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Approximation Capabilities of Feedforward Neural Networks with

GELU Activations

Konstantin Yakovlev* Nikita Puchkin®

Abstract

We derive an approximation error bound that holds simultaneously for a function and all its deriva-
tives up to any prescribed order. The bounds apply to elementary functions, including multivariate
polynomials, the exponential function, and the reciprocal function, and are obtained using feedforward
neural networks with the Gaussian Error Linear Unit (GELU) activation. In addition, we report the
network size, weight magnitudes, and behavior at infinity. Our analysis begins with a constructive ap-
proximation of multiplication, where we prove the simultaneous validity of error bounds over domains
of increasing size for a given approximator. Leveraging this result, we obtain approximation guaran-
tees for division and the exponential function, ensuring that all higher-order derivatives of the resulting
approximators remain globally bounded.
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1 Introduction

We investigate simultaneous approximation of multivariate functions and their higher-order derivatives using
deep feedforward neural networks. Since approximating derivatives necessitates a smooth activation func-
tion, we employ networks with infinitely differentiable the Gaussian Error Linear Unit (GELU) [Hendrycks
and Gimpel, 2016]. Our choice is motivated by the fact that higher-order derivatives of the GELU activa-
tion can be expressed in terms of Hermite polynomials, which enables simple and tractable bounds on their
absolute values. In addition, this activation function is widely adopted in state-of-the-art large language
models [Devlin et al., 2019, Raffel et al., 2020, Shoeybi et al., 2019], which further underscores its practical
relevance.

The core of our constructive approach is the localized approximation of polynomials. While prior works
have developed approximation theory for smooth functions and their derivatives on fixed compact sets
[Yarotsky, 2017, De Ryck et al., 2021, Giihring and Raslan, 2021, Belomestny et al., 2023], they do not
provide error bounds beyond the original domain nor offer simultaneous guarantees across a sequence of
increasingly large domains. Despite recent advances in approximation of functions with noncompact do-
main presented in Schwab and Zech [2021], van Nuland [2024], Abdeljawad and Dittrich [2024], the results
either do not focus on the simultaneous approximation of derivatives or impose strong assumptions on the
weight function of the underlying weighted LP space [Abdeljawad and Dittrich, 2024]. We bridge this
gap by providing explicit control on how approximation errors for fundamental operations (like multipli-
cation) scale as the domain size grows. This allows us to construct an approximation of monomials with
globally bounded higher-order derivatives. This properties are relevant in approximation of functions with
unbounded domains including generative modelling [Oko et al., 2023, Tang and Yang, 2024, Azangulov
et al., 2024, Yakovlev and Puchkin, 2025, Fukumizu et al., 2025] and physics-informed neural networks
[Abdo et al., 2024, Alejo et al., 2024].

Our key technical innovations are twofold. First, we systematically employ a clipping operation on the
network input. By clipping the neural network input, we ensure that the derivatives are globally bounded,
since they are bounded on a compact domain. Second, we establish approximation guarantees for partition-
of-unity functions in Sobolev seminorms, constructing functions with globally bounded derivatives and light
tails.

As a consequence of these results, we provide approximation error bounds for the exponential function
approximation and division approximation together with its derivatives, ensuring that their higher-order
derivatives are globally bounded. Consequently, we extend the approximation results for elementary func-
tions presented in Oko et al. [2023], Yakovlev and Puchkin [2025] to Sobolev seminorms on domains of
increasing size.

Paper structure. The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 establishes necessary
preliminaries and notations. In Section 3, we present our main result on approximation error bounds. Proofs
not included in the main text are provided in the Appendix.

Notation. The set of non-negative integers is denoted by Z, = {0,1,2,...}. A multi-index k € Z¢,

where d € N, is denoted in bold. We also define |k| = k1 + ko + ... + kg, k! = k1! - ko! - ... - k4! For
a vector v € R% we define v¥ = vf 1v§2 e vsd. For a function f of d variables, its weak derivative with



respect to the multi-index k € Z‘i is denoted as

ka _ a|k|f
T oxfr gk agke’
1 %" ... 0Ty

Throughout the paper, we employ the notation f < ¢ to indicate that f = O(g). If f < gand g < f, then
we write f < g. We frequently replace the expression for min{a, b} and max{a,b} with a V b and a A b,
respectively. For any x > 0, we define log(z) = In(x V e).

2 Preliminaries and notations

Norms. We denote the Euclidean norm of a vector v as ||v||, the maximal absolute value of its entries as
||v||oo, and the number of its non-zero entries as ||v||p. Similarly, ||Al/oc and ||Al|o represent the maximal
absolute value of entries and the number of non-zero entries of matrix A, respectively. Finally, for a set
Q) C R” and a function f : Q — R%, we define

£l () = esssup || £ ()]l

Tre

Smoothness spaces. We introduce the Sobolev space to characterize the regularity of functions in our
analysis, and its definition is provided below.

Definition 2.1 (Sobolev space). Let 2 C R” be an open set, and let k € Z.. Then, the Sobolev space
WH2(Q) is defined as follows:

Whe(Q) = {f € L®(Q) : ¥f € L™®(Q) for everyk € Z", with k| < k}.
Here, L>°(Q) is the Lebesgue space. We define the Sobolev seminorm on W*>°(Q) as

_ K
| flwkoo() = kezfilﬁi‘:k 10% fll Lo (02)-

Finally, we define the Sobolev norm on W*> () as

1 llwroe(@) = jmax, |Flwmes ).

