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Abstract. In this work, we study the Kantorovich variant of max-min neural

network operators, in which the operator kernel is defined in terms of sigmoidal
functions. Our main aim is to demonstrate the Lp-convergence of these nonlin-

ear operators for 1 ≤ p < ∞, which makes it possible to obtain approximation

results for functions that are not necessarily continuous. In addition, we will
derive quantitative estimates for the rate of approximation in the Lp-norm.

We will provide some explicit examples, studying the approximation of dis-

continuous functions with the max-min operator, and varying additionally the
underlying sigmoidal function of the kernel. Further, we numerically compare

the Lp-approximation error with the respective error of the Kantorovich vari-

ants of other popular neural network operators. As a final application, we show
that the Kantorovich variant has advantages compared to the sampling variant

of the max-min operator and Kantorovich variant of the max-product operator

when it comes to approximate noisy functions as for instance biomedical ECG
signals.

1. Introduction

Neural network operators have been widely studied in approximation theory [1,
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 14, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 28, 29, 30]. Although originally mainly linear
neural network operators have been considered [1, 3, 4, 5, 14, 17, 18, 19, 31, 41],
nonlinear versions of these operators have recently begun to attract the attention
of several research groups [6, 7, 16, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26].

Bede et al., changing the algebraic structure of summation and multiplica-
tion, constructed pseudo-linear operators, which are in fact nonlinear [11]. Fur-
ther, pseudo-linear versions of Shepard operators were investigated, and it was
shown that these operators could outperform the classical ones, both, in the rate
of approximation, as well as in computational complexity [11, 12]. These re-
sults were the starting point of several further research on this topic and, as
far as today, a lot of studies have been conducted on pseudo-linear operators
[8, 9, 10, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 44].

Costarelli and Spigler in [17] studied positive linear neural network operators
activated by sigmoidal functions which, for sufficiently large n ∈ N, are given in the
form
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Fn (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋∑
k=⌈na⌉

f
(
k
n

)
ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋∑
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(x ∈ [a, b] ), (1.1)

where ϕσ is a suitable linear combination of sigmoidal activation functions σ :
R → R and f : [a, b] → R is a bounded function. In the definition above, ⌊·⌋ and
⌈·⌉ denote the floor and the ceiling function for a given number. Subsequently,
Costarelli and Vinti in [20] constructed the (nonlinear) max-product operators

F (M)
n (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋∨
k=⌈na⌉

f
(
k
n

)
ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(x ∈ [a, b] ), (1.2)

with
∨n

k=1 ak := maxk=1,··· ,n ak, and derived a uniform approximation theorem.
Later, in [19, 21], Costarelli and his colleagues investigated also the Kantorovich

form of the operators in (1.1) and (1.2). Furthermore, in [7], the (nonlinear) max-
min case of these operators was examined and it was shown that compared to
the positive linear neural network operators in (1.1) the max-min approximation
provides better results in some cases. It is noteworthy to mention that the max-min
case, in which the product is substituted by the minimum, has not been studied
very profoundly so far compared to other neural network operators. We also note
that the max-min operators are neither linear, nor homogeneous.

The aim of this article is to analyze the Kantorovich form of the max-min neural
network operators and to obtain a convergence theorem for Lp-spaces. This allows
to consider such operators also for the approximation of discontinuous functions.
While the max-min variant of Kantorovich operators has already been considered
in a previous article [37], to the best of our knowledge, this is the first study of the
convergence of the max-min operators in Lp spaces. Furthermore, we also aim to
obtain refined estimates for the rates of approximation of these operators. The last
part of the article includes some applications to better illustrate the understand-
ing of the topic and to see in which scenarios the max-min Kantorovich form has
advantages compared to max-product Kantorovich variant and max-min sampling
variant of the operator.

2. Max-min neural network operators

Let f : [a, b] → [0, 1] be a given function. Then, for x ∈ [a, b], the max-min
neural network operator is defined as (see [7]):

F (m)
n (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋∨
k=⌈na⌉

f

(
k

n

)
∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

, (2.1)

where a ∧ b denotes min {a, b}. Before introducing the Kantorovich type max-min
neural network operators, we need some additional definitions and assumptions.

For a given function σ : R → R, we say that σ is a sigmoidal function if
limx→−∞ σ (x) = 0 and limx→∞ σ (x) = 1. For the rest of the paper, we assume
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that σ is a nondecreasing sigmoidal function. We also assume that σ (3) > σ (1),
which is only a minor restriction that prevents some technical issues.

Beside the above definitions, the following conditions are needed.

(Σ1) σ (x)− 1/2 is an odd function on the real line,
(Σ2) σ ∈ C2 (R) is concave for all x ∈ R+

0 ,

(Σ3) σ (x) = O(|x|−(1+α)
) as x → −∞ for some α > 0.

For the rest of this paper, we use the “α” symbol exclusively in connection to
the condition specified in (Σ3). The kernel ϕσ (also called “centered bell shaped
function” in [27]) in the definition of the neural network operator is given by

ϕσ (x) :=
1

2
(σ (x+ 1)− σ (x− 1)) for all x ∈ R.

We note that, by definition, the kernel ϕσ is not necessarily compactly supported.
From the definitions and assumption above, it is possible to obtain the following

properties of ϕσ (see[17]).

Lemma 2.1. (1) ϕσ (x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ R and ϕσ (2) > 0,
(2) limx→±∞ ϕσ (x) = 0,
(3) ϕσ is nondecreasing if x < 0 and nonincreasing if x ≥ 0 (therefore ϕσ (0) ≥

ϕσ (x) for all x ∈ R),
(4) ϕσ (x) = O(|x|−(1+α)

) as x → ±∞ where α refers to the decay rate in (Σ3) ,

i.e., there exist M,L > 0 such that ϕσ (x) ≤ M |x|−(1+α)
if |x| > L.

(5) ϕσ (x) is an even function.
(6) For all x ∈ R,

∑
k∈Z

ϕσ (x− k) = 1.

Note that from (3) and (6) of Lemma 2.1, it is not hard to see that ϕσ ∈ L1 (R)
(see also Remark 1 in [21]). Furthermore, by the definition of σ and ϕσ, we have
ϕσ (x) ≤ 1/2 for all x ∈ R.

Remark 2.1. We note that, as in [17, 20], the condition (Σ2) is only used to
prove Lemma 2.1 (3) above. Thus, the reader can infer that our theory is also valid
for non-smooth sigmoidal functions, which satisfy the property (3) in Lemma 2.1
instead of the condition (Σ2).

The following lemma is required for the well-definiteness of the Kantorovich type
operator given in (3.1).

Lemma 2.2. (see [20])

(1) For a given x ∈ R, ∨
k∈Z

ϕσ (nx− k) ≥ ϕσ (2) > 0

holds for all n ∈ N,
(2) Let the interval [a, b] be given. Then for each x ∈ [a, b]

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− k) ≥ ϕσ (2) > 0

for sufficiently large n ∈ N.

If the index set has infinite elements, then “∨” corresponds to the supremum.
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Lemma 2.3. (see [20]) For every δ > 0, we get∨
k∈Z

|x−k|>nδ

ϕσ (x− k) = O
(
n−(1+α)

)
as n → ∞

uniformly in x ∈ R.

We further state some well-known properties of the max and min operations.

Lemma 2.4. (see [10]) If
∨
k∈Z

ak < ∞ or
∨
k∈Z

bk < ∞, then there holds∣∣∣∣∣∨
k∈Z

ak −
∨
k∈Z

bk

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∨
k∈Z

|ak − bk| .

Lemma 2.5. (see [11]) For all x, y, z ∈ [0, 1] , there holds

|x ∧ y − x ∧ z| ≤ x ∧ |y − z| ,
where a ∧ b denotes the min {a, b}.

Lemma 2.6. (see [11]) For any ak ≥ 0 and p ≥ 0, we have(∨
k∈Z

ak

)p

=
∨
k∈Z

apk

and (∧
k∈Z

ak

)p

=
∧
k∈Z

apk.

3. Kantorovich type max-min neural network operators

Now, instead of f
(
k
n

)
in (2.1), taking the average value of f on

[
k
n ,

k+1
n

]
, we

construct the Kantorovich type max-min neural network operator as follows

K(m)
n (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (u) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(x ∈ [a, b] ), (3.1)

where f : [a, b] → [0, 1] is measurable and n ∈ N is sufficiently large such that
⌈na⌉ ≤ ⌊nb⌋. Lemma 2.2 guarantees that the denominator in the operator is
different from zero. Therefore,

K(m)
n (f ;x) ≤

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

1 ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

= 1 < ∞,

that is, the Kantorovich type max-min operator is well-defined. Some important
properties of the max-min neural network operator are given in the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let f, g : [a, b] → [0, 1] be two measurable functions.

(a) If σ is continuous function on R, then K
(m)
n (f) is continuous on [a, b],

(b) If f (x) ≤ g (x) for all x ∈ [a, b] , then K
(m)
n (f ;x) ≤ K

(m)
n (g;x) for all

x ∈ [a, b],

(c) K
(m)
n is sublinear, that is, K

(m)
n (f + g;x) ≤ K

(m)
n (f ;x) +K

(m)
n (g;x) for

all x ∈ [a, b],

(d)
∣∣∣K(m)

n (f ;x)−K
(m)
n (g;x)

∣∣∣ ≤ K
(m)
n (|f − g| ;x) for all x ∈ [a, b].

The proof can be easily obtained from the definition of the operator and the
lemmas above.

Remark 3.1. Kantorovich type max-min neural network operators are not pseudo-

linear in the max-min sense. Notice also that K
(m)
n is not homogeneous, which

means K
(m)
n (cf) ̸= cK

(m)
n (f) for some measurable functions f and constants c > 0.

For a fixed δ > 0, x ∈ [a, b] and n ∈ N, we define Bδ,n (x) such that

Bδ,n (x) :=

{
k = ⌈na⌉ , ⌈na⌉+ 1, . . . , ⌊nb⌋ − 1 :

∣∣∣∣x− k

n

∣∣∣∣ > δ

}
.

Our approximation theorems now read as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Let f : [a, b] → [0, 1] be a measurable function. Then we have

lim
n→∞

K(m)
n (f ;x) = f (x)

at any continuity point x ∈ [a, b] of f. Furthermore, if f ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) , we get

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
∞

= 0.

Proof. Let x ∈ [a, b] be a continuity point of f . Adding and subtracting some
suitable terms, by the triangle inequality we get∣∣∣K(m)

n (f ;x)− f (x)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (u) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

−
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (x) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (x) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

− f (x)

∣∣∣∣
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where

∣∣∣∣ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (x) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

− f (x)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

f (x) ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

− f (x)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣f (x) ∧
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

− f (x)

∣∣∣∣
= 0.

Then from Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5, we obtain∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣
≤

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

∣∣∣∣n
k+1
n∫

k
n

f (u) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

− n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (x) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∣∣∣∣

≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− f (x)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

. (3.2)

Since f is continuous at the point x, then for all ε > 0, there exists a δ = δ (x, ε) > 0
such that

|f (y)− f (x)| < ε

whenever y ∈ [x− δ, x+ δ] . Partitioning the maximum operation as follows

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ∨
k∈B δ

2
,n

(x)

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− f (x)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∨ ∨
k/∈B δ

2
,n

(x)

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− f (x)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: U1

∨
U2,
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(using the fact that |u− x| ≤
∣∣u− k

n

∣∣ + ∣∣ kn − x
∣∣ ≤ 1

n + δ
2 ≤ δ for sufficiently large

n ∈ N in U2) we obtain

U2 <
∨

k/∈B δ
2
,n

(x)

ε ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤ ε.

On the other hand, since |f | ≤ 1, from Lemma 2.3 we get

U1 ≤
∨

k∈B δ
2
,n

(x)

1 ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤
∨

|nx−k|>n δ
2

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

≤ K

ϕσ (2)

1

n1+α

< ε.

for sufficiently large n ∈ N, which gives the desired result.
For the second part of the theorem, if f ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]), then using a similar

argumentation lines, and noting that δ = δ (ε) , one can easily complete the proof.
□

Theorem 3.3. Let f ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) . Then

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
= 0,

where ∥·∥p denotes the Lp norm on [a, b] for 1 ≤ p < ∞.

Proof. Since from the previous theorem∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
∞

< ε

for sufficiently large n ∈ N, then we get

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
=

( b∫
a

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣p dx) 1
p

≤
∥∥∥K(m)

n (f)− f
∥∥∥
∞

(b− a)
1/p

< ε (b− a)
1
p

for sufficiently large n ∈ N, which completes the proof. □

Theorem 3.4. Let f ∈ Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) for 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then we have

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
= 0.
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Proof. Let f ∈ Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) for 1 ≤ p < ∞. Since C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) is dense in
Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) , then for all ε > 0, there exists a g ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) such that

∥f − g∥p < ε.

Now, we know that

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
≤
∥∥∥K(m)

n (f)−K(m)
n (g)

∥∥∥
p
+
∥∥∥K(m)

n (g)− g
∥∥∥
p
+ ∥g − f∥p (3.3)

<
∥∥∥K(m)

n (f)−K(m)
n (g)

∥∥∥
p
+
∥∥∥K(m)

n (g)− g
∥∥∥
p
+ ε.

By Theorem 3.3, we have ∥∥∥K(m)
n (g)− g

∥∥∥
p
< ε

for sufficiently large n ∈ N. On the other hand, from Lemma 3.1 (d), we know that

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p

=

( b∫
a

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)−K(m)

n (g;x)
∣∣∣p dx) 1

p

≤
( b∫

a

[⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

]p
dx

) 1
p

holds true. Further, from Lemma 2.6, we obtain

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p

≤
( b∫

a

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

(
n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)| du
)p

∧
(

ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

)p

dx

) 1
p

.

Now, considering

ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤ 1,
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then by the convexity of |·|p and Jensen’s inequality, we have∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p

≤
( b∫

a

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

dx

) 1
p

=

( b∫
a

n

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

n
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

dx

) 1
p

≤
( b∫

a

n

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

dx

) 1
p

≤
(∫

R

n

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)
dx

) 1
p

.

After substituting nx− k = y, we see that

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p
≤
(∫

R

{⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du ∧ ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)

}
dy

) 1
p

=

(∫
R

{
ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
∧

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du
}
dy

) 1
p

≤
(∫

R

{
ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
∧

⌊nb⌋−1∑
k=⌈na⌉

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− g (u)|p du
}
dy

) 1
p

≤
(∫

R

ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
∧ ∥f − g∥pp dy

) 1
p

.

Now, since ϕσ ∈ L1 (R) and ϕσ (y) = O
(
|y|−(1+α)

)
for some α > 0, there exists

M,N > 0 (which are independent from each other) such that

ϕσ (y) ≤
M

|y|1+α

for |y| ≥ N. Assume that ∥f − g∥p is sufficiently small such that

Ñ :=
1

∥f − g∥
p

1+α
p

≥ N,
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then, by the following separation of the integral, we get∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p

≤
( ∫
|y|>Ñ

ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
∧ ∥f − g∥pp dy +

∫
|y|≤Ñ

ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
∧ ∥f − g∥pp dy

) 1
p

≤
( ∫
|y|>Ñ

ϕσ (y)

ϕσ (2)
dy +

∫
|y|≤Ñ

∥f − g∥pp dy
) 1

p

≤

 M

ϕσ (2)

∫
|y|>Ñ

1

|y|1+α dy + 2Ñ ∥f − g∥pp


1
p

.

Since ϕσ is even, we can conclude that

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)−K(m)

n (g)
∥∥∥
p
≤

 2M

ϕσ (2)

∞∫
Ñ

1

y1+α
dy +

2

∥f − g∥
p

1+α
p

∥f − g∥pp


1
p

=

(
2M

αϕσ (2)
∥f − g∥

αp
1+α
p + 2 ∥f − g∥p−

p
1+α

p

) 1
p

=

({
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

}
∥f − g∥

αp
1+α
p

) 1
p

=

{
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

} 1
p

∥f − g∥
α

1+α
p (3.5)

<

{
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

} 1
p

ε
α

1+α

holds. Therefore, by the arbitrariness of ε, the proof is complete. □

Remark 3.2. Although we have shown the Lp-approximation only for functions f ∈
Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]), it is possible to extend the results for functions f ∈ Lp ([a, b] ,R)
by extending the definition of the operator K

(m)
n with respect to the range of the

functions in Lp ([a, b] ,R) (see Remark 3.1 in [7], see also [38]).

4. Estimates for the Kantorovich type max-min neural network
operators

Let f : [a, b] → [0, 1] be given. Then for a δ > 0, the modulus of continuity of f
on [a, b] is defined by

ω[a,b] (f, δ) := sup
|x−y|≤δ

{|f (x)− f (y)| : x, y ∈ [a, b]} .

We also need the definition of generalized absolute moment of order β > 0,
introduced in [20] such that for a given ϕσ, it is defined as follows,

mβ (ϕσ) := sup
x∈R

{∨
k∈Z

ϕσ (x− k) |x− k|β
}
.
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Lemma 4.1. (see [20]) If 0 < β ≤ 1 + α, then mβ (ϕσ) < ∞.

Now, we investigate the rate of approximation for Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 4.2. Let f ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) and δn be a null sequence of positive real

numbers being (nδn)
−1

a null sequence. Then, we have∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
∞

= ω[a,b]

(
f, n−1

)
+ ω[a,b] (f, δn)

∨m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)
(nδn)

−(1+α)
.

Proof. From (3.2), we know that

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|f (u)− f (x)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

holds. Since |f (u)− f (x)| ≤
∣∣f (u)− f

(
k
n

)∣∣ + ∣∣f ( kn)− f (x)
∣∣ and (a+ b) ∧ c ≤

a ∧ c+ b ∧ c for all a, b, c ≥ 0, the following inequality holds true

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣f (u)− f

(
k

n

)∣∣∣∣ du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

+

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f (x)

∣∣∣∣ du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(4.1)

=: I1 + I2,

where the integral in I2 does not depend on u and hence

I2 =

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f (x)

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

.

If we divide I2 as given below

I2 =
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f (x)

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∨ ∨
k/∈Bδn,n(x)

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f (x)

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: I12
∨
I22

then

I22 ≤
∨

k/∈Bδn,n(x)

ω[a,b] (f, δn) ∧
ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤ ω[a,b] (f, δn)
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holds. In I12 since k ∈ Bδn,n (x) , we get |nx−k|1+α

(nδn)
1+α > 1 and therefore

I12 ≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f (x)

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

|nx− k|1+α

(nδn)
1+α

≤
m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

(nδn)
1+α

holds, where m(1+α) (ϕσ) is finite from Lemma 4.1. Now using the well known
properties of modulus of continutiy in I1, we obtain

I1 ≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

ω[a,b]

(
f,

∣∣∣∣u− k

n

∣∣∣∣) du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

ω[a,b]

(
f,

1

n

)
∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

= ω[a,b]

(
f,

1

n

)
,

which completes the proof. □

In the above theory, if we consider the Hölder continuous functions of order β,
that is, for a given β ∈ (0, 1], Lip[a,b] (β) is defined by

Lip[a,b] (β) := {f ∈ C ([a, b] , [0, 1]) : ∃K > 0 such that |f (x)− f (y)| ≤ K |x− y|β

for all x, y ∈ [a, b]} ,

then we get the following rate of approximation.

Corollary 4.3. Let f ∈ Lip[a,b] (β). Then

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
∞

= O
(
n− (1+α)β

1+α+β

)
as n → ∞

holds.
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Proof. Since f ∈ Lip[a,b] (β), from (4.1) we can easily see that

∣∣∣K(m)
n (f ;x)− f (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

Kn

k+1
n∫

k
n

(
u− k

n

)β

du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

+

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

Kn

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣β du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: J1 + J2

where

J1 =
K

(β + 1)nβ

for some K > 0. Taking δn =
1

n(1+α)/(1+α+β)
, if we seperate the maximum opera-

tion in J2 as follows,

J2 =
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

Kn

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣β du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∨ ∨
k/∈Bδn,n(x)

Kn

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣β du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: J1
2

∨
J2
2

then there holds

J1
2 ≤

∨
k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(4.2)

≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

|nx− k|1+α

(nδn)
1+α

≤ m1+α (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

n
β(1+α)
1+α+β

.

On the other hand, since k /∈ Bδn,n (x) in J2
2 we have

J2
2 ≤

∨
k/∈Bδn,n(x)

K (δn)
β ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(4.3)

≤ K

n
β(1+α)
1+α+β

.
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Finally, since

K

(β + 1)nβ
≤ 1

n
β(1+α)
1+α+β

(4.4)

for sufficiently large n ∈ N, from (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4) we conclude∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
∞

= O
(
n− (1+α)β

1+α+β

)
as n → ∞.

□

In this part, inspired by [15, 24, 25], we provide quantitative estimates for Kan-
torovich type max-min neural network operators with the help of K-functionals
introduced by Peetre in [43]. First we recall the definition of K-functionals, which
is adapted to max-min case. For a given f ∈ Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) (1 ≤ p < ∞)

K (f, δ)p := inf
g∈C1([a,b],[0,1])

{
∥f − g∥

α
α+1
p + δ ∥g′∥∞

}
where δ > 0. According to this definition, K (f, δ)p < ε (ε > 0) for sufficiently small

δ > 0 means that f can be approximated with an error ∥f − g∥p < ε
α+1
α , where

g ∈ C1 ([a, b] , [0, 1]) ⊂ Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) and whose derivative under supremum norm
is not too large. K-functionals provide us some information about the smooth-
ness and approximation properties of f , and may be considered as a modulus of
smoothness in some situations in Lp spaces. For the importance of K-functionals
in approximation theory, we refer to [13].

Theorem 4.4. Let f ∈ Lp ([a, b] , [0, 1]) for 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then we have

∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
≤ AK

(
f,Bn− 1+α

2+α

)
p
+

m(1+α) (ϕσ) (b− a)
1
p

ϕσ (2)
n− 1+α

2+α

where A =

[{
2M

αϕσ(2)
+ 2
} 1

p

+ (b− a)
1

p(1+α)

]
and B = (3/2)(b−a)

1
p

A .

Proof. Let g ∈ C1 ([a, b] , [0, 1]) be given. We know from (3.3) and (3.5) that∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p

≤
∥∥∥K(m)

n (f)−K(m)
n (g)

∥∥∥
p
+
∥∥∥K(m)

n (g)− g
∥∥∥
p
+ ∥g − f∥p

≤

({
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

} 1
p

+ ∥f − g∥
1

1+α
p

)
∥f − g∥

α
1+α
p +

∥∥∥K(m)
n (g)− g

∥∥∥
p

≤

({
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

} 1
p

+ (b− a)
1

p(1+α)

)
∥f − g∥

α
1+α
p +

∥∥∥K(m)
n (g)− g

∥∥∥
p
.
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On the other hand, since g ∈ C1 ([a, b] , [0, 1])

∣∣∣K(m)
n (g;x)− g (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

|g (u)− g (x)| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n ∥g′∥∞

k+1
n∫

k
n

|u− x| du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n ∥g′∥∞

k+1
n∫

k
n

(
u− k

n

)
du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

+

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n ∥g′∥∞

k+1
n∫

k
n

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣ du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: V1 + V2

holds. Now evaluating the integral in V1, we obtain that

V1 =

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n ∥g′∥∞

k+1
n∫

k
n

(
u− k

n

)
du ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

∥g′∥∞
2n

∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=
∥g′∥∞
2n

≤
∥g′∥∞
2n

1+α
2+α

.

It is obvious that

V2 ≤
⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

∥g′∥∞

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

.
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Now from the seperation of maksimum operation as follows

V2 ≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

∥g′∥∞

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

∨ ∨
k/∈Bδn,n(x)

∥g′∥∞

∣∣∣∣kn − x

∣∣∣∣ ∧ ϕσ (nx− k)
⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

=: V 1
2

∨
V 2
2

where δn = 1

n
1+α
2+α

we obtain

V 2
2 ≤

∥g′∥∞
n

1+α
2+α

.

In V 1
2 , since k ∈ Bδn,n (x),

V 1
2 ≤

∨
k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

≤
∨

k∈Bδn,n(x)

ϕσ (nx− k)

ϕσ (2)

|nx− k|1+α

(nδn)
1+α

≤
m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

and therefore

V2 ≤
∥g′∥∞
n

1+α
2+α

∨m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

≤
∥g′∥∞
n

1+α
2+α

+
m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

holds. Then we obtain∥∥∥K(m)
n (g)− g

∥∥∥
p
≤
(

3

2n
1+α
2+α

∥g′∥∞ +
m(1+α) (ϕσ)

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

)
(b− a)

1
p

and hence∥∥∥K(m)
n (f)− f

∥∥∥
p
≤

({
2M

αϕσ (2)
+ 2

} 1
p

+ (b− a)
1

p(1+α)

)
∥f − g∥

α
1+α
p

+
3 (b− a)

1
p

2

1

n
1+α
2+α

∥g′∥∞ +
m(1+α) (ϕσ) (b− a)

1
p

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

= AK
(
f,B

1

n
1+α
2+α

)
p

+
m(1+α) (ϕσ) (b− a)

1
p

ϕσ (2)

1

n
1+α
2+α

which completes the proof. □

Remark 4.1. If the infimum of g ∈ C1 ([a, b] , [0, 1]) is not a constant function in
the above theorem, then we get∥∥∥K(m)

n (f)− f
∥∥∥
p
≤ AK

(
f,Bn− 1+α

2+α

)
p
,
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where A is given above and B =
{(

1
2 + 1 ∨ m(1+α)(ϕσ)

ϕσ(2)∥g′∥∞

)
(b− a)

1
p

}
/A.

5. Applications

We present now some well-known sigmoidal functions which satisfy the con-
ditions of our theory and consider a few scenarios where the Kantorovich type
max-min neural network operators can be applied. In particular, we study the
influence of the sigmoidal function σ and the parameter n on the approximation
of discontinuous functions and the effects of these operator when applied to noisy
signals, for instance, in the case of noisy ECG signals. Furthermore, we compare
the approximation error of this operator with those of other well-known neural-
network operators as the max-product operators and the classical linear variants in
the space L1 ([0, 1] , [0, 1]).

Sigmoidal functions. Regarding admissible sigmoidal functions, it is well-
known that the logistic sigmoidal function ([1, 2, 5, 29])

σl :=
1

1 + e−x
(x ∈ R)

and the hyperbolic tangent function ([2, 3, 4])

σh :=
1

2
(tanhx+ 1) (x ∈ R)

satisfy condition (Σ3) for all α > 0. In view of Remark 2.1, also the ramp function
([30, 28])

σR :=

 0, if x < −1/2
x+ 1/2, if − 1/2 ≤ x ≤ 1/2
1, if x > 1/2

(x ∈ R)

can be an example for a non-smooth sigmoidal function which satisfies (Σ3) for all
α > 0. We further introduce a non-continuous sigmoidal function σthree given by

σthree :=

 0, if x < −1/2
1/2, if − 1/2 ≤ x ≤ 1/2
1, if x > 1/2

(x ∈ R) [20]

and a fifth variant σγ (0 < γ ≤ 1) defined by

σγ :=


1

|x|γ + 2
, if x < −21/γ

2−(1/γ)−2x+ (1/2) , if − 21/γ ≤ x ≤ 21/γ

xγ + 1

xγ + 2
, if x > 21/γ

(x ∈ R) [20].

Notice that σthree satisfies the property (Σ3) for all α > 0, while ϕσγ
(x) =

O(|x|−1−γ
) (see [21]). Note also that the kernels ϕσl

, ϕσh
and ϕσγ

do not have
compact support, whereas ϕσR

and ϕσthree
are compactly supported.

As a particular test function for our experiments, we consider the discontinuous
function f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] defined by

f (x) :=


0.2, if 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.2
0.9, if 0.2 < x ≤ 0.5
0.3, if 0.5 < x ≤ 0.8
0.6, if 0.8 < x ≤ 1

.
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Figure 1. Left: Approximation quality of Kantorovich type max-

min operator K
(m)
n (f) for increasing sampling rate n. Right: Ap-

proximation of f by K
(m)
30 (f) using different sigmoidal functions.

Choosing σ = σh, the approximation by the Kantorovich type max-min operator

K
(m)
n (f) is illustrated in Figure 1 (left) for increasing values of n. For the discon-

tinuous function f it gets visible that point-wise convergence at the discontinuity

points can in general not be expected, but that Lp-convergence of K
(m)
n (f) towards

f is available. This is confirmed theoretically by Theorem 3.4 and gets also appar-
ent from the listed L1-errors in Table 5. In order to give a broader picture about
the approximation behavior of the different kernels to the reader, we compare also
the five introduced sigmoidal functions (σl, σh, σR, σthree, σγ) for the approxima-
tion of the same function f taking n = 30 sampling points. The respective result
is visualized in Figure 1 (right).

Comparison with max-product and linear neural network operators.
In a next step, we want to compare the Kantorovich type max-min operator with the
Kantorovich variants of the max-product and the linear neural network operators
that are given as

K(M)
n (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋−1∨
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (u) du
ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∨
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(see [21])

and

Kn (f ;x) :=

⌊nb⌋−1∑
k=⌈na⌉

n

k+1
n∫

k
n

f (u) du
ϕσ (nx− k)

⌊nb⌋−1∑
d=⌈na⌉

ϕσ (nx− d)

(see [19])

respectively. Taking these operators into account using the hyperbolic tangent sig-
moidal function σ = σh, we get the approximation errors in the space L1 ([0, 1] , [0, 1])
listed in Table 5 and Figure 2 (left). It can be seen, that the Kantorovich variants of
all three neural network operators behave very similarly in terms of the approxima-
tion error with the max-product variant having a slightly better performance than
the max-min and the classical linear variant. On the other hand, if we compare
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Figure 2. Left: errors for the approximation of the function f in

L1 ([0, 1] , [0, 1]) by K
(m)
n (f),K

(M)
n (f) and Kn(f). Right: Compar-

ison of the computational times to calculate the functionsK
(m)
n (f),

K
(M)
n (f) and Kn(f).

the computational time of the operation, the max-min and max-product operators
clearly outperform the classical operator for sampling numbers n > 660 (see Figure
2 (right)).

Table 5: Comparison of approximation errors of Kantorovich type neural network operators

n ||Kn (f)− f ||1 ||K(m)
n (f)− f ||1 ||K(M)

n (f)− f ||1
10 0.1457 0.1386 0.1171
30 0.0485 0.0462 0.0390
90 0.0162 0.0154 0.0130
150 0.0097 0.0092 0.0078
500 0.0029 0.0020 0.0018

Application to signal denoising and ECG signal filtering. We finally
provide some applications of the Kantorovich type max-min operators to signal de-
noising. The incorporation of the Kantorovich information in the max-min operator
can be interpreted as a pre-processing step of the actual max-min approximation
in which a preliminary linear convolution filter is applied to the initial signal. In
general, this preliminary filtering allows for an additional noise reduction and a
smoothing of the signal.

To see the denoising benefits of the Kantorovich variant K
(m)
n (f) compared to

the classical sampling variant F
(m)
n (f) of the neural network operator, we apply

both variants to the discontinuous test function f introduced above equipped with
additional normally distributed Gaussian noise. Using n = 8000 samples and a
suitable scaled kernel ϕσl

(0.1x) based on the logistic sigmoidal function σl, the
corresponding results are illustrated in Figure 3. In order to approximate the
local integrals of the noisy function and to calculate the Kantorovich information,
we used a Riemann sum based on additional refined samples of the signal. With
other quadrature rules as the trapezoidal rule, similar results were obtained. It is
visible that the usage of the Kantorovich information of the signal instead of point
evaluations leads to an improved denoising of the noisy signal.
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Figure 3. Top row: original signal f (left) and signal f equipped
with Gaussian noise (right). Bottom row: Kantorovich variant

K
(m)
n (f) (left) compared to the classical max-min variant F

(m)
n (f)

(right) of the max-min neural network operator applied to the noisy
signal.

For another comparison between the operators K
(m)
n and K

(M)
n , we apply both

on an ECG signal describing 5 heart beats (using n = 1600 time samples) of patient
101 taken from the MIT-BIH Arrhythmia Database [42]. Here we use the mean
value of two consecutive time samples to approximate the Kantorovich information

and apply the operators K
(m)
n/2 and K

(M)
n/2 to the ECG signal with the kernel ϕσl

(2x).

Both operators provide denoised approximations of the ECG signal, the max-min
Kantorovich variant having stronger smoothing effects, as shown in Figure 4.

6. Concluding Remarks

In this study, we investigated the Kantorovich variant of the max-min neural
network operators, analysing its convergence and approximation properties in the
Lp-spaces in more detail. In addition, we included some numerical examples to
underpin the theoretical results and to outline possible practical applications of the
operators for the denoising of biomedical signals. Our experiments demonstrate
that max-min Kantorovich form of the network operators achieve superior results
in denoising compared to their max-product counterparts. In the future, we aim
to study the N -dimensional cases of these neural network operators, enabling us to
analyze and process not only images but also higher-dimensional datasets.
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Figure 4. Comparison of the Kantorovich forms of the max-min
and max-product Neural Network operators
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