(w0ak)− τ(ỹk)

∣∣ < δ/2.

It follows from ỹk ∈ [−1
4 + δ

2 ,
1
4 − δ

2 ] that

τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋ ∈ [−1
4 ,

1
4 ] for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

Moreover,

∣∣∣τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋ − yk

∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋ − ỹk

∣∣∣+
∣∣ỹk − yk

∣∣ < δ/2 + δ/2 = δ
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for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K. Then, by Equation (21), we have

∣∣∣g
(
τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋

)
− g(yk)

∣∣∣ < ε for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K.

Recall that g is periodic with a period of 1. Thus, we have

g
(
τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋

)
= g
(
w0ak − ⌊w0ak⌋+ ⌊ỹk⌋

)
= g(w0ak) = sin(2πw0ak)

for k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, implying

∣∣ sin(2πw0ak)− ξk
∣∣ =

∣∣ sin(2πw0ak)− g(yk)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣g
(
τ(w0ak) + ⌊ỹk⌋

)
− g(yk)

∣∣∣ < ε.

Therefore, by setting w1 = 2πw0 ∈ R, we get
∥∥∥
(
g(w1a1), g(w1a2), · · · , g(w1aK)

)
− ξ
∥∥∥
ℓ∞

< ε,

Since ε > 0 and ξ ∈ [−1, 1]K are arbitrary, the set

{(
g(wa1), g(wa2), · · · , g(waK)

)
: w ∈ R

}

is dense in [−1, 1]K . So we finish the proof of Lemma 5.3.

5.3 Proof of Proposition 4.3

Given any ε ∈ (0, 1), our goal is to construct ϕε ∈ FNϱ{2, 1; R→R} with ϱ ∈ S to approximate
ReLU well on [−B,B]. Since ϱ ∈ S, there exists x0 ∈ R such that

ϱ(x) =

{
sin(x) if x ≥ x0,

sin(x0) if x < x0.

Clearly, we have

lim
t→0−

ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
= lim

t→0−

sin(x0)− sin(x0)

t
= 0

and

L := lim
t→0+

ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
= lim

t→0+

sin(x0 + t)− sin(x0)

t
= sin′(x0) = cos(x0).

We split the remainder of the proof into two cases: L ̸= 0 and L = 0.

Case 1: L ̸= 0.

First, we consider the case L ̸= 0. Since

lim
t→0−

ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
= 0 ̸= L = lim

t→0+

ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
.

There exists a small δε ∈ (0, 1) such that

∣∣∣ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
− 0
∣∣∣ < |L|ε

B
for any t ∈ (−δε, 0).

and ∣∣∣ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
− L

∣∣∣ < |L|ε
B

for any t ∈ (0, δε).

That is, ∣∣∣ϱ(x0 + t)− ϱ(x0)

t
− L · 1{t>0}

∣∣∣ < |L|ε
B

for any t ∈ (−δε, 0) ∪ (0, δε).
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Recall that ReLU(x) = x · 1{x>0}. Therefore, the expression ϱ(x0+t)−ϱ(x0)
t · x

L should provide a
good approximation of ReLU. Based on this, we define

ϕε(x) :=
ϱ(x0 + εx)− ϱ(x0)

Lε
for any x ∈ R.

Clearly, ϕε(0) = 0 and

ϕε ∈ FNϱ{1, 1; R→R} ⊆ FNϱ{2, 1; R→R}.

Moreover, for any x ∈ [−B,B]\{0} and each ε ∈
(
0, δεB

)
, we have εx ∈ (−δε, 0) ∪ (0, δε), from

which we deduce

∣∣ϕε(x)− ReLU(x)
∣∣ = |x|

|L| ·
∣∣∣L
x
· ϕε(x)−

L

x
· ReLU(x)

∣∣∣

=
|x|
|L| ·

∣∣∣L
x
· ϱ(x0 + εx)− ϱ(x0)

Lε
− L

x
· x · 1{x>0}

∣∣∣

=
|x|
|L| ·

∣∣∣ϱ(x0 + εx)− ϱ(x0)

εx
− L · 1{x>0}

∣∣∣ ≤ |x|
|L| ·

|L|ε
B

≤ ε.

Therefore, we can conclude that

ϕε(x) ⇒ ReLU(x) as ε→ 0+ for any x ∈ [−M,M ].

That means we finish the proof for the case of L ̸= 0.

Case 2: L = 0.

Next, we consider the case where 0 = L = cos(x0). This implies that x0 =
(2k+1)π

2 for some
k ∈ Z. It is straightforward to verify that ϱ ∈ C1(R)\C2(R). Specifically, we have

lim
t→0−

ϱ′(x0 + t)− ϱ′(x0)

t
= lim

t→0−

0− 0

t
= 0.

and

L̃ := lim
t→0+

ϱ′(x0 + t)− ϱ′(x0)

t
= lim

t→0+

cos(x0 + t)− 0

t
= lim

t→0+

cos(x0 + t)− cos
( (2k+1)π

2

)

t

= lim
t→0+

cos(x0 + t)− cos(x0)

t
= − sin(x0) = − sin

( (2k+1)π
2

)
∈ {−1, 1}.