Neural networks. In this paper, we focus on feed-forward neural networks employing the Gaussian Error
Linear Unit (GELU) activation function:

GELU(z) = 2 - B(x), @(z):\/% / /24y,

The choice of GeLU is motivated by its infinite smoothness and bounded derivatives (see Lemma B.2). For
avector b = (by,...,b,) € R", we define the shifted activation function GELU; : R" — R" as

GELU(x) = (GELU(z1 — b1),...,GELU(z, — b)), «=(z1,...,2,) € R".



Given a network depth L € N and a vector of layer sizes W = (Wy, Wh,...,Wp) € NZ+1. Then, a neural
network of depth L and architecture W is a function f : R0 — RWz such that

f(z) =—br, + AL oGELU,, ,0A;_10GELU, ,0---0A30GELUy, 0 Aoz, (D)

where A; € RWi*Wi-1 is a weight matrix and bj € RWi is a bias vector forall j € 1,. .., L. The maximum
number of neurons of each layer is given by || || and is reffered to as the width of the neural network.
We define the class NN(L, W, S, B) of neural networks of the form (1) with at most .S non-zero weights and
the weight magnitude B as follows:

L
NN(L ,5,) = 3 £ of the form 1)+ (1450 + [6510) < 5, ma, 14l v 151 <
]:

3 Main results

This section presents our main results. Specifically, Subsection 3.1 details approximation error bounds for
elementary operations, including the identity function, partition of unity, and square operation. Subsection
3.2 elaborates on the approximation of monomials. Finally, Subsection 3.3 provides approximation error
bounds for the exponentiation and division operations.

3.1 Approximation of elementary operations

Passing the output of one layer to a non-adjacent layer is frequently beneficial. Note that ReL.U activation
allows for an exact identity mapping [Nakada and Imaizumi, 2020a]. However, in the case of GELU, an
approximate mapping is guaranteed, as demonstrated by the following lemma, which provides an approxi-
mation error bound for a single-layer neural network.

Lemma 3.1 (approximation of identity operation). Let m € N and let id(x) = x. Then, for any € € (0, 1)
there exists p;q € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying

||§0id - id”Wm,oo([_C’C]) < 028, for all C > 1.

Furthermore, L = 2,

Wlleo =1, S =3, andlog B < log(1/¢) + logm.

Proof. The proof follows the same approach as outlined in Scarselli and Tsoi [1998]. We let

) = _R-GELUO) R
Pidlt) = THIGELU(0) | 9'GELU(0)

GELU (%) ,

where R > 0 and will be determined later in the proof. We also emphasize that the form of ¢4 is valid,
since ?'GELU(0) = 1/2. Taylor expansion suggests that for any = € [—C, C] it holds that

|GELU 2,00 (r) C*
2-9'GELU(O)R

lpia(r) — x| <

Similarly, we deduce that

‘GELU|W2,00(]R)C .

d'p; -1/ <
9 eia(*) =1 S —5rGELUOR




Additionally, for any & > 2 we find that

‘Qoid _id‘Wkoo R) = ‘Spid|Wk’oo R < ’GELU‘Wk,oo(R) ‘
e @ S GIGELU(0)RFT

Therefore, choosing

R = max
2<k<m

|GELU |y koo (g \ /7 1
( OLGELU(0)e ) ’

ensures that for any C > 1

m i 2 .
ax iq — 1d| v ko0 (1 < C¥¢e ax 0 — id |k, <e
0<k<l ’901d ’W = ([-C,0)) X ) 21<nk<m|%d |W o (R) S

Therefore, it holds that
||90id - idHWm,oo([_Qc]) < 026, for all C' > 1.
We next specify the configuration of ¢;4. Clearly, L = 2, |[W||o = 1 and S = 3. As for the weight

magnitude, we apply Lemma B.2, arriving at

log ( |GELU|yyk,00 gy V' 1 1 Y
o5 5 1)+ 2 YY) g1/ BB

2<k<m k—1 2<k<m k—1

Now Stirling’s approximation implies that log((k + 1)!) < klog k, and thus,
log B < log(1/e) + logm.

The proof is complete.

The following lemma generalizes the result presented in Lemma 3.1 to the case of multiple layers.

Lemma 3.2 (approximation of identity operation with multiple layers). Let m € N and letid : x — .
Then, for every ¢ € (0,1), every L € Nwith L > 2, and every K > 1, there exists p;q € NN(L, W, S, B)
such that

(1) llpia = 1d|[wm.oe (- kK] <&
(@) | piallwme @) < exp{O(mlog(mlog(1l/e)) + log(2K))}.
Moreover, it holds that

Wl S1, SSL, logB < (m+ L)logm + log(l/e) + mlog(K).

The proof of Lemma 3.2 is moved to Appendix A.1. Next, we move to the approximation of partition of
unity, a crucial component in the framework of localized Taylor polynomials [Giihring and Raslan, 2021,
De Ryck et al., 2021]. First, we approximate the Heaviside step function, as presented in the following
lemma.



Lemma 3.3 (Approximation of Heaviside step function). For every ¢ € (0, 1), every s € (0, 1), and every
m € N, there exists a GELU network ¢,, € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(1) Ml@sllwmes ) < exp{O(mlog(mlog(1/e)/))},

(@) |lsellwmooo (—o0,—=s]) V IT = @scllwm.oo ([ze,400)) < €
Moreover, v, has L =2, |[W||e V S < 1, and log B < mlog(m/ ) 4 log(1/e).
Proof. Let

_ GELU(z + &) — GELU(z — &9)
- 260

n(x) , TER,

where ¢ € (0, 1) will be determined later. Note that 7 approximates ' GELU is Sobolev norm. Formally,
the Taylor expansion suggests that for any £ € Z and x € R we have

§ — ok — — k+1

2¢e0
< i|GELU|Wk+3,o<>(]R).
6
Hence, it holds that
2
I — 8" GELU [ ym. o0 () < %0 Jmax |GