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Abstract

Neural oscillators, originating from the second-order ordinary differential equations (ODEs), have demonstrated com-
petitive performance in stably learning causal mappings between long-term sequences or continuous temporal func-
tions. However, theoretically quantifying the capacities of their neural network architectures remains a significant
challenge. In this study, the neural oscillator consisting of a second-order ODE followed by a multilayer perceptron
(MLP) is considered. Its upper approximation bound for approximating causal and uniformly continuous operators
between continuous temporal function spaces and that for approximating uniformly asymptotically incrementally
stable second-order dynamical systems are derived. The established proof method of the approximation bound for
approximating the causal continuous operators can also be directly applied to state-space models consisting of a linear
time-continuous complex recurrent neural network followed by an MLP. Theoretical results reveal that the approxi-
mation error of the neural oscillator for approximating the second-order dynamical systems scales polynomially with
the reciprocals of the widths of two utilized MLPs, thus mitigating the curse of parametric complexity. The decay
rates of two established approximation error bounds are validated through two numerical cases. These results provide
a robust theoretical foundation for the effective application of the neural oscillator in science and engineering.
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1. Introduction

Modeling the mapping relationships of long sequences or continuous temporal functions is a significant challenge
in machine learning. A large variety of neural network architectures have been proposed to address sequential and
functional mapping tasks, including recurrent neural networks (RNNs) (Rumelhart et al., [1986) and their variants
(Hochreiter and Schmidhuber, [1997; |Cho et al.| [2014), attention-based architectures (Vaswani et al., [2017), state-
space (SS) models based on the first-order ordinary differential equations (ODEs) (Gu et al., [2020} 2021} [2022), and
neural oscillators based on the second-order ODEs (Rusch and Mishral, 2020} 2021} [Lanthaler et al., 2023} Rusch and:
Rus| 2024; [Huang and Xia, [2025). SS models and neural oscillators possess the fast inference capability of RNNs
together with the competitive performance of the attention-based architectures in long-range sequence learning (Gu
and Dao, |2023; Rusch and Rus|, 2024). Furthermore, neural oscillators have rigorously demonstrated to mitigate the
problem of vanishing or exploding gradients (Rusch and Mishral 2020} 2021) and can provide stable dynamics in
learning long-range interactions (Rusch and Rus|, [2024). A recent overview on SS models and neural oscillators was
provided by Tiezzi et al.| (2025).
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Despite the practical success of SS models and neural oscillators, advancing their theoretical understanding, par-
ticularly in quantifying the capacities of their network architectures, remains a significant challenge. For the universal
approximation properties of SS models, |Li et al.[(2022)) demonstrated that linear RNNs can universally approximate
linear, causal, continuous, regular, and time-homogeneous operators between continuous temporal function spaces
along with an approximation bound. Based on the result of |Li et al.[(2022)) and the Volterra series (Boyd et al., | 1984),
Wang and Xue| (2023)) proved that given sufficiently large model sizes, an SS model consisting of a time-continuous
linear RNN followed by a polynomial nonlinear projection can approximate any time-homogeneous causal continu-
ous operator between continuous temporal function spaces. Similarly, Muca Cirone et al.| (2024)) demonstrated that
a selective SS model comprising a linear controlled differential equation followed by a multilayer perceptron (MLP)
can universally approximate causal continuous operators of continuous temporal functions. However, neither result
provides a quantitative relationship between the approximation error and the number of parameters required in the SS
models. [Orvieto et al.| (2024) derived an upper approximation bound for an SS model consisting of a time-discrete
linear RNN followed by an MLP. However, this result is only limited to the mapping relationships between finite-
length sequences and does not apply to infinite-length sequences or continuous temporal functions. In addition to
above results, the approximation property of the original RNN for approximating the first-order dynamical systems
(Hanson and Raginskyl,[2020) and those for approximating fading memory causal operators of time-discrete sequences
(Grigoryeva and Ortega, [2018alb; |Gonon et al.,|2023)) have been studied.

For neural oscillators, a fundamental lemma proposed by [Lanthaler et al.| (2023)) provides a novel insight that the
time-varying sine transform coefficients of input continuous temporal functions can be used to construct a universal
neural network architecture for the causal continuous operators between continuous temporal function spaces. Based
on this fundamental lemma, the neural oscillator architecture consisting of a second-order ODE followed by an MLP
was proven to be a universal approximator for such causal continuous operators (Lanthaler et al.l 2023} Rusch and
Rus| 2024). However, these theoretical results are only qualitative, and the quantitative approximation bounds of
neural oscillators remain undeveloped.

In this study, the neural oscillator consisting of a second-order ODE followed by an MLP is considered. Its up-
per approximation bound for approximating causal and uniformly continuous operators between continuous temporal
function spaces and that for approximating uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical
systems are derived. In Section 2, the network architecture of the neural oscillator is briefly introduced, and the
newly established theoretical approximation bounds of the neural oscillator are presented informally to facilitate un-
derstanding. The formal statements of two theorems that establish the approximation bounds for the neural oscillator,
accompanied by the supporting lemmas essential for their proofs, are provided in Section 3. In Section 4, the de-
cay rates of the two established approximation error bounds are validated through two numerical cases. The main
contributions of this study are summarized as follows:

1. In Section [3.1] Lemma 1 establishes an error bound for approximating continuous temporal functions using
time-varying sine transform coefficients. Theorem 1 derives an upper approximation bound for the neural
oscillator in approximating causal and uniformly continuous operators between continuous temporal function
spaces. The proof method of Theorem 1 established in this study can also be directly employed to derive the
approximation bound for the SS models consisting of a linear time-continuous complex RNN followed by an
MLP.

2. In Section Theorem 2 establishes an upper approximation bound for the neural oscillator in approximating
the uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical systems. The approximation error
scales polynomially with the reciprocals of the widths of two utilized MLPs. This theorem provides a robust
theoretical foundation for the effective application of the neural oscillator in science and engineering.

3. During the mathematical derivation in Section[3.2] Lemma 4 enhances the proof of a fundamental Lemma 3.1.2
on differential equation flow by [Van Handel| (2007). The results in Lemma 6 and demonstrate that
two methods, one based on the differential equation flow and the other one on the Gronwall’s inequality (Ames
and Pachpatte [1997), are equivalent in establishing the bound of the difference between the solutions of two
second-order ODEs driven by the same input functions. The proof of Theorem 2 establishes a new method
to ensure that all possible solutions of a neural ODE, whose MLP is employed to approximate the derivative
function of a target ODE, remain within a domain where the error between the MLP of the neural ODE and the
derivative function of the target ODE can be quantified.
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Notations: In this study, the L"-norm of an n-dimensional vector a = [aj,ay,...,a,]",1 < r < +oo, is |a|, =
> la;)l"1/" for r < oo, or |a, = max<<,|a;| for r = +co. |a| is short for |a|;. For a matrix M = [m;]pxg» its
L*-norm, 1 < r,s < 400, is [M|,s = I[Imllr,lmglr, . ..,Iqu,]TIS, where m; is the j" column vector of the matrix
M. The L"-norm of M is [M|, = sup, -, [Mal,/lal,. Re(-) and Im(-) represent the real and imaginary parts of a
complex number, respectively. |-| and [-] represent the floor and ceiling functions, respectively. Z represents the
integer space. R represents the real number space. RP*? represents the p X g-dimensional real matrix space. f'(¢) =
df(n)/de, f'(t) = d>f(£)/de?, and £ (t) = d3f(r)/dr?. Co([0, T];RP) represents a p-dimensional vector-valued real
continuous function space defined over [0, 7] with respect to L*-norm ||-||;~, €.g., [[a(®)||;~ = SUPye(0.7] lu(?)| for u(r) =
(w1 (8), un (), ..., up, (D] € Co([0, T]; RP). In addition, L*[0, fo]-norm ||-||zep0 is ()]0 = SUPseo) (A)| and

L*-norm |||,z is |ju(?)|| 2= 4 fOT |u(t)|§dt. Big O notation: f(n) = O[g(n)] if there exist positive constants ¢ and ng
such that f(n) < c - g(n) for all n > ny.
2. Neural Oscillator

Suppose u(?) = [ui(?), ux (1), ..., u,,(t)]T € Co([0, T],RP), a neural oscillator architecture mapping u(f) to y(¢) =
D1(0), y2(0), ..., yo(O1" over t € [0, T] is

{X"(t) = I'[x(0), X (1), u(®)] )
y(@) = 11[x(7), u(0), 1]
with x(0) = x’(0) = 0, where I'(-) and 71(-) are two MLPs
I [x(0), X' (1), u(t)] = Waorp {Wl[xT(t), X0 u" (0] + b1} +ba, )
11 [x(1), u(0), 1] = Wy, 07 ( on {Wl[xTu), uT(0).1] + Bl}) + by, 3)

x(1) = [x1(0), x2(p), ..., x,(H)]" is an intermediate r-dimensional real-valued state function, W;, i = 1 and 2, w pi=1,
2,..., hy7, are real-valued tunable weight matrices, b; and b ; are real-valued tunable bias vectors, i is the depth of
11(-), and o (-) and o7 (+) are the activation functions of I'(-) and 71(-), respectively. The neural oscillator architecture
in Eq. can be denoted as y(¢) = I1 o Op[u(r)](¥) = I {Or[u(r)](¥), u(0), ¢}, where o is the composition operator and
x(t) = @ [u(1)] (r) represents the casual operator characterized by the second-order ODE in Eq. (T).

When o () is the Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) ogeLy(x) = max(0,x) (Nair and Hinton| 2010), Eq. (I) can
function as a universal approximator of causal continuous operators by first encoding an input function u(#) into
its time-varying sine transform coefficients through a linear second-order ODE in Eq. (I)), and subsequently mapping
these coefficients, together with the initial value u(0) of u(¢) and time ¢, to an output function, as established in Theorem
1 of this study. This capability is similar to the universal approximation property of neural operators (Kovachki et al.,
2023). Moreover, for the second-order dynamical systems in science and engineering (Strogatz, [2024), Eq. (I can
directly approximate these systems using its general ODE with an efficient neural network size, as demonstrated in
Theorem 2 of this study.

The initial value u(0) added in 77(-) eliminates the need for the assumption of u(0) = 0 in the previous universal
approximation theorems for neural oscillators, as presented in|Lanthaler et al.| (2023) and Rusch and Rus|(2024). The
influence of time in non-autonomous causal operators is characterized by a term 0.25/ in [Lanthaler et al. (2023),
which arises as the solution to a second-order ODE f”’(f) = 0.5. However, this has the possibility of causing un-
bounded derivatives of the MLP I7(-). For example, if 71(#?) = g(¢) and g’(¢) is continuous and bounded over ¢ € [0, T]
with g’(0) # 0, then g’(r) = 2tI1 (%) and IT’(x) tends to infinity as x approaches zero. The potential unbounded
derivatives of 77(-) may induce challenges for subsequent theoretical analysis. To address this problem, in this study,
a term ¢ is directly added to 77(-) to ensure that the derivative of /7(-) with respect to ¢ can be bounded.

In the following content of this section, the underlying assumptions and problem setup are outlined. Subsequently,
the established theoretical approximation bounds of the neural oscillator in Eq. (I) are presented in an informal
manner. The formal statements of the derived theoretical results are presented in Theorems 1 and 2 in Section [3]
together with the supporting lemmas required for their proofs.



Assumption 1: Cy([0, T]; R?) with L*-norm is a Banach space. Its metric is defined as ||u; () — uy(?)||;~ with
u;(?) and u,(¢) € Co([0, T]; RP).

Assumption 2: K is a compact subset of Cy([0, T']; R?) and it is closed. By virtue of the Arzela-Ascoli theorem
(Beattie and Butzmann, 2013), all functions belonging to K are uniformly bounded. There exists a constant Bk
such that all elements of K are bounded by Bk, that is ||u;(f)||;~ < Bk for all u(r) € K and 1 < i < p, where
u;(t) is the i™ element of u(r). It follows from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem that the functions belonging to K are
equicontinuous, and there exists a continuous modulus of continuity G (t) = [Pk 1 (F), Pk 2(?), ..., qbK,p(t)]T such that for
arbitrary 0 < t; <, < T and all u(?) € K, it satisfies |u;(t;) —u;(2)| < ¢k.i(t2 —11), thereby [u(z;) —u(r)| < [bg(r, — 1),
where ¢ () : [0, +00) — [0, +00) is monotonic with ¢ ;(f) = Oast — 0.

Assumption 3: ® = [D,D,...,D,] : Co([0,T];R?) — Cp([0,1];RY) is a causal and uniformly continuous
operator. For Vt € [0, T], ®[u(7)](¢) only depends on u(r) over 7 € [0, 7], where u(r) € Co([0, T]; RP). For Ve > 0,
there exists a distance d, > 0, such that |ju;(?) — wa(?)||;~ < de = ||®[u; (7)](#) — Pl (T)](®)||;~ < € for arbitrary u;(¢)
and uy(7) € Co([0, t]; RP).

Assumption 4: Since ® = [, D,...., D, ] is a causal and uniformly continuous operator mapping from Co([0, T']; R?)
to Co([0,T];R?) and K is a compact subset of Cy([0, f]; R”), the image set ®(K) of K by ® is a compact sub-
set of Co([0, T];RY). There exists a constant Bex) such that all elements of ®(K) are bounded by Bgk), that is
VOl < Bak) for all v(z) = [vi(1), v2(t), ..., vg()]" € ®(K)and 1 < j < gq.