Then there exists a small δε ∈ (0, 1) such that

∣∣∣ϱ
′(x0 + t)− ϱ′(x0)

t
− L̃ · 1{t>0}

∣∣∣ < |L̃|ε
2B

for any t ∈ (−δε, 0) ∪ (0, δε).

We define

ϕ̃ε(x) :=
ϱ′(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

L̃ε
for any x ∈ R.

Clearly, ϕ̃ε(0) = 0. Moreover, for any x ∈ [−B,B]\{0} and each ε ∈
(
0, δεB

)
, we have εx ∈

(−δε, 0) ∪ (0, δε), from which we deduce

∣∣ϕ̃ε(x)− ReLU(x)
∣∣ = |x|

|L̃|
·
∣∣∣ L̃
x
· ϕ̃ε(x)−

L̃

x
· ReLU(x)

∣∣∣

=
|x|
|L̃|

·
∣∣∣ L̃
x
· ϱ

′(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

L̃ε
− L̃

x
· x · 1{x>0}

∣∣∣

=
|x|
|L̃|

·
∣∣∣ϱ

′(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

εx
− L̃ · 1{x>0}

∣∣∣ ≤ |x|
|L̃|

· |L̃|ε
2B

≤ ε

2
.
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That is, for each ε ∈ (0, δεB ), we have

∣∣ϕ̃ε(x)− ReLU(x)
∣∣ ≤ ε

2
for any x ∈ [−B,B]. (23)

For each η ∈ (0, 1), we define

hη(z) :=
ϱ(z + η)− ϱ(z)

η
for any z ∈ R.

Recall that ϱ ∈ C1(R)\C2(R). By Lagrange’s mean value theorem, for any z ∈ R, there exists
ξ ∈ (z, z + η) such that

hη(z) =
ϱ(z + η)− ϱ(z)

η
= ϱ′(ξ),

from which we deduce

hη(z) =
ϱ(z + η)− ϱ(z)

η
= ϱ′(ξ) ⇒ ϱ′(z) as η → 0 for any z ∈ [x0 − 1, x0 + 1].

Then there exists ηε > 0 such that

∣∣hηε(z)− ϱ′(z)
∣∣ < |L̃|ε2

2
for any z ∈ [x0 − 1, x0 + 1].

Next, we can define the desired ϕε via

ϕε(x) :=
hηε(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

L̃ε
=

ϱ(x0+εx+ηε)−ϱ(x0+εx)
ηε

− ϱ′(x0)

L̃ε

=
ϱ(x0 + εx+ ηε)− ϱ(x0 + εx)− ηεϱ

′(x0)

ηεL̃ε

for any x ∈ R. Clearly, ϕε ∈ FNϱ{2, 1; R→ R}. Moreover, for each ε ∈
(
0, δεB

)
⊆
(
0, 1

B

)
and

any x ∈ [−B,B], we have x0 + εx ∈ [x0 − 1, x0 + 1], implying

∣∣ϕε(x)− ϕ̃ε(x)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
hηε(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

ε
− ϱ′(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0)

ε

∣∣∣∣

≤ 1

ε
·
∣∣∣hηε(x0 + εx)− ϱ′(x0 + εx)

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

|L̃|ε
· |L̃|ε

2

2
=
ε

2
.

Combining this with Equation (23), we can conclude that

∣∣ϕε(x)− ReLU(x)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣ϕε(x)− ϕ̃ε(x)
∣∣+
∣∣ϕ̃ε(x)− ReLU(x)

∣∣ ≤ ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε,

for each ε ∈
(
0, δεB

)
and any x ∈ [−B,B]. That means

ϕε(x) ⇒ ReLU(x) as ε→ 0+ for any x ∈ [−B,B].

Thus, we have completed the proof for the case L = 0, thereby concluding the proof of Propo-
sition 4.3.
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6 Conclusion

In this work, we investigate the crucial interplay between neural network architectures and
activation functions, emphasizing how their proper alignment significantly influences practical
performance. Specifically, we propose the use of sine and a new class of activation functions,
SinTUs, and examine their effectiveness within Multi-Component and Multi-Layer Neural Net-
works (MMNNs) structures, termed FMMNNs. Our findings demonstrate that the combination
of sine or SinTUs with MMNNs establishes a highly synergistic framework, offering both the-
oretical and empirical advantages especially for capturing high frequency components in the
target functions.

First, we establish that MMNNs equipped with sine or SinTUs exhibit strong approximation
capabilities, surpassing traditional architectures in mathematical expressiveness. We further
analyze the optimization landscape of MMNNs, revealing that their training dynamics are
considerably more favorable than those of standard FCNNs. This insight suggests that MMNNs
benefit from reduced training complexity and improved convergence properties.

To validate our theoretical analysis, we conduct extensive numerical experiments focused on
function approximation. The results consistently show that FMMNNs outperform conventional
models in both accuracy and computational efficiency. These findings highlight the potential
of MMNNs with sine-based activation functions as a robust and efficient paradigm for deep
learning applications.

While our current experiments primarily focus on function approximation, applying FMMNNs
to broader practical tasks remains an important direction for future research. Additionally, from
a theoretical standpoint, we have only explored the expressiveness of FMMNNs. A deeper un-
derstanding of their optimization dynamics is equally crucial but remains beyond the scope of
this paper. These aspects are left for future investigation.
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