Assumption 5: For the causal and uniformly continuous operator & = [Dy, D,...., ®,] mapping from Cy([0, T]; R”)
to Co([0, T'T; RY), for each @}, it is assumed that the first-order derivatives of all temporal functions in the image set
D; {Co([0, T];RP)} of Co([0, T]; R”) by @; are bounded by a finite constant Dy,

Assumption 6: Since ® = [®, D;...., D,] is a causal and uniformly continuous operator mapping from Co([0, T']; R”)
to Co([0, T1; R9), its j™ element & ; has a monotonic continuous modulus of continuity ¢g,(-) : [0, +00) — [0, +0c0)
with ¢o,(r) — 0 as r — 0, such that [|®;[u;(1)](1) = ©;[w(DID)|,. < do, w1 (®) — wa(D)ll-] for arbitrary wy(r)
and uy(¢) € Co([0, T];RP). ¢o(-) = ?:l(ﬁq)j(') : [0,+00) — [0, +00) with ¢o(r) — 0 as r — 0, is a mono-
tonic modulus of continuity of @, such that [®[u;()](?) - Plu@DID)ll~ < T9_, @001 (1) - @;[u (1O, <
Polllu; (1) — wa (0|l -] for arbitrary u;(r) and uy(7) € Co([0, T1; RP).

Setting 1: Given two real continuous function spaces Co([0, T']; R?) and Cy([0, T]; R?) with L*-norm ||-||;«, a
compact set K € Co([0, T']; R?), and a causal and uniformly continuous operator @ : Cy([0, T]; R”) — Co([0, T]; RY),
for each u(¢) € K, its corresponding image function v(¢) € Cy([0, T']; R?) is calculated by @
.

V() = @ [u(n)] (1) = {<I>1 [u()] (@), @2 [W(D)] (@), ..., Dy [u(7)] (t)} “

Informal Statement of Theorem 1: Given a compact subset K C Co([0,T]; R?) and a causal and uniformly
continuous operator ® : Cy([0, T]; R?) — Co([0, T1; R?) satisfying Assumptions 1 to 6 with bg(t) = Lg[t,¢,...,1]"
and L > 0, for every integer M larger than an independent deterministic threshold and every positive integer Hp,
there exist two MLPs I'(-) and I1(-) employing oreLu(+), such that for an arbitrary u(t) € K, the corresponding solution
Y@ = 10, y2(2), ..., y,(O1 from Eq. (1) subject to u(t) with the initial conditions x(0) = x'(0) = 0 satisfies

| [u()] (1) =y < & &)

3M3
0(—”Lﬁ3T]+0[—qp r ] ©6)
MF

1 Mr+1)+1
H H/[p( r+1)+1]
and ¢o(-) is the modulus of continuity of ® in Assumption 6. I'(-) has one hidden layer and the widths of its input,
hidden, and output layers are wrin, = O (pMr), wr = O (pMr), and wrow = O (pMr), respectively. For I1(-), the
widths of its input, hidden, and output layers are wiin = O (pMr), wi = O (gpMr), and wir one = g, respectively, and
its depth is hy;; = Hyp + 1.
Informal Statement of Theorem 2: Let K be a compact subset of Co([0, T1;R?), a second-order dynamical
system

forallt € [0,T], where

8y=¢(b

{f("(t) =g [X), X' (1), u(@)] )

y(@) = h[X(D)]
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with X(0) = X'(0) = 0, is uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable for all u(t) € K on a domain [—By, Bx]" X
N N N N N ~ N ~ T

[-By, By 1" X [-Bk, Bx1? € R¥*P, where X(f) = [£1(£), £2(0), ..., £ (D17, §(t) = [yl(t),yz(t), ..-,yq(t)] , Bx = aBgg + By,
By = aBg, + By, a is a positive coefficient, By and By are the bounds of X(t) and X'(t), respectively, By is the
bound of all u(t) € K in Assumption 2, and Bg, is the stability bound of the system in Eq. (7). The functions g(-) =
[g1(), 82(), ...g,()]" and h(-) = [h1(~), h(), ...hq(-)]T are Lipschitz continuous over R¥*P and R’, respectively, with
arbitrary finite-order derivatives. Then, for arbitrary positive errors € < a/r and &, there exist two one-hidden-layer
MLPs I'(:) and I1(-) employing oreLu(:), such that for all u(t) € K, the corresponding solutions y(t) to Eq. (I)) and
§() to Eq. {7) satisfy

ly(t) = §(0)| < LB, Vre1 + ge, (3)

forall t € [0, T], where Ly, is the Lipschitz constant of h(-). For I'(-), the widths of its input, hidden, and output layers
are Wrin = 2r + p, wr = O(VSIZ), and wron = 1, respectively. For I1(-), the widths of its input, hidden, and output

layers are wigjn =r+p+1, wy =0 (qs;z), and Wi ou = g, respectively.

3. Upper Approximation Bounds of the Neural Oscillator

In this section, an upper approximation bound of the neural oscillator in Eq. (I)) for approximating causal and
uniformly continuous operators between continuous temporal function spaces and that for approximating uniformly
asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical systems are established in Subsections [3.1] and [3.2] re-
spectively.

3.1. Causal Continuous Operators

In this subsection, Lemma 1 derives an error bound for approximating all u() € K using their initial values u(0)
and a finite number of time-varying sine transform coefficients, combined with a set of corresponding deterministic
base functions. Lemma 2 proves the existence of an MLP I'(-) with ogeLy(+), such that the solution x(¢) to the first
ODE in Eq. (I) corresponds to the sine transform coefficient vector of the input function u(r). Lemma 3 demonstrates
that the target causal continuous operator ® : Cy([0, T];R”) — Cy([0, T];R?) in Setting 1 can be approximated
by a continuous function ¥ [x(¢), u(0), ], which depends on time ¢, u(0), and the solution x(#), and establishes an
associated error bound. Lemma 4 determines the Lipschitz constants, linear moduli of continuity, and a compact
argument domain of ¥ [x(r),u(0),7]. Finally, by approximating ¥ [x(¢), u(0), #] with an MLP 7I(-) in Eq. (3) and
combing its approximation error with the error bound from Lemma 3, Theorem 1 establishes an approximation bound
for the neural oscillator in Eq. (I). The proofs for all lemmas and Theorem 1 in this subsection are presented in
Appendix Al

Lemma 1: Given a compact subset K C Cy([0, T1; R?) satisfying Assumptions 1 and 2, for an arbitrary v satisfy-
ing 0 < v < T and every positive integer M larger than one, there exist M frequencies wy, w, ..., wy € R, M phases
01,6, ...,0y € R, and M weights ay, @3, ...,ay € R, such that

M
sup [u(t—171) - (u(O) + Z a, {.Ztu(a)n) + u® [cos(wpt) — 1]} sin(w,T — On)] <eg )
7€[0.1] =1 wy
forallt € [0,T] and all u(t) € K, where
Lu(w) = f u(t — 7) sin(wt)dr, (10)
0
8T? T)c
ox = 1ok + Pk N2, (11)

nv2iM
Cpp2 Is an independent constant, and Gk (1) is a modulus of continuity for all u(t) € K in Assumption 2.

Remark 1: Lemma 1 is an enhanced version of Lemma B.1 in Lanthaler et al.|(2023)) by providing a precise error
bound and incorporating the influence of the initial value u(0). The initial value u(0) in the original Lemma B.1 is
assumed to be zero. To address this limitation, a warm-up phase was introduced in |Lanthaler et al.| (2023) to linearly

5



extend u(?) from ¢ = 0 to a negative time instant t = —f, o > 0. However, this approach may introduce some practical
considerations in selecting an appropriate value for 7.

Remark 2: In Lemma 1, in addition to the positive integer M, there exists an additional free parameter v arising
from the discontinuities of f,(7) in Eq. (A in and its derivatives at T = 0 and T = +t. Since k()
increases monotonically, v can be eliminated by minimizing ex. For example, if ¢ (¢) = [Lkt, Lgt, ..., Lgf]", where
Lk is a positive Lipschitz constant of all u(¢) € K, then, e is calculated as

8T3pL[(Cp2
= plL =+ [ S 12
ex = pLgv Yy (12)
The minimum of gx in Eq. is
L op(2602\ 8T pLecon 1 (M W54 pLeTe)l] (13)
= —+ _— = ,
ek = PR\ @M 4T?\2c,, 7BM
which is obtained by
dex 1673 pLic,» 2¢,2\"
— =plx—-————=0=2v=2T|5=] . 14
ay K 7vM Y M (14
Thus, for each positive integer M satisfying
M > 160/)‘27172, (15)

the approximation error e¢ in Eq. () can be expressed in Eq. (I3). The condition in Eg. ensures that the
underlying parameter v is smaller than 7.

Lemma 2: Given a compact subset K C Cy([0, T1; R?) satisfying Assumptions 1 and 2, for every positive in-
teger M larger than one and arbitrary M frequencies wi, wy,..., wy € R, there exists a one-hidden-layer MLP
I'(:) with ogreLu(+), the widths of its input, hidden, and output layers are wriy, = p2M + 1), wp = 2pM, and
Wrou = PM, respectively, such that for all t € [0,T] and all u(t) € K, the solution x(t) = [x](1),X] (1), ....X,(H)]"
from the second-order ODE in Eq. (1) subject to u(r) with the initial conditions x(0) = x'(0) = 0 satisfies x(f) =
[LuT(wy), LaT(w2), ..., LT (wy)]", where Lu(w) is defined in Eq. (T0) in Lemma 1.

Lemma 3: Given a compact subset K C Co([0,T];RP) and a causal and uniformly continuous operator © :
Co([0, T]; RP) — Co([0, T]; RY) satisfying Assumptions 1, 2, 3, and 6, for an arbitrary positive v < T and every posi-
tive integer M larger than one, there exists a continuous mapping ¥ = [Y1, Y2, ..., ] : RPM*D % [0, T] > R? and a
one-hidden-layer MLP I'(-) specified in Lemma 2, such that for all u(t) € K, the solution x(t) = [x{ (1), X, (1), ..., x;,()] T
Jfrom the second-order ODE in Eq. (1)) subject to u(¢) with the initial conditions x(0) = x'(0) = 0 satisfies

1P [u(7)] (1) = ¥(x, 10, )| < do(ek) (16)

forallt €[0,T], where x = [X[,X,....X;,]", X, represents the value of X,(t), wy represents the value of w(0), ¢po(-) is
a modulus of continuity of ®© in Assumption 6, and & is defined in Eq. (I1) in Lemma 1.

Remark 3: Lemma 3 is an enhanced version of the novel fundamental lemma in |[Lanthaler et al.| (2023) by
providing a precise error bound and incorporating the influence of the initial value u(0), while adding one constraint
that the target operator @ is uniformly continuous. This constraint can ensure that the error term ¢¢(gx) in Eq. (I6) is
independent of u(s). Under the additional condition (#) = [Lkt, Lkt, ..., Lxt]", ex in Eq. (I6) can be calculated by
Eq. (T3) for M satisfying Eq. (I3).

Remark 4: Even if two additional conditions that u(0) = 0 for all u(#) € K and ® being time-autonomous are
imposed, the term ¢ of ¥ (x, 0, ) in Lemma 3 cannot be ignored because sin [w, (f — T) — 6,] in Eq. in Appendix
A.3 contains the time 7. The detailed explanation is provided in

Lemma 4: Under the conditions in Lemma 3 and Assumption 5, along with &bg(t) = [Lgt, Lkt, ..., Lgt]", v
satisfying Eq. (14), and an integer M satisfying Eq. (13)), the values of all arguments of y; (X, o, t) in Lemma 3 are
within a compact domain Qu (T By, B, T) = [-T Bk, TBx1"M x[-Bk, Bx 1P %[0, T] forallu(t) e K and j = 1,2, ..., q,
the Lipschtiz constant Ly, (M) of Y (X, g, 1) with respect fo its each argument is

Ly, (M) = max Do, + pBxMT ' c¢/ 4 (0), max [(1 + 2M), T~!| ¢/ (0)} a7
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and a linear modulus of continuity ¢y, y(x) of ¥ (X, 0y, 1) under L*-norm is

Gy,m(x¥) = p(M + 1) + 1L, (M)x, (18)

where ¢o,(-) is the monotonic modulus of continuity of ®; in Assumption 6, (b&)j (0) is the first-order derivative of ¢¢,(-)
at zero, By is the bound of all u(t) € K in Assumption 2, Dy, is the derivative bound of the image set ©; {Co([0, T, RP)}
in Assumption 5, and cy, is an independent constant.

Remark 5: Lemma 4 establishes a compact domain Qy (T Bk, Bk, T) for the arguments of ; (X, ug, ?) that is
valid for all u(r) € K, every integer M satisfying Eq. (T3)), and v satisfying Eq. (T4), along with the linear modulus of
continuity ¢y »(x) in Eq. (T8) of ¥ (x,ug,1). Consequently, ¥; (X, ug, 1) over Qy (T Bk, Bk, T) can be approximated
using an MLP, and existing MLP approximation bounds can be applied to quantify the approximation error. By
combining a utilized MLP approximation error with the term ¢o(ex) from Eq. (I6) in Lemma 3, an approximation
bound of the neural oscillator in Eq. (I), for approximating the causal and uniformly continuous operators between
continuous temporal function spaces, is derived and presented in following Theorem 1.

Theorem 1: Given a compact subset K C Cy([0,T]; R?) and a causal and uniformly continuous operator @ :
Co([0, TT; RP) — Co([0, T1; RY) satisfying Assumptions 1 to 6 with bg(f) = [Lgt, Lkt, ..., Lxt]", for every integer My
satisfying Eq. (13) along with v satisfying Eq. (I4), and every positive integer Hy, there exist two MLPs I'(+) and I1(-)
employing oreru(-), such that for every u(t) € K, the corresponding solution y(t) = [yi(t), y2(t), ..., y,(D]" from Eq. (T)
subject to u(t) with the initial conditions x(0) = x’(0) = 0 satisfies

| [u(D)] (1) =y < & 19)

forallt € [0,T], where

541/3PLKTC£ . Bo [p(Mr +1) + 1]
(O.SHH)I/[p(MI-+1)+1]

YR

q
& = do ( DLy, (Mr)] : (20)
Jj=1

Bq = 2max (T Bk, Bk, T), Bk is the bound of allu(t) € K in Assumption 2, Ly, () is in Eq. (™7, ¢po(-) is the monotonic

modulus of continuity of ® in Assumption 6, and c,» is the independent constant in Lemma 1. I'(:) has one hidden
layer and the widths of its input, hidden, and output layers are wr iy, wr, and Wr oy, respectively

wrin=pQ2Mr +1)
wr = 2pMy . @1

wrou = pMr
For I1(-), the widths of its input, hidden, and output layers are wi in, Wiz, and wig ou, respectively

Wrin =pMr+1)+1
wr =qlpMr+1)+4], 22)

Wilout = ¢4

and its depth is hy = Hip + 1.

Remark 6: Beyond the theoretical upper approximation bound for the neural oscillator, Lemma 1, Lemma 3,
Lemma 4, and Theorem 1 establish a proof method for deriving the upper approximation bounds of the causal oper-
ator network architectures consisting of a linear transformation of input functions followed by an MLP. Particularly,
Lemma 4 provides a method for characterizing the continuous mapping ¥ (x, ug, ) in Lemma 3. If the parameters of
linear time-continuous RNNs are complex (Ran-Milo et al. 2024), the output functions of the linear complex RNNs
can be expressed as the convolution of the trigonometric basis functions with the input functions. Consequently, the
proof method established in this study can be directly employed to derive the approximation bound for the complex
SS models consisting of a linear time-continuous complex RNN followed by an MLP.

Remark 7: An upper approximation bound of ReLU MLPs by |Yarotsky| (2017) has been employed in Theorem
3 of |L1u et al.|(2024) to establish an upper generalization bound of neural operators. The result by [Yarotsky| (2017)
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is not employed in this study because its approximation bound constant depends on the argument dimension of a
target function and this dependence is implicit. This implicit relationship hinders the establishment of the explicit
relationship between the final approximation error &y in Eq. and M controlling the width of the hidden layer of
the MLP I"(-).

Remark 8: Theorem 1 indicates that the approximation error of the neural oscillator in Eq. (I) consists of two
parts. The first one is from approximating u(#) using the sine transform and the second one is from approximat-
ing the continuous mapping ¥ (x,up,#) in Lemma 3 using the MLP 7I(-). Eq. (20) indicates that the decay rate
—1/[p(Mr + 1) + 1] in the second error polynomially diminishes as the width wr = 2pM[ of the hidden layer of
the first MLP 7'(-) increases. Thus, the neural oscillator in Eq. (T)) for approximating the causal continuous operators
between continuous temporal function spaces also faces the curse of parametric complexity, which is a common prob-
lem in neural operators (Lanthaler, [2023; [Lanthaler and Stuart, |2025). A recent result on the quantitative estimates of
the number of parameters required in neural operators, presented in Proposition 1 of |[Kratsios et al.| (2024), is similar
to the second term on the right side of Eq. (20).

One method to mitigate the curse of parametric complexity is applying other super-expressive activation functions
(Maiorov and Pinkus| 1999 |Shen et al., 2021} [Yarotsky, 2021} [Zhang et al., [2022). For instance, Theorem 4 in
Maiorov and Pinkus| (1999) demonstrates the existence of an activation function that enables a two-hidden-layer
neural network architecture to approximate continuous functions with arbitrary accuracy, even when the widths of the
hidden layers are held constant. Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 in|Shen et al.[(202 1)) provide a three-hidden-layer MLP
architecture, called Floor-Exponential-Step (FLES) network, utilizing the floor function | x|, the exponential function
2*, and the step function as the activation function in each neuron. FLES is capable of approximating arbitrary
continuous functions with the number of parameters scaling logarithmically with the reciprocal of the approximation
error. Theorem 1 in|Zhang et al.| (2022) introduces a neural network architecture that employs an activation function
combining a softsign activation function with a periodic triangular-wave function. This neural network architecture
with a width 36d(2d+1) and a depth 11 can approximate any continuous function on a d-dimensional hypercube within
an arbitrarily small error. Super-expressive activation functions have been utilized to mitigate the curse of parametric
complexity in neural operators (Schwab et al.,[2023). Since the explicit expressions for the Lipschitz constant Ly, (M)
in Eq. and the linear modulus of continuity ¢y, »(x) in Eq. (I8) of the continuous mapping ; (x, uo, #), along with
its valid compact argument domain Q; (T Bk, Bk, T), have been derived, the super-expressive activation functions
mentioned above can be directly applied to the MLP 7/(-) to mitigate the curse of parametric complexity in the neural
oscillator. On the other hand, Lanthaler|(2024) has demonstrated that decreasing the required number of parameters in
neural operators using super-expressive neural networks may come at the expense of requiring larger model parameter
values.

3.2. Second-Order Dynamical Systems

In this subsection, an upper approximation bound of the neural oscillator in Eq. (I) for approximating uniformly
asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical systems is derived. First, the asymptotically incremen-
tally stable second-order dynamical system is briefly introduced. Subsequently, Lemma 5 and Lemma 6 establish
the relationships between the solution error of two ODEs subject to the same input functions and the error of the
derivative functions of the two ODEs. Finally, by utilizing the result in Lemma 6 and the error bound for the MLP
approximation of Barron class functions (Barron, [1993)), the upper approximation bound of the neural oscillator is
demonstrated in Theorem 2. This subsection builds on the methodology of [Hanson and Raginsky| (2020) and offers
technical contributions through detailed mathematical derivations, as elaborated in the accompanying remarks. The
proofs for all lemmas and Theorem 2 in this subsection are presented in[Appendix B}

Two second-order ODEs x!'(¢) = g; [xi(t), xlf(t),u(t)], where x;(t) = [x;1(¢) , x;2(0), ..., x;,(£)]", i = 1 and 2, can be
rewritten in the state function form

{Zl'-,l(l‘) = z;»(t)

, , (23)
z,,(t) = gi [2i1(0), 2 2(0), u(t)]

where z(1) = [2], (0. 27,0| = [xT (). x7(0)]".
Definition 1 (Hanson and Raginsky}[2020): The dynamical system in the form of Eq. (23) is uniformly asymp-
totically incrementally stable for the inputs in a subset K ¢ Co([0, T]; R”) on a domain Q, c R?" if there exists a set



of non-negative stability functions Bi(h,t) over A > Oand t > 0, k = 1,2, ..., 2r, where 5;(0,1) = O’IEEEO Bi(h, 1) =0,
Bi(h, t) is continuous and strictly increasing with respect to 4 and is continuous and strictly decreasing with respect to
t, such that

|ek(t,20) — 2k(t, 20)| < i (120 — 2l 1 — 1) (24)

holds for all u(r) € K, all z; and 2, € Q,, all 7 € [0,T], and all 0 < 7 < ¢, where 7 (,z,) is the k™ element of
z(t,z.) and z (t,z,) represents the solution z(¢) at ¢ driven by u(#) with an initial condition z, at an initial time instant
7, 0 < 7 < 1. The corresponding stability bound Bg is calculated as

+00 a 2r
By = fo %;ﬁkm,r)

Lemma 5: Let K be a compact subset of Co([0, T1; RP), g1(-) and g2(-) in Eq. 23)) be Lipschitz continuous over
R¥*? and Q, c R? and Q, c R¥ be two compact domains. Assume that the values of all u(t) € K are in Qy and the
values of all possible solutions to Eq. 23), governed by g1(-) or g2(:), driven by all u(t) € K, with a specified initial
condition 7y € Q,, remain within Q. Then, for the dynamical systems governed by g1(-) or g2(*) in Eq. 23), their
corresponding solutions z,(t) = [le(t), le,z(t)]T and 7,(t) = [z;l(t), z;z(t)]T, driven by the same arbitrary u(t) € K
with the same initial conditions 2,(0) = z25(0) = zy, satisfy

dr. (25)
h=0*

(1, 20) — 2, (1, 20) = ot % {82 [22,1(7, 20), 222(, 20), W(D)] = g1 [22,1 (7, 20), 222(7, 20), (D) ]} dT (26)

forallt € [0, T], where z; [t, z; (T, zT)] represents the solution z;(t) at t driven by u(t) with the initial condition z; (%, z.)
attwithO<t<t<tandi,j=1and?2.

Remark 9: Being analogous to the fundamental Lemma 3.1.2 in |Van Handel| (2007), which has been employed
by Hanson and Raginsky| (2020) to derive the approximation bound of RNNs for modeling uniformly asymptotically
incrementally stable first-order dynamical systems, Lemma 5 in this study provides a more rigorous proof. In the proof
of the step involving Egs. (B.2) and (B.3) in the proof of the original lemma in [Van Handel| (2007)
utilizes z,(1) = z; (1, z¢) but not z; (7,z;) = z; with T = 7 and replaces an arbitrary z; (7, zp) with its corresponding
25 (1, Zp) under the same u(r) to prove Eq. (B3). However, this proof method is not rigorous. For an arbitrary time
instant 7 (0 < 7 < T), the range of all possible values of z; (7,z¢) depends on the differential equation governed by
g1(-) and all u(?) € K. It is evident that an arbitrary value within the range of all possible values of z; (7,Z) satisfies
Eq. (B.2). However, it remains uncertain whether all possible values of z; (7, zo) at the same time instant 7 driven by
u(?) € K lie within the range of the values of z; (1,zp). If not, it is unclear whether z; (, zo) satisfies Eq. (B.2) for
all 0 < 7 < T and all u(¢) € K. In this study, employing an arbitrary 7 and an arbitrary z, (7,z;) = z, with T = 7
in Eq. resolves this uncertainty. z; (7,z) is the solution at 7 caused by the initial condition z, at 7. Being an
initial condition, the value of z, can be an arbitrary vector within Q,. z; (¥,Z;) = z, with T = 7 indicates that the
value of z; (7, 2,) can also be an arbitrary vector within Q,. This implies that all vectors within Q, satisfy Eq. (B.2).
From the assumption of Lemma 5, the possible values of z, (7, zy) fall within Q, for all 7 € [0,T] and all u(¢) € K.
Consequently, all possible values of z, (1, zy) satisfy Eq. (B.2).

Lemma 6: Under the conditions in Lemma 5, the difference between solutions z,,(t) and 2,(t) can be bounded by

|22(,20) — 21 (1, 20)| < &’ "1 T max, |82 [22,1(7. 20), 22,2(7, 20), W(D)] = g1 [22,1(7, 20), 22.2(7, 20), (D) (27)

forallt € [0,T] and allu(t) € K, where L, = max [Lgl,l s (Lg1,2 + 1)], Ly, 1 and Ly, > are respectively the two Lipschitz
constants of g1(-) with respect to its first and second arguments. Furthermore, if the dynamical system governed by
g1() in Eq. 23) is uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable for all u(t) € K on the domain Q; in Lemma 5 with
a stability bound Bg in Eq. 26), then, |z, (1,z0) — 2, (7, 20)| can be bounded by

|22(1, 20) — 2:1(2, 20)| < max |82 [22,1(7, 20), 22.2(7, 20), W(D)] = g1 [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, 70), u(7)] |, B (28)

forallu(t) € K and all t € [0, T].



Remark 10: As shown in the result in Eq. can also be proven using the method based on the
Gronwall’s inequality (Ames and Pachpatte, 1997), which was frequently employed in deriving approximation bounds
of RNNs for modeling first-order dynamical systems (Funahashi and Nakamural |1993;/Chow and Li,[2000). The proof
of Lemma 6 shows that the method based on Lemma 5, which enhances the proof of Lemma 3.1.2 in |Van Handel
(2007), can simultaneously obtain both categories of the bounds in Eq. and Eq. (28) for the difference between
the solutions of two different second-order ODEs subject to the same input functions. This advancement enhances
the theoretical understanding of the second-order ODEs. Lemma 6 will be utilized in the subsequent Theorem 2 to
establish the approximation bound of the neural oscillator for modeling uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable
second-order dynamical systems.

Theorem 2: Let K be a compact subset of Cy([0, T1; R”) and a causal continuous operator ® : Cy([0, T]; R?) —
Co([0, T]; RY) be a second-order dynamical system represented by

(29)

{f(”(t) = g[R@), % (1), u(?)]
() = h[X(D]

with the initial conditions %(0) = %' (0) = 0, where X(t) = [%1(2), %2(2), ..., 2,(D]" and y(t) = [ﬁl(t),jzz(t), ... ,jiq(t)]T.

The functions g(-) = [g1(), &2(), ..., & ()" and h(-) = [hl(-), (), ...hq(-)]T are Lipschitz continuous over R and
R, respectively, with arbitrary finite-order derivatives. Assume that the dynamical system in Eq. 29) is uniformly
asymptotically incrementally stable for all u(t) € K on a domain [—Bx, Bx]" X [-By, By]" X [-Bg, Bk]” C R2+P,
where By = aBgy + By, By = aBg, + By, a is a positive coefficient, By and By are the bounds of X(t) and X'(1),
respectively, By is the bound of all u(t) € K in Assumption 2, and Bpg, is the stability bound of the dynamical system
in Eq. 23)), then, for arbitrary positive errors &) < a/r and &, there exist two one-hidden-layer MLPs I'(-) and I1(-)
employing oreLu(-), such that for all u(t) € K, the corresponding solutions y(t) to Eq. (I) and §(¢) to Eq. (29) satisfy

ly(6) = ()| < Ly,Bg, Vrei + qea (30)

forallt € [0,T], where Ly, is the Lipschitz constant of h(-) in Eq. (29). For I'(-), the widths of its input, hidden, and
output layers are wr i, wr, and wr oy, respectively,

Wrin =2r+p
wr = 81’ I_CFSIZ-‘ N (31)

Wrou =7

where Cr is a constant only depending on g(-), oreLu(:), 1, P, Bx, By, and Bg. For I1(-), the widths of its input, hidden,
and output layers are Wiz in, Wiz, and wig ou, respectively,

Wrin=r+p+1
wir = 8¢q[Cre?| . (32)
Wilout = 4

where Cpy is a constant only depending on h(-), oreLu(*), 1, and By

Remark 11: Theorem 2 demonstrates that when the target causal continuous operator can be explicitly repre-
sented as a uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical system, the widths of the hidden
layers in the two MLPs utilized in the neural oscillator scale polynomially with the reciprocals of the approximation
errors. This implies that the curse of parametric complexity of the neural oscillator in this situation is mitigated. An
analogous approximation bound for RNNs modeling the first-order dynamical systems has been obtained in [Hanson
and Raginsky|(2020).

Remark 12: Approximating an ODE system by a neural ODE involves approximating the derivative function
of the target ODE using an MLP. The approximation bound for an MLP approximating the derivative function is
established over a compact domain of the derivative function’s arguments and the MLP’s arguments. The derivative
function’s arguments are input functions and the solutions of the target ODE. The MLP’s arguments are input functions
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and the solutions of the neural ODE. Therefore, in establishing an approximation bound for a neural ODE approximat-
ing an ODE system, where the derivative function of the target ODE is approximated by the MLP of the neural ODE,
one critical issue is ensuring that the values of all possible solutions from the neural ODE, driven by a set of considered
input functions, can lie within the compact domain, where the error between the MLP of the neural ODE and the target
derivative function can be quantified. To meet this requirement, Lemma 7 inHanson and Raginsky|(2020) proposes to
approximate the derivative function of a target ODE using a compactly supported function, such that the values of the
solutions from the resulting neural ODE, whose derivative function is modeled by this compactly supported function,
can be bounded in a compact domain. In this study, the relationships between the solution error of two ODEs subject
to the same input functions and the error of the derivative functions of the two ODEs are established in Egs. and
(28) of Lemma 6. Based on the result of Eq. (28)), the error between the MLP I'(-) and the target derivative function
g() in Eq. 29) is quantified over the compact domain Q (B;, B, B’,’() = [-By, Bx]" X [-By, By']” X [-Bk, Bx]’. And
all possible values of the solutions x(7) and x’(¢) to the second-order ODE in Eq. (I) with 7°(-) driven by all u € K are
within the domain Q (B;, B, B’;), as highlighted in Eq. (B.20), Eq. (B.21), and Eq. in the proof of Theorem 2

in{Appendix B

4. Numerical Study

In this section, a Bouc-Wen nonlinear system driven by stochastic excitations is employed to validate the results
in Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. A numerical study in Huang and Xial (2025) has shown that the neural oscillator can
effectively learn the mapping relationship between the input excitation and the output response of a Bouc-Wen system
exhibiting plastic deformation. The differential equation of a 5-degree of freedom Bouc-Wen system is

{MX@+CX@+AK&0+U—@Kunz—Muﬁ)
, (33)

20 = i) = B|X0)| 1Z01 ™ 20 — y KOz, 1=1,2,...5

where X = [Xl (t)’ Xz(t)7 v ’XS(I)]T$ X(t) = [X] (t)’XZ(t)_Xl (t)’ X%(t)_XZ(tL R ,XS(t)_X4(t)]T’ Z= [Zl (t)aZZ(t)’ oo aZS(t)]T,

X(0) = X'(0) = Z(0) = 0,

m 0 0 0 O 2k -k 0 0 O k -k 0 0 O
0 m 0 0 O -k 2k -k 0 O 0 k -k 0 O
M=|0 0 m 0 0|, K=[0 -k 2k -k 0|, K=|0 0 k -k 0], (34)
0 0 0 m O 0 0 -k 2k -k 0 0 0 k -k
0 0 0 0 m 0 0 0 -k &k 0O 0 0 0 &k

m = 1382.4 kilogram, k = 1.7 x 10° Newton/meter, C is determined using M and K such that the damping ratios
of all response modes are 0.05, 1 = 0.01, 8 =2,y = 2, and s = 3. U,(?) in Eq. (33) represents different stochastic
excitations in the following two cases. The ODE system in Eq. (33) is solved numerically using a fourth-order
Runge-Kutta method (Griffiths and Higham, |2010) with a time discretization of Ar = 0.01 seconds over the time
interval [0, 10]. For the numerical implementation of training, the neural oscillator is discretized using a second-order
Runge—Kutta scheme (Huang and Xia} [2025). The approach for training the neural oscillator with input-output pair
samples is briefly described in[Appendix E] All code for this numerical study is available at: https://github. com/
ZifengH22/Upper-Approximation-Bounds-for-Neural-0Oscillators,

4.1. Case 1
In this case, U.(¢) in Eq. (33) is a stochastic excitation

Ue(t) = ¢ sin(0.47t) + ¢, cos(0.871) + ¢3 sin(1.27t) + ¢4 cos(1.6xt) + ¢5 sin(27t), 35)
where c¢j, j = 1,2,...,5 are are independent random variables uniformly distributed on the interval [-35,35]. 5 X

10* independent discrete-time samples U.(#;) of U.(t), where i = 0,1,2,...,999 and [ = 1,2,...,5 x 10%, are
simulated. Their induced 5x 10* samples E x,.1(¢;) of the extreme value process Ex, (f) = maxjo |X5(7)| are computed
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by numerically solving Eq. (33). The mapping from U,(f) to Ex,(¢) is learned using the neural oscillator with the
simulated samples U, ,(t;) and Ex, ;(t;). The decay rate in Theorem 1 is validated using this case.

In this case, five neural oscillators [7;0 D, (), i = 1,2,...,5, are considered. The sizes of the five one-hidden-layer
MLPs I';(-) are the same. Their widths of input, hidden, and output layers are 11, 10, and 5, respectively. The activation
functions of the five MLPs I';(-) are ogeLu(-). The five MLPs [7;(-) corresponding to the five neural oscillators share
the same input, hidden, and output layer widths of 7, 10, and 1, respectively. The numbers of hidden layers in 77;(:),
1L (), I15(+), I14(+), and [I5(-) are 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, respectively. The activation functions of the five MLPs I7;(-) are
the Parametric Rectified Linear Unit (PReLU) opgreLu(x) = max(0, x) + @ min(0, x), where « is a parameter learned
during training (He et al., | 2015). Since oreLu(+) is a special case of opreru(+), the result in Theorem 1 also holds for
the neural oscillators I7; o @r, (-) when I7;(-) employs opreLu(").

The 5 x 10* samples Ex, (t;) of output Ex,(t) are arranged in a descending order with respect to their maximum
values E X5 = MaXye0,10] Ex; (). Then, 10000 samples Ey, (t;), whose maximum values E X, are approximately
equally spaced from the largest one to the smallest one of the 5 x 10* E"XSJ, along with their corresponding input
samples U, (t;), are selected. Among these 10000 sample pairs, the 5%, 10%, 15®,..., 10000" pairs (total 2000
pairs) are selected as a validation dataset, and the remaining 8000 sample pairs constitute a training dataset. As this
study is concerned solely with validating the approximation error bound rather than investigating the generalization
performance, this sampling strategy is appropriate to build the training data. Each of the five neural oscillators is
trained using the training approach outlined in [Appendix E| with the 8000 sample pairs. The 8-th power loss function
{3 in Eq. (EJ) is employed to ensure that the neural oscillator adequately learns the target mapping with respect to
the L*-norm. The training phase comprises 10000 epochs, with a batch size of 2000 for each epoch. The initial
learn rate is 0.005. The learning rate drop period is 100 epochs. The learning rate drop factor is 0.9772. To miti-
gate the risk of exploding gradients during training, the gradient norm clipping strategy (Pascanu et al., 2013) with
a threshold of 1 is employed for the five MLPs I;(-). For the five MLPs [I;(-), their norm clipping thresholds are
1, v203/92, v/314/92, V425/92, V/536/92, respectively, where 92,203,314, 425, and 536 are the numbers of learn-
able parameters in I7;(-), I15(-), II3(-), I14(+), and I15(-). Batch normalization (loffe and Szegedy, 2015) is applied to
the five MLPs I7;(-) to facilitate training due to the depth of their hidden layers. Since batch normalization only adds
an affine transformation to the input of each hidden layer of the five MLPs I7;(-), the result of Theorem 1 still holds
for I7;(-) with batch normalization. For the first neural oscillator with I";(-) and 77, (-), the initial values of the learnable
network parameters are randomly selected. For the second neural oscillator with I'(-) and I15(-), the initial parameter
values of I'>(+) are taken directly from the parameters of I"j(-) after the last update. The initial parameter values for
the first hidden layer and output layer of I7,(-) are taken directly from the parameters of the corresponding layers in
11, (-) after the last update. The second hidden layer of 77,(-) is initialized as an identity mapping. The MLPs in the
remaining three neural oscillators are initialized in the same manner. For each neural oscillator, the neural network
achieving the smallest validation loss under the L*-norm is selected as the final model.

For each trained neural oscillator, its 5 x 10* prediction samples Exs,z(ti) driven by the input samples U, ,(#;) are
computed. The relative approximation errors under L°-norm and L*-norm, which are respectively denoted as &g,
and &g, », are computed as

Maxe(0,101,1</<50000 | Ex; 1(11) = Ex(t)|

By = (36)
' Maxe(0,101,1<1<50000 | EE5.1(11)|
and
50000 999 ~ )
2 2 [Bxa) = Exoi(n)
BEyo = . 37

50000 999

E% (&

For the five trained neural oscillators, the decays of their &g, o and &g, with respect to the increasing hidden
layer numbers Hy;, of their MLPs I7;(-) are shown in Figure[I] In this numerical case, each neural oscillator uses its
second-order ODE to encode the input U.(f) and employs its MLP I7;(-) to map the encoded features to the output
function y(#). The results in Figure|[T]illustrate that the decays of £, and &y, with increasing hidden layer numbers
Hj, of IT;(-) can be approximated by two curves with the same decay rate of —1/7. This value coincides with the
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Figure 1: Neural oscillator approximation errors &gy « and &g, > versus the number Hpz, of hidden layers in I7;(-). (a) &gy, Versus Hyy,. (b) &gy 2
versus Hpy,.

theoretical decay rate =1/ [p(Mr + 1+ 1)] = =1/[1 X (5 + 1) + 1] = —1/7 in Eq. (20) of Theorem 1. Such agreement
confirms the validity of the decay rate established in Theorem 1.

4.2. Case 2

In this case, U(¢) in Eq. (33)) is a stochastic Gaussian harmonizable earthquake ground motion acceleration whose
Wigner-Ville spectrum is (Huang and Beer, [2024)

We(t. f) = 25008 2 exp [-0.3(1 + f7)t]. (38)

5% 10* independent discrete-time samples U, ;(#;) of U.(¢) are simulated. Their induced 5 X 10* samples X5 (z;) of the
response Xs(#) are computed. In this case, the mapping from U, () to X5(¢) is learned using the neural oscillator with
the simulated samples U, (;) and X5 (;), and the decay rate in Theorem 2 is validated.

In this case, six neural oscillators I7; o @, (-),i = 1,2, ..., 6, are considered. The activation functions of all MLPs
in the six neural oscillators are oge y(-). The sizes of the six one-hidden-layer MLPs I7;(-) of the six neural oscillators
are the same. Their widths of input, hidden, and output layers are 12, 20, and 1, respectively. The six one-hidden-layer
MLPs I;(+) of the six neural oscillators share the same input and output layer widths of 21 and 10, respectively. The
hidden layer widths of I'1(:), I'2(:), I'3(), ['4(+), I'5(-), and I'g(-) are 2, 5, 10, 20, 30, and 40, respectively.

The 5 x 10* samples U, (t;) of input U,(¢) are arranged in a descending order with respect to their standard
deviations. Then the 1%, 26%, 51%,..., 49976" input samples and their induced samples X5 (#;) of X5(¢) (total 2000
input and response sample pairs) are selected for training. Among these 2000 sample pairs, the 5%, 10, 15", ..,
2000™ pairs (total 400 pairs) are selected as a validation dataset, and the remaining 1600 sample pairs constitute a
training dataset. Each of the six neural oscillators is trained using the training approach outlined in with
these 2000 sample pairs. The mean squared loss function ¢; in Eq. (E3)) is used. The training phase comprises 5000
epochs, with a batch size of 1600 for each epoch. The initial learn rate is 0.02. The learning rate drop period is 100
epochs. The learning rate drop factor is set to 0.965. A gradient norm clipping strategy (Pascanu et al., 2013) with a
threshold of 1 is applied to all MLPs. The parameters of all MLPs are randomly initialized. For each neural oscillator,
the neural network after the last update is selected as the final model.

For each trained neural oscillator, its 5 x 10* prediction samples f(s,l(ti) driven by the input samples U ,(#;) are
computed. The relative approximation errors &y ., and &y, are computed by replacing Ex. ;(t;) and Ex, ,(#;) in Eq. (36)
and Eq. with f(s,l(t,-) and X5 (1;), respectively. For the six trained neural oscillators, the decays of their £x ., and
&x, with respect to the increase of hidden layer widths wr, of the MLPs I';(-) are shown in Figure[2} The ODE system
in Eq. (33) consists of five second-order ODEs with respect to X(7) and five first-order ODEs with respect to Z(z).
In this case, the each neural oscillator uses its second-order ODE to approximate the ODE system in Eq. (33) and
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Figure 2: Neural oscillator approximation errors &y, and £x versus the hidden layer width wr, of I';(-). (a) &x,c versus wr;. (b) Ex versus wr;.

employs its /7;(-) as a readout function. The result in Figure [2{a) illustrates that the decay of &x., with increasing
hidden layer widths w, of I';(-) can be well represented by a curve with a decay rate of —0.5. This value is the same
as the decay rate in Eq. (3I)) of Theorem 2, where the approximation error is under L*-norm. The decay rate of &y,
under L?-norm is slightly smaller than —0.5. These results demonstrate that the approximation error decay rate in
Theorem 2 is reasonable.

5. Conclusions

In this study, two upper approximation bounds of the neural oscillator consisting of a second-order ODE followed
by an MLP are derived for approximating the causal and uniformly continuous operators between continuous tempo-
ral function spaces and for approximating the uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable second-order dynamical
systems. The established proof method of the upper approximation bound for approximating the causal continuous
operators can also be directly applied to the SS models consisting of a linear time-continuous complex RNN followed
by an MLP. In this study, Theorem 1 indicates that for the causal continuous operators, the decay rate in the approxi-
mation error polynomially diminishes as the hidden-layer width of the MLP I'(:) increases. Thus, the neural oscillator
for approximating the causal continuous operators between continuous temporal function spaces also faces the curse
of parametric complexity. Theorem 2 demonstrates that for approximating the uniformly asymptotically incrementally
stable second-order dynamical systems, the neural oscillator can provide an approximation error scaling polynomially
with the reciprocals of the widths of the utilized MLPs. This implies that the curse of parametric complexity can be
mitigated in this situation. The approximation error decay rate with respect to the hidden layer number of the MLP
I1(:) in Theorem 1 and that with respect to the hidden layer width of the MLP 7'(-) in Theorem 2 have been validated
through two numerical cases.

This work only focuses on the approximation error bounds for the neural oscillator. Future research will address
its generalization bounds to provide a more comprehensive theoretical understanding.
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Appendix A. Proofs for Lemmas and Theorem 1 in Section [3.1]

Appendix A.1. Proof of Lemma 1

Proof: Given an arbitrary u(r) = [u1(t), us(?), ..., u,(0)]" € K, since K is compact, based on Assumption 2, there
exists a continuous monotonic modulus of continuity ¢k (#) such that for arbitrary 0 < #; < #, < T and all u(¢) € K, it
satisfies [u(t1) — u(fy)| < |px (2 — 11)|. Define £,(17) = u(t — ) — u(0) for 7 € [0, ¢] and

f,(1), 0<7t<t
fr)={ -f(-1), -t<t<0, (A.1)
0, otherwise

f.(r) is odd and compactly supported, and its Fourier transform HF,(w) is

HE(w) = [T e (ndr = —i [ sin(ofi(r)dr
= =2i [} sin(wn)f(r)dr = ~2i [ sin(w) [u(t - 7) - w(0)] dr (A.2)
= -2i{ L) + 22 [cos(wr) - 1]}.

Consider a smooth bump mollifier function p, (1)

-1 —vz/[vz—(ZTJrv)z] v < <
pV(T)z{CVg ) v<1t<0 (A3)

. )
s otherwise

where v is an arbitrary coefficient satisfying 0 < v < T and ¢, is a normalization constant depending on v such that
[ ° py(1)dt = 1. The mollification f,(7) of f,(7) is

+00(0)
f.(0) = f f.(r — Dp,(DdA. (A4)
—co(=v)

f.(0) is employed to approximate f,(r) = u(r — ) — u(0) over 7 € [0, 7] and their difference is bounded by

[f.(7)— w6 - ) - u )]
=i - @] = | [ [f - 0 - )| pu(0dA| (A5)
< [ e = 0 - E@] 0 < [ 10k (DA =[x,

wheNre SteP (a) holds from |u(#)) — u(ty)| < |dg(t2 — #1)| and [Pk (¢)| being non-negative and monotonically ingreasing.
f,(7), f;(1), and p,(7) are compactly supported over T € [-27,2T] for all t € [0,7T] and all v € (0, 7). f,(7) and
py(7) are continuous over 7 € R. f,(7) is odd with respect to 7 = —0.5v because f;(7) is an odd function and p,(7) is
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symmetric with respect to T = —0.5v, thereby J: ::o f.(ndr = L 22TT f,(r)dr = 0. Then, f,(t) over 7 € [-2T,2T] can be
expressed using the Fourier series

f.(r) = ZZRe | SEy(wn)] ©@_ ZRe[ T HE (wn)Hpu(wn)), (A.6)

where w, = an/(2T), SE,(w,) = 1/@4T) [} e"f,(r)dr = HE,(w,)Hp,(w,)/(4T) is the Fourier coefficient of (1),
Ste~p (a) is valid because f, (1) is the convolution between £ () and p,(7), and Hp,(w) is the Fourier transform of p, (7).
HE(w,)Hp,(w,)/(2T) in Eq. @ can be bounded by

= |(Hf,<wn>ﬂpv<wn)|
= 7 f 2T 7, (T)dT'

T iw,tfr
= 37 | sgre (T)' = = [ e (@dr (A7)
= _I _1°’”Tf’(T)| - f 2 e (nydr
2T 7’ 7’
<35 |f ()] dr < 5L [r%%ﬂ /().

In Eq. (A.7), since p,(7) has arbitrary finite-order continuous derivati\:es and f'v(:r), £, ?nd py(7) are compactly
supported over 7 € [-2T,2T] for all t € [0, T], the boundary conditions f,(-27) = £,2T) = £,(-2T) = £/(2T) = 0 are
employed. £/(7) in Eq. (A7) over t € [-2T,2T] for all ¢ € [0, T'] is bounded by

Lp(r-|da

B/ =& [T - A)cu| O
<[ |ftu)| <t)|cus fo

< lbx(TI max < & (T)] ij,

o/ (1)] dA

(A.8)

where Step (a) employs [u(?) — u(O) < lbx(®)] < Ibx(T)l, Step (b) holds from maxyei_vo |o/(@)] < ¢p2/V?, and
Cp2 = MaXre[—1,0] |p’1’(‘r)| is an independent constant. The bound of |f'{f (1) in Eq. (A-8) is independent of 7 and 7. Then,
based on Eqgs. (A.6)-(A.8), for every positive integer M larger than one, it can be obtained

~ M . ~
f7) = 7 2 Re[e HE(wn)Hpy(wn)]

—|L Eo Re [eiw”r(}‘{ft(wn)ﬂp"(w”)]

—|2r
= 2 (A.9)
< 57 HE (w,)Ho,(w < 3 max |f(r
oy | (w) pv( ) z e max B/
(b) z +o0 (c) g72
s% max f"T)l w 3 %S%’
T 1e[-2T,2T) n= M+1 v n=M+1" v

where Steps (a) and (b) are from Eqs. (A7) and (A8)), respectively, and Step (c) is derived from the integral test for
convergence, see Section 3.3 in (Knopp, 1956),

M+m+1 1 +00 1 1
§ f —dx= f —dx=—, mneL (A.10)
M X M

e M+] M+m

Finally, based on Eqs. (A.5) and (A.9), for every positive integer M larger than one, u(t — 1) over 7 € [0, #] satisfies

u(t-7) - {% g Re [ei““’sz(wn)va(wn)] + u(O)}

= u(l - T) - ll(O) - % gl Re I:eiw,,r(]__{f-t(wn)ﬂpv(wn)]

(A.11)
- - M . -
< [u(t = v) - u(0) - £,(0)| + va(‘r) -5 3 Re | HE (wn)Hpy(wn)]

872k (T)lcp.
<|pxOW)| + M
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forall € [0, T] and all u(f) € K. Based on Eq. (A.2), 1/(2T)Re[e“"" HE(w,)Hp,(w,)] in Eq. (A.1T) can be expressed
as
FrRe [ Hi () Hp, ()|
= +{Luw,) + 22 [cos(w,t) - 11} {Re [Hpy(w,)] sin(w,7) + Im [Hp,(w,)] cos(w, )} (A.12)

= &y {Lou(w,) + 42 [cos(w,t) — 11} sin(w, T - 6,),

where @, and 8, are the scaled Fourier modulus and phase of p,(7), respectively, and they are independent of the input
function u(¥). @, can be bounded by

1 ‘IZT . 1 2T 1
ay = — e (nydr| < = f oy(D)dT = —. (A.13)
T |Joar T Joor r
Eq. (9) can be proven by substituting Eq. (A.12) into Eq. (A.TT). |

Appendix A.2. Proof of Lemma 2

Proof: For every positive integer M larger than one and arbitrary M real frequencies w;, ws,..., wy, With
OReLU(X) — OreLU(—X) = X, there exists a set of equations with the initial conditions x(0) = x’(0) = 0

X/ () = oL [~ X1 () = 0X] (1) + wu(D)] = TreLu [@]X1 (1) + 0K} (1) — wyu(@)|

X; (1) = TReL [~w3%a(t) = 0K (1) + wu (1) = TreLu [@3%a(1) + 0X5(1) — wru(®) \
: (A.14)

Xi(1) = ReLu [~ @iy X (1) = 0K, (1) + wpra(D)] = orrery [} Xur (1) + 0X4,(0) = wpru()]

such that its solution satisfies x(¢) = [x] (1), X (1), ...,X},(D]" = [LuT(w)), LT (w2), ..., L (wy)]" forall t € [0,T]
and all u(r) € K. Eq. (A.14) can be expressed in the form of the second-order ODE in Eq. (I) with a one-hidden-
layer MLP I'(+) utilizing oreLu(-). The widths of the input, hidden, and output layers of I'(-) are wrj, = p2M + 1),
wr =2pM, and wrone = pM, respectively. | |

Appendix A.3. Proof of Lemma 3

Proof: From Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, for an arbitrary positive v < T, and every positive integer M larger
than one, there exists an MLP I'(:) described in Lemma 2, such that for every u(¢) € K, its corresponding solution
x(1) = [x] (1), %] (1), ....x,(0]" from Eq. (I) described in Lemma 2 satisfies

sup [u(r) — 0,(7)| < &k (A.15)

7€[0,1]

for all 7 € [0, T'], where &k is in Eq. (TI)), @,(7) over 7 € [0, 7] is expressed as

u(0)

Wy

M
(1) = u(0) + Z a, {Xn(t) + [cos(wpt) — 1]} sin [w,(t — 7) — 6,], (A.16)
n=1

X, (1) is the n'™ vector element of x(7) that can be calculated as

X,(f) = Lu(w,) = f u(t - 7) sin(w,7)dr, (A.17)
0

w1, Wy,..., Wy are related to the network parameters of /'(-), and a,, and 6, n = 1,2, ..., M, are specified in Lemma 1.
Since @ is a causal and uniformly continuous operator from Cy([0, T]; R?) to Cy([0, T']; R?), and the parameters
Wy, @y, and 6, in Eq. (AT6) are independent of the input function u(#) according to the proof of Lemma 1, ®[d,(1)](?)
can be regarded as a continuous function with respect to the values of x(¢), u(0), and time #. The continuity of
@[h,(7)](¢) with respect to the values of x(¢) and u(0) is evident because @ is a continuous operator. The continuity

with respect to the value of ¢ is analytically established through Eq. in the proof of Lemma 4 in[Appendix A.4]
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Thus, for every positive integer M larger than one, a related continuous mapping ¥ : RP™*D x [0, T] — RY can be
defined as W(x,uo,7) = P[x(1),u(0), 7] = ®[a,(7)](r), where x = [x[,X],....x;,]", X, and uy represent the values of

x,,(f) and u(0) in Eq. (A.16)), respectively.
The value of ®[#,(7)](¢) at ¢ is independent of the values of @,(7) over T > . Given a time instant fy, 0 < £y < T, it
can be obtained

[[u(0)](t0) = F(x, o, fo)] = IP[u(D)](t0) = DL, (D1(t0)| < [|PLUDI@) = PLéty, (DID|| g,

(@) . b) (A.18)
< go [[Ja®) = 8, ()] 1, | < P0e0),

where ¢ () = 23:1 $o,(-) is a monotonic modulus of continuity of @ in Assumption 6, ¢g,(-) is a monotonic modulus

of continuity of the j element ®; of @, &k is in Eq. (I) of Lemma 1, Step (b) follows from Eq. (A.T3), and Step
(a) holds from the causality of @ and it will be proven subsequently. Since ek is independent of ¢, |®[u(7)](%) —
W(x,u, 1)| < ¢o(ek) is valid for all 7y € [0, T, which proves Eq. (T6).
1P (D1(1) = (DOl 0,01 < $o [[101(5) = W2l o0, | s satisfied for arbitrary w; (1) and wa(r) € Co([0, TT; RP).
This can be proven by setting
u(t), 0<t<py ]
u;(n) = { i=1and?2, (A.19)

u(ty), to<t<T

then, it is satisfied [|®[u;(D)](?) = P[u2(D]Dllp0) < NPUI(D](E) = POl < do [I1 (1) — w2 (D)l ] =
$o [Ilu1 (1) = wa(D)ll (0 |- Since the values of [|@[w; (7)](1)— P[Ua(DIDllL=(04,1 and po [l (£) = Wa (D)l g0,y are inde-
pendent of the values of u;(¢) and wx(?) over 1y < ¢t < T, [|O[u(7)](1) — Pluz (DDl =[0,4] < b0 [Ilul (- uz(t)lle[o’,O]]
is valid for arbitrary u;(s) and uy(¢) € Co([0, T']; R?). Since u(z) and @, (r) in Eq. (AI8) belong to Co([0, T']; R?), Step
(a) in Eq. (AT8) is valid. [ |

Appendix A.4. Proof of Lemma 4

Proof: Since K is compact, by Assumption 2, it is closed and there exists a constant Bg such that ||u;(7)||;~ < Bg
for all u(f) € K and 1 < i < p, where u;(¢) is the i element of u(¢). For every M satisfying Eq. (13), ¥ (x,up, 1) =
Y [x(7), u(0), 1] = ©[0,(7)](?) is a continuous function over a compact domain Qy, (T Bk, Bk, T) = [-TBk, T Bx1PM x
[-Bk, Bk]? x [0, T], where T By is the bound for the elements of x,,, n = 1,2, ..., M, because x,, = Xx,(¢) is calculated
from Eq. (A.17). In Qu (T B, Bk, T), [T Bk, T Bx]"™ is the value range of x, [-Bx, Bx]” is the value range of uy,
and [0, T'] is the value range of ¢.

The i element &, () of 6,(7) = [f1;1(7), f,2(T), ..., Bl ,(T)] " in Eq. (A-16) can be expressed as

ui(0)

Wy

M
(1) = 1:(0) + >y {xn,,-(t) + =2 [cos(wnt) — 1]} sin [wa(r — 7) - 6,], (A.20)
n=1

where x,, ;(f) and u;(0) are respectively the i elements of x,,(¢) and u(0). Consider two approximates 1, (1) and G, (1)
of u;(#) and uy(¢) € K, respectively, with x, ,(9) = Lu;(w,) and x;,(f) = Lz (w,), from Eq. (A20), the difference
between the i elements f,1,(7) of i1 (7) and &, () of G, 2(7) can be bounded by

sup [ity1.4(7) = ft24(7)|

7€[0,1]
< |1.4(0) = u2,4(0)|
o 1(0)124(0) :
+ sup | 3 | {[x1i() = x2i(0)] + 22D [cos(wpt) — 11} sin [wn(t = T) = 6]
7€[0,¢] \n=1 "

M
< |u1.4(0) — u2,1(0)| + 3 laal

[¥1i(0) = 220(0)] + 20 cos(w, ) — 1] A2n)

(@) 1 M
<0 - w2, 0]+ § 3 [[¥10i0) = 3200 + 2

u1,i(0)—u2,:(0)
Wn

M
< (14 720 100 = w240 + 7 2 o1 = x20)
®) " M
< max [(1+2M), 77| [iul,,«» — u2,(0)| + ) |1mi0) — xz,n,,ml] ,
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where u; ;(0) and u, ;(0) are respectively the i elements of u;(0) and u,(0), X1,i(t) and x,, ;(¢) are respectively the it
elements of x; ,,(#) and X, ,(#), Step (a) holds because a,, is bounded by T-'inEq. (A:T3)) and Step (b) follows because
wy, = an/Q2T).

Subsequently, the first-order derivatives of the 7™ element ¥ i (x,ug,0) of ¥ (x,u9,1), j = 1,2, ..., q, are analyzed.
With the modulus of continuity Q) of @;, which is the jth element the casual operator @, and Eq. @]), the
difference between ¥ ; (X, up, #) and 1// j (X + Ax, ug + Aug, 1) can be bounded by

|wj(x + Ax, g + Aug, 1) — (%, o, 1)|

(@) . . Lo A
< g, {[[01(0) = 82 (O] o) = b, ( sup [ > |t i) - u,,z,,(r)!D A2

< [zl sup |f1.(0) - utzl(‘r)|] < ¢o, {max [(1+2M), T71] (AX] + |AuoD}
where Step (a) holds from v (x, ug, t) = ¥ [x(¥), u(0), 1] = ®;[0,()](r). Thus, the first-order derivative of i (x, ug, )
with respect to each element of x or uy is bounded by max [(1 +2M), T‘I]qﬁ&)j (0), where ¢):Di(0) is the first-order
derivative of ¢¢,(-) at zero.

Next, the first-order derivative of ¥ ; (X, ug, #) with respect to ¢ is derived. The difference between /; (x, uo, 1) and
¥ (X,u9, 1 + At) can be calculated as

WX, ug,t + Af) — (X, 09, 1) = @ [0 0(7)] (¢ + A1) — @; [G,(7)] (), (A.23)
where
M
0,(7) =uy + Z a, {Xn + — [cos(wnt) — 1]} sin [w,(t — T) — 0,] (A.24)
n=1
and
u u
W (7) = U + Z a, (x,, + w_o {cos [w,(t + At)] — 1}) sin [w,(t + At — 1) — 0,]. (A.25)
n=1 n

|zp_,- (X, w9, + At) — (X, 1o, t)| can be bounded by

|z//j(x ug,  + At) — (X, uo,t)|
<@ 84D (¢ + A1) = D [, (D] ()] + |@; [12:(D] (1) = D [8,(D)] (1)
< |Af| Do, + |®; [0(D)] (1) = ©; [0,(D)] (1)

< A1 Do, + da, [ty a(T) - ut(r>||u»[o,ﬂ] :

(A.26)

where Dy, is the bound of the first-order derivatives of all functions in ®; {Co([0, T]; R”)} in Assumption 5 and it is
independent of M.

Based Eqs. (A.249) and (A.23), the difference between @,(r) and @,.,a,(7), which is in the last term of Eq. (A-26),
can be calculated as

(D) - (D) = 3 (X0 + 22 {cos [wy(t + AD)] — 1)) sin [w,(t + At = 7) = 6,]

n=1

M
- Z @, {x,, + 3 [cos(wpt) = 1]} sin [w,(t — 7) — 6,]

= % a,,( L 1 % 608 [w,(t + AD]) sin [wy(t + At = 7) = 6] (A.27)
n=1
% a',,[ - L+ cos(a)nt)] sin [w,(t — 7) — 6,]
n=1

M
= 2 (e (Xn - %)An(AI) + Z a’n:Tan(At)a
n=1 " n=1 "

where
A, (AY) = sin [wy(t + At — 7) — 0,] — sin [w,(t —T) — 6,] (A.28)
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and
B, (At) = cos [w,(t + Ap)] sin [w,(t + At — T) — 8,] — cos(w,?) sin [w,(t — T) — 6,] . (A.29)

-2)
Based on | sin(x) — sin(y)| < |x — y|, A,(A?) in Eq. (A:28) is bounded by |A,(A7)| < |w,At| and the first sum on the
right side of Eq. (A-30) can be bounded by

5 vl (%0 — 22)
< z o [(x0 — 22)

< |A1] Z |, X, — g

n_ M
< IAtl Z Ianwnxnl + |At| Z |a'nu0| (A31)

n=1 n=1

M
<A1 Y lanl lwal I%:] + |Af] pBgMT™!

n=1

Then, [G;,4,(7) — G,(7)| is bounded by

(A.30)

n

M
iy ar(T) = (D] < D o
n=1

At

+00
< |Af pT Bk Z |l lwn| + 1At pBxMT™!
@ ﬂMCﬂ3 _ 1 nch,,;
< |AY pT By + A1 pBeMT ™ = At pBxMT ™ 5722 + 1),

where Step (a) is from

+

8

S lolanl = 4 3 [ 5 one punie] <4 5 4 [ o] ar
n=1 = (A.32)
+00 +°°
1 412y /// 4T5p,3 1 (L_) T MC/?,3
= T gl 2p2 I{la)(()] (t)| 23 ngl n2 T 24T7%c,,’

Step (b) is derived using the same method as that in Eq. (A.7), Step (c) holds from Eq. (T4) and 3%} n=? = #%/6, and
Cp3 = '”(‘r)| is an independent constant with p;(7) in Eq. (A23).
|By(At)| in Eq. (A:29) can be bounded by

|B,(AD)
< |cos [wy(t + Af)] sin [w,(t + At — T) — 0,] — cos [w,(t + At)] sin [w,(t — T) — 6,]] (A.33)
+|cos [wy(t + Af)] sin [w,(t — T) — 0,] — cos(wyt) sin [w,(t — T) — 6,]] < 2 |w,||Af.

Thus, the second sum on the right side of Eq. (A-30) can be simplified as

M
D lanl| =

n=1

By substituting Eqs. (A-31)) and (A-34) into Eq. (A:30), [@,4a,(7) — @,(7)| is bounded by

«M
IA1]. (A.34)

| 1B,(A0) < 22 | = el I <

A A 772C 3
l0(T) — 8,(7)| < p|Af| BgMT™! (Tcpz + 3)- (A.35)
P,

By substituting Eq. (A-33) into Eq. (A-26), |l//j (X, w9, 1+ Af) — y; (X, 0o, t)| can be bounded by
(%, w0, 1 + Ar) = g (x, o, 1)| < |AY| Do, + do, (plAt BxMT ' cy). (A.36)
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where ¢; = 24‘17r2cp,3cp‘12 + 3 is an independent constant. The first-order derivative of ¥ ; (X, up, #) with respect to # is
bounded by

Oy (X, ug,1)
ot

< Do, + ‘ Alf\‘llo At po, (p |A| BKMT—ch) = Do, + pBxMT ' c1¢/ 4 (0). (A.37)

Egs. (A22) and (A.37) indicate that for every M satisfying Eq. (I3) along with v satisfying Eq. (I4), over the
compact domain Qu (T Bk, Bx,T) = [-T Bk, TBxI"M x [-Bk, Bk]? x [0, T], the Lipschitz constant of v (x, uo, 1)
with respect to its each argument is Ly, (M) in Eq. (T7). The linear modulus of continuity ¢y,.m(x) in Eq. of
¥ j (X, 9, ) under [*-norm is proven by

| j(x + Ax,ug + Aug, £ + Af) — yr(x, ug, 1)
< |wi(x + Ax, ug + Aug, £ + Af) = (X, ug + Aug, £ + A)|

+ WX, w0 + Aug, £ + Af) — (X, o, £ + AD)| + |yr(x, 1, £ + Af) — ¢rj(x, ug, 1) (A.38)
(a)
< Ly, (M) (A + |Aug| + |Af)) < /p(M + 1) + 1Ly, (M) \/|Ax|§ +|Augl3 + |AL]3,
where Step (a) holds from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. |

Appendix A.5. Proof of Theorem 1

Proof: From Remark 2 and Lemma 2, for an arbitrary positive integer M satisfying Eq. (I3)) along with v satis-
fying Eq. (T4), there exists a one-hidden-layer MLP I'(-) specified in Lemma 2, for every u() € K, its corresponding
solution x(¢) = [x] (1), x; (1), ..., )(Lr(t)]T calculated from the second-order ODE in Eq. (I)) with the initial conditions
x(0) = x’(0) = 0 equal the sine transform coeflicients of u(z), as shown in Eq. (A.I7). From Lemma 3 and Remark
3, there exists a continuous mapping ¥ = [¢1, ¢z, ..., Y,]" : RFEMD 5[0, T] — R for all u(z) € K, the difference
between ®[u(7)](¢) and ¥[x(7), u(0), ] can be bounded by

541/3pLKTcll)g
_ (A.39)

M

| [u(n)] (1) = ¥ [x(1), u(0),7]| < ¢a>{

From Lemma 4, the continuous function ¥ (x, wy, #) in Eq. (A.39) is compactly supported within Qy, (T Bk, B, T) =
[-T Bk, TBx1"Mr x [-Bg, Bx]? x [0, T] for every integer M satisfying Eq. (I3) and all u(r) € K, where x and ug
represent the values of x(r) and u(0), respectively. The Lipschtiz constant Ly, (Mr) of ; (X, up, ) of ¥ (x,uy, ) with
respect to its each argument is in Eq. (T7) and a linear modulus of continuity ¢y, s, (x) of ¢ (X, ug, #) under L?-norm
is in Eq. (T8).

Theorem 1 by Hanin| (2019) demonstrates that given an arbitrary continuous function f (z), z = [z1, 22, ....Za] >
mapping from [0, 119 to [0, 1], with a modulus of continuity ws(z) of f(z), for an arbitrary error & > 0, there ex-
ists an MLP fy (z) with ogreLu(:), input dimension d, hidden layer width d + 3, output dimension 1, and depth

2d! [\/3 / w;l(s)]d, where w3!(g) is the inverse function of wy (2), such that sup,c(o ¢ |f (2) — fv (2)] < &. Theorem 1
by Hanin and Sellke| (2017) and Proposition 53 by Kratsios and Papon| (2022) provide similar results.

Using Theorem 1 by [Hanin| (2019) and the linear modulus of continuity ¢y, 4, (x) in Eq. (I8), for every positive
integer Hpz, there exists an MLP [7;(-) with ogeLy(+), the width and depth of 17 j(‘-) are respectively p (M + 1) + 4 and
Hp + 1, such that the difference between i ; [x(?), w(0), ] and I7; [x(¢), u(0), 1] over Q. (T Bk, Bk, T) is bounded by

Bo [p(Mr + 1) + 117 Ly, (My)
(O'SHH)I/[p(MrH)H]

for all u(r) € K, where Bo = 2 max (T Bk, Bk, T). By applying Eq. (A.40) to all ¢/; (x,ug, 1), j = 1,2, ..., g, there exists
an MLP [1(-) consisting of 11, (-), I15(-), ..., I1,(-), the width of JI(-) is in Eq. (22) and its depth is Hj7 + 1. The difference
between ¥ [x(7), u(0), f] and 77 [x(¢), u(0), t] over Qu,. (T By, Bk, T') is bounded by

| [x (1), w(0), 1] - 17; [x (1), u (0) , 7] < (A.40)

Bop(Mr+1)+ 1]2
(O-SHn)l/[p(MrJrl)Jr]]

Wix@®,u),1]-I[x®,u0),] <

q
Z Ly, (Mr)} (A41)
j=1

for all u(r) € K. Eq. (I9) can be proven by combining Eq. (A.39) and Eq. (A:4T) and noting that y(r) = I7 [x(¢), u(0), ]
in Eq. (I). This completes the proof. |
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Appendix B. Proofs for Lemmas and Theorem 2 in Section 3.2

Appendix B.1. Proof of Lemma 5

Proof: Since g(-) and g,(-) in Eq. (23 are Lipschitz continuous over R2*P and the values of all u(f) € K are
within Qy, e.g., Q, = [-Bg, Bx]”, the solution z; (t,Z,) uniquely exists and its value is bounded for all u(r) € K,
allz; € Qg allr € [0,T],all 0 < 7 <, and i = 1 and 2. Then, the ODEs in Eq. (23) governed by g;(-) or g2(-),
driven by the same arbitrary u(¢) € K with the same initial condition z,, have unique solutions z; (¢, zy) and z, (¢, z),
respectively. z, (t,2y) — z; (¢,Z¢) can be calculated as

25(1, 20) — 71 (2, Zo)
= [y leCmlgr = (14 2[4, 2(7,20)] dA + 25(7, 20) dr
_ t 0z} [A.2(1,20)] 01y (t20) _ 971[A,2:(1.20)]
= [ di+ o

ar ar oA
_ 02 [4,25(1,29)] 612(1 7)) _ 0n[Az(12)]
= fy ({Jf sl 4 1) 22 z

6zz(rz0)
1 0z)[4,25(7,20)] 2 5(7, 7o) 1 9z [/lz (1.20)]
= —L——=dA + I} : TR
fo {f O 82 [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, 20), u(7)] fo |” =T

where I is an identity matrix.
Given an arbitrary initial condition z, € €, at an arbitrary initial time instant 7 (0 < 7 < f), it can be obtained

(B.1)

o

0= dultaGa)l

R T ACRACES YRR ACE S N

dr =7 d
_ fl 0z [A,21(1,29)] da 0z, (3,2;) R AVEAGED)|
-k ot =t ot li=r 2 A=tF=1
_ |t 2 aa (22 dzl(‘r z.) _ omldz (3.2 (B.2)
= {fr AR I} . al A=tier

A=17=1

_ {ft AR PP I} 212(%,2,) NS
k" ou e g1 (21,1, 20), 212(F, 20), u(D)] f|,_ o

Since the values of 7 and z, € Q, in Eq. (B.2) are arbitrary, the value of z; (,2;) = z, at the arbitrary ¥ = 7 is also
arbitrary within Q,. In addition, z, (7,zg) € Q, for all ¢ € [0,T]. It is able to replace z, (7,z.) in Eq. (B.2) with

7, (T, Z¢) to obtain
3 1071 (A, 7o(7, 7)) 25(7, Zo)
i=r {f, 025 (7, 70) ds I} {gl [22,1(7. 20), 222(7, 20), U(T)]}' ®-3

Substituting Eq. (B.3)) in Eq. (B:1), 2> (¢, o) — 2, (¢, Zp) can be calculated as

0z, [, 2o(1, 70)]
oA

2(t,20) — 21(,20)

1 02, [A12(1,20)] 0
fO {f R I}{gz [22.1(., 20), 22.2(7, 20), u(7) |

- 81 [22.1(7,20), 22.2(7, 20), U(T)]}dT

0 (B.4)
@ (1 g2, (1.2, (r20)] dr
0 0n(tn) | gy [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, 20), W(T)| — g1 [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, 2p), u(7)]
1 T,
= J % {82 [22,1(7, 20), 22.2(7, 20), ()| — g1 [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, 20), (7))} d7
where Step (a) holds because z; [, 2, (7, Zg)] = z5 (7, Zo). This completes the proof. [ |

Appendix B.2. Proof of Lemma 6
Proof: Considering Eq. 26) in Lemma 5 and let Y(?) = 9z, [1, 2 (1, 29)] /0222 (7, 29), 0 < T < ¢, it is satisfied that

dY(r) 0z} [, 22(7,20)] 0z, [1,25(7, 20)] Oz, [1,25(7,20)] _ 0% [1,22(7, Z9)]
dr 02, 5(1, Z9) 0z [t,25(7,20)] 022(7,20) 0z, [t,2y(7,20)]

Y, (B.5)
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with the initial condition Y(7) = [0,x, Ix-]7, where 0,, and I,«, denote the zero and identity matrices, respectively,

and
0 [t2(120)] _ 0rxr Ly (B.6)
ot (t20)] Agi{z11l1.22(T.20)) 212122 (T zo) @)} Bgi {21 [1.22(r.20)]. 21 2122 (r.20) ()} |- .
0211 [1,22(7,20)] 0z, 2[,22(7,20)]
Then, Y(¢) can be expressed as
10z [T, 22(7, 20)) 0
YO =exp{ | ——————dts |, (B.7)
T 6Zl [Ta ZZ(T’ ZO)] Ir><r
where
10z [7,22(7, 20)] < 0z, [, 25(7,20)]
exp { f T dey = lim | [exp{ Aty (B.8)
+ 021 [T, 22(7, 20)] A0 L 0z, (71, 22(7, 20)]

T=T) <t <H<.<f=t,At=1%-7_,i=12,..,nand
9z} [, 22(7, 20)] 1 (02 [, 22(7,29)] "
xp{—1 £ 220 20) A%} =3 —{—‘ LIESLIYP (B.9)
0z, [T, 2:(7,20)] £ m!\ 0z, (14, 25(7,20)]

Substituting Eq. (B.7) into Eq. 26)), z, (1, z) — z, (1, zo) can be calculated as

t ' oz’ [%, .
22(t,20) - 2:(1, 20) = f exp{ Mcﬁ}Ag(nz@)dT, (B.10)
0

+ 021 [T,2(7, 7))

where

0r><1
Ag(T,20) = . B.11
§(7.%0) {gz [22,1(, 20), 222(7, 20), W(T)] — g1 [22,1(7, 20), 222(T, 20), ll(T)]} ®.11)
Since g;(-) is Lipschitz continuous, from Eq. (B.6), it can be obtained

|: a 0
981 || Bgl
61] 1 al + 61] 2 a2

lotul Ll = Haz]l

where L, = max [Lgl,l, (Lgl,Z + 1)], L, 1 and Lg, » are respectively the two Lipschitz constants of g;(-) with respect
to its first and second arguments satisfying

oz} [1,2y(1,20)] | A1
011[1 (20| a,

a
581
s (B.12)

|31 (b1, 212 [1, 22(7. 20)] . u(D)) = g1 (b2, 212 [1, 22(7, 20)] , u(D))| < Lg, 1 [by = b, (B.13)

lg1 (21,1 [, 22(7, 20)] . b1, u(®) — g1 (21,1 [£,22(7. 20)] , b2, (D))| < Ly, 2 by — b, (B.14)
and a;, a;, by, and b, are arbitrary r-dimensional vectors.
Utilizing Eqs. (B:8)-(B:12), |z> (¢, z0) — z; (2, 29)| can be bounded by

|z2(2, 20) — 21 (1, 20)|

<k

1 02 [1,22(7,20)]
exp { FNCTRCT) dT} Ag(t,20)

dT—f

dr

lim H exp {—BZ 15201 AT}Ag(T, Zp)

T_>() 0z [%1,22(1,20)]

—+00

< t li n [+ (9z [‘ﬂb(TZO)]A A d

<y Am T2 w1\ G2l st 8(1.20)| d7
n—+oo i=1 \m=0

_ (" R B C A7) W il Kot (s ' [#1.22(1.20)]

= Jo Jim | 2 %{WAT} (2 | frrotat) |ag o) dr (B.15)
A2 [\m=0 i=1 \m=0

@ . [t m | |n=l [ +eo 02, [#,,12(1,20))

< lim L(L, A% '{#A} Ag(T,z0)| dT
n—+oo - n
r . 1 A\ t 1 R

< lim zoﬁ(Lg,Af) ] Ag(r. 20)ldr = [ exp ([ Ly, d7)|Ag(r, z0)l dr

iz

n—+oo -

< e’ T max |Ag(t,20),
7€[0,T]

23



where Step (a) holds from Eq. (B:12). Substituting Eq. (B.I1)) into Eq. (B.13), Eq. can be proven.
If the dynamical system governed by g;(-) is uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable for all u(f) € K on the

domain Q, in Lemma 5 with a set of stability functions B (h, 1), k = 1,2, ..., 2r, then, from Eq. 26)), |z> (¢, o) — 21 (¢, Z9)|
can be bounded by

|2(2, 20) — 21 (2, 2o)|

< ("] 9ulLz(T20)] 0,1 de
T It g5 [20,1(T, 20), 222(T, 20), W(T) ]| — g1 [22,1(7, 20), 222(7, Zp), ()] (B.16)
a .
< o ({2l )] oo (2,17, 20), 22(T, 20), 0] - g1 [221(7,20), 22.(7, 20), (D] dT
0z [1,25(1,29)]
< max |Ag(r. 20)l, IX |{ ezl )4
where
2r
0z, [1,25(1,20)] 0z1k(t22) | _ 0z1x(1,22)
‘{ 025(1,20) } ' - g T 0 5 - kgl o Ak'
_ [e14 (22 +vA) ~214(1,22)|
Zl 140 VALl (B17)
D3 i BOAL—D _ 3 05 0
- kgl vl—I}(l) [VAKL Zl %ﬁk( J1—=T) h_0+’

21 % (t,2,) denotes the k™ element of z; (¢,2,), Ay is the unit vector in the direction of the partial derivative of z 1k (t,22)
with respect to z, and Step (a) holds from Eq. for all z, € €Q,. Substituting Eq. (B.17) into Eq. (B.16),
|z, (t,Z0) — 2, (£,2p)| can be bounded by

dr
h=0* (B.18)

|22(, 20) — 21(1, 20)| < max |Ag(7, Zo)sz0 ahﬁk(h 1=1)

(@)
< n}gx |Ag(t,20)l,Bg,
€

for all u(¢) € K and all ¢ € [0, T], where Step (a) holds from dB(h, t — 7)/0h|,_y- = 0 and By is the stability bound in

Eq. (23). Eq. (28) is proven by substituting Eq. (B-11) into Eq. (B-18). [ |

Appendix B.3. Proof of Theorem 2
Proof: The difference between y(¢) and $(¢) can be bounded by

ly(®) = §OI < IR [x®O] = A RO + [T [x(1), w(0), 1] = h [x(D)]], (B.19)

where x(¢) is the solution of the second-order ODE in Eq. ().

First, the first part on the right side of Eq. is considered. According to the assumptions in Theorem
2, since g(-) is Lipschitz continuous over R**”, the solutions %(f) and %(¢) to Eq. (29) driven by all u(r) € K,
with the initial conditions X(0) = %’(0) = 0, are unique and they can be bounded by two constants By and By,

)%j(t)| < fc’j(t)' < By forallu(r) e K, allt € [0,T], and j = 1,2,...,r. Since the dynamical
system in Eq. (29) is uniformly asymptotically incrementally stable for all u(s) € K on a domain Q (B;, B, B‘[Z) =
[=Bx, Bx]" X [=Byx, Bx']" X [-Bk, Bg]?, where By is the bound of all u() € K in Assumption 2, By = aBg, + Bg,
By = aBg, + By, @ is a positive coefficient, and Bg, is the stability bound of the dynamical system in Eq. (29), which
is calculated by Eq. (23), if the difference between the MLP I'(-) in Eq. (I)) and g(-) in Eq. over Q (Br B, BY )
bounded by

respectively,

Irx.x' ) - gx. X w)|, < e, (B.20)

then, according to Eq. (Z8)), x(¢) and x’(¢) from Eq. (I)) and %() and &’(#) from Eq. (29), driven by the same arbitrary
u(?) € K, with the same initial conditions x(0) = x’(0) = X(0) = X’(0) = 0, satisfy

[x(1) — R(D)| + X' (1) = &' (P)]| < Trer[l(?;(] \I" [x(7), X' (1), u(7)] — g [x(7), x’(r),u(T)]IzBﬁg < aBg,, (B.21)
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and the values of x(¢) and x’(¢) are contained in (B;, B, B‘I’() forallu(?) € Kandallr € [0, T].

Since each g;(-) of g(-) has arbitrary finite-order derivatives over R?+P there exists a corresponding & (+) equaling
g;(-) over Q (B;, B, BZ) and the first moment of the Fourier transform (Hg/. (w) of g;(-) is finite (Barron, [1993)), that
is

fRH lwl, [Hz (W) dw < +eo0, j=1,2,....1 (B.22)

where w = [wl LW, ey Wy p]T. Based on Theorem 2.2 in|Yukich et al.[(1995) and the fact that four ReLLU activation
functions can form a total variation activation function that has a bounded support, e.g., [OreLU(X) — OReLU(X — 1)] —
[oReLU(X — 2) — OreLu(x — 3)], for an arbitrary & satisfying 0 < &; < a/r, there exist r one-hidden-layer MLPs I";(-)
with oreLu(+), j = 1,2, ..., r, the widths of whose input and output layers are respectively 2r + p and 1, and the width
of the hidden layer for each I';(-) is at most

wr, <8[CFe?]. (B.23)

such that the difference between I";(-) and g;(-) over Q (B;, B Bi) is bounded by

x'?

IFix.x' w) - g;(x, X', )| < & (B.24)

In Eq. (B.23), Cr, = Cr, ['ng (W), oreLu(®), 2r + p,Q(B,’(,B;,, Bf()] is a constant only depending on the Fourier
transform T{gj (w) of g;(-) corresponding to g;(-), the domain Q (B;, B, B‘I’(), the activation function ogey(+), and
the number 2r + p of the arguments of g;(-).

Then, from Egs. (B.20), (B.21), and (B.23)), for an arbitrary &, satisfying 0 < & < a/r, there exists a one-
hidden-layer MLP I'(-) consisting of above I'1(-), [2(*), ..., ['+(+), the widths of the input and output layers of I'(-) are

respectively 2r + p and r, and the width of its hidden layer is at most

wr < 8r[Cer? ] (B.25)

where Cr = max (Cr,,Cr,, ..., Cr,), such that for all u(r) € K, the corresponding solutions x(f) from Eq. (I)) and %(¢)
from Eq. (29), with the initial conditions x(0) = x’(0) = &(0) = '(0) = 0, satisfy

x(1) = X(1)| < max II" [x(7), x(7), w(7)] = & [x(7), X(7), u(7)]|, Bg,

r 2 (B.26)

< Bg, \/21 max, {Fj [x(7), x(7), ()] - g; [x(7), x(7), U(T)]} < Bg, \rei

j= T€|0,
for all 7 € [0, T'], where Eq. (B.20) is satisfied by
max 1" [x(7), x(7), w(7)] = g [x(7), X(7), w(D)]l,

- ; (B.27)

< \/Z n%SDT;] {Fj [(x(7), x(7), u(7)] — g; [x(7), x(7), u(‘r)]} < rep < ar® <a.

j=1T€l0,
The first term on the right side of Eq. (B.19) can be bounded by

h [R(0)] =k [X(O]] < Ly 1R(2) = ()| < LyBg, Vre (B.28)

for all ¢ € [0, T], where Ly, is the Lipschitz constant of the function A(-).

Subsequently, the second term on the right side of Eq. (B.19) is taken into account. Using the same method based
on the Barron class (Barron, [1993), since A(-) has arbitrary finite-order derivatives over R”, for each jth element £;(-)
of h(-), j = 1,2, ..., q, there exists a corresponding 717,-(-) equaling £(-) over Q (B) = [-Bx, Bx]", the first moment of
the Fourier transform ‘H;,j (w) of Ej(-) is finite (Barron, |1993)). Based on Theorem 2.2 in|Yukich et al.| (1995) and the
fact that four ReLU activation functions can form a total variation activation function that has a bounded support, for
an arbitrary positive &, there exists g one-hidden-layer MLPs /7;(-) with orery(-), the parameters in each /7;(-) with
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respect to u(0) and ¢ are zero, the widths of the input and output layers of each /7;(-) are respectively r + p + 1 and 1,
the width of the hidden layer for each 17;(-) is at most

wi, <8[Ch 87 (B.29)
such that the difference between I7; [x, u(0), 1] and £; (x) over x € Q (By) is bounded by
|17; [x, u(0), 1] — h;(x)| < & (B.30)

In Eq. (B29), C 1, = [?{;,/_ (w), oreLu(+), r, Q (B;)] is a constant only depending on the Fourier transform 7{,;/_ (w) of
R (+) corresponding to /1(-), the domain Q (By), the activation function ogeru(+), and the number r.
Then, for an arbitrary positive &;, there exists a one-hidden-layer MLP 71(-) consisting of above ¢ MLPs, I7;(-), I15(-)
,- .., 11,(+), the widths of the input and output layers of /7(-) are respectively r+ p+1 and g, and the width of its hidden
layer is at most
wi <8¢ [Cher?, (B.31)

where C;; = max (C m.Cmys -, C Hq), such that for all u(¢) € K, the corresponding solutions x(¢) from Eq. (EI) whose
I'(-) satisfying Egs. (B-23)) to (B.27), with the initial conditions x(0) = x’(0) = 0, satisfy

11 [x(1), w(0), 1] = h [x(D]| < g&2 (B.32)

for all 7 € [0, T']. Substituting Egs. (B.28) and (B.32)) into Eq. (B.19), Eq. (30) is proven. |

Appendix C. Explanation of the time dependence of ¥ (x, 0, #)

Assume that u(0) = 0 holds for all u(r) € K, then, the continuous mapping ¥ (x,0,¢) in Lemma 3 is now
defined as ¥ (x,0,7) = Y[x(¥),0,7] = O[d,(7)](r), where the approximate @,(7) of u(¢) is calculated as @,(1) =
Zf{il Xy (1) sin [wy(f — T) — 6,] and X, () = Lu(w,) in Eq. (ATI7). For Yu,(s) € K with a positive At, its shifted
version u,(?) is

(C.1)

u(t—A1, r>At
u(t) = .
0, otherwise

For Vt; > Oand t, = t; + At < T, it is satisfied x;,(¢1) = Lyu(w,) = Lom(w,) = X2,(f2), which is denoted
as X1 ,(t1) = Xp,(t2) = X,. Then, the approximates 1, (1) and @, (7) of u;(¢) and u,(¢) are respectively @, (1) =
SM X, sin [wy(t; — 7) = 6,] and G, (7) = XM, @,X, sin [w,(t2 — T) — 6,]. The related ¥ (x,,0,1) is ¥ (x,,0,1)
= O XM, a,x, sin[w,(t - 7) = 6,1] (1) and ¥ (x,,0,12) is ¥ (x,,, 0, 12) = @ LM, @y, sin [w, (12 — ) = 6,]] (22). Al-
though @ is assumed to be time-autonomous, thereby @ [u;(7)] (t;) = @ [uy(7)] (£2), ¥(X,,0, #;) does not equal
Y (x,,0,1,). This is because the valid range of 7 in sin [w,(¢; — T) — 6,] is [0, #] but that of sin[w,(t; — T) —6,] is
[0, 2,]. Thus, the time dependence of ¥ (x, 0, f) cannot be ignored even if ® is time-autonomous.
An alternative approximate iy, A,(7) of ua(?) is

M
@, X, sin [w,(t, —7)—6,], Te[At,hland At<t, <T
21 [Wa(tz = T) = 6,] [At,12] »<T -

U1, 0(T) =

0, T €[0,Ar)

It is satisfied @ [, (7)] (t;) = D [d24, A(T)] (£2). However, the approximate in Eq. (C.2)) cannot apply to the input
functions with non-zero values over [0, Ar), and thus it is not applicable to all functions in K.
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Appendix D. Proof of Eq. with the Gronwall’s inequality

Proof: |z, (t,z9) — z; (¢, 2¢)|, which are driven by the same u(f) € K with the same initial condition z,, can be
bounded by

25 (t,20) — 21 (¢, Zo)|
= | odr - [ 7 (0)de]
= |y a@dr = [ ma@dr] +| [ 81 [201(0, 2120, 0DdT = [ g2 [22.1(7), 22(0), u()] dr|
< i 22 = zi2@|dr + [ [g1 [20.1(0), 212(0). 0(D)] = g2 (22,1 (1), 22.2(7), u(D)][dT (D.1)
< J 2@ = zi2@|dr + [ [g1 [201(0), 212(0). 0(D)] - g1 (22,1 (1), 212(7), u(D)][dT
+ i |81 [22.1(0). 2120, 0(D)] - 81 [22,1(7), 222(0), (D) | d
+ J; |81 [22.1(0). 222(0), 0(D)] - 82 [22,1 (7). 222(7), ()] d.

Since g;(-) is Lipschitz continuous, |z, (¢, zg) — Z; (¢, Zo)| can be bounded by

|z (2, 20) — 21 (2, 20)]
< [ [222(0) = 212 dT + Ly, 1 ) [22.4(0) = 204 (@)|dT + Ly, 2 [} |212(7) = 222(7)|d7
+ 1 [g1 (224 (D). 222(0). 0(D)] = g2 [22.1 (1), 222(7), u(D)]|dr
< Ly Jy 1m(0) = ma(@)ldr + max [g1 [2,1(0), 222(0, 0(0)] = &2 [22,1(0), 222(0), u@)]| T,

@ e
<e'm TTIEI%SDTE] |81 [22,1(1), 222(7), 0(D)] = &2 [22,1 (), 222 (7), u(D)]| .

(D.2)

where L, = max [Lgl,l, (Lg|,2 + 1)] Lg, 1 and L, > are respectively the two Lipschitz constants of g;(-) with respect
to its first and second arguments, and Step (@) holds from the Gronwall’s inequality (Ames and Pachpattel [1997).

Eq. (D.2) is the same as Eq. 7).

Appendix E. Approach for Training the Neural Oscillator

: : T T T T a T : :
By introducing the state space vector z(f) = [z1 (), 2, (t)] = [x"(1),x7(1)] , Eq. over the time interval [0, T']
can be rewritten in the state function form
z) (1) = (1)
zy(t) = I' [z:(1), 22(1), u()]. (E.1)
y(@®) =11 [z1(2),u(0),1]
Utilizing a second-order Runge-Kutta scheme (Griffiths and Higham| 2010), a time-discretization form of Eq. (E-I) is

Y(tiv1) = I [21(ti11), u(0), ;41 ]
Z(tiy1) = 0.5A¢; (ky + ko)

K, = (1) + Atk , (E.2)
I'[z1(t) + AtKy1, 22(1;) + AtKo, u(Zig)]

K = K ={ (1) }
Pk | T\ (1), 22(1), u()]

where z(0) = 0, y(0) = I71[z;(0),u(0),#], At; = t;;,1 — 1,0 =1ty < t; <t < --- < t; = T. Given available output

function samples ¥,(#;) = [y,,l(t,'), AUR1(7) N y,,q]T caused by the input samples w,(#;), [ = 1,2,..., L, the r-th power
loss function ¢, is used to learn the trainable parameters of the MLPs I'(-) and 77(-) in Eq. (EI),

1
[r:L_IqZ

1
17=0 j
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L
|)’1,j(fi) - 91,j(ti)|r, (E.3)
1=

q
=1



where y;(t;) = [yl,l(t,'), yia(t), - .. ,y,,q(t,-)]T represents the output computed from the neural oscillator driven by w(#;)
using Eq. (E2). In the numerical cases of this study, the Adam method (Kingma and Bal [2014) implemented using
the PyTorch (Paszke et al.| [2019) is utilized to train the neural oscillator using the Runge-Kutta scheme in Eq. (E-2)
and the loss function ¢, in Eq. (E3).
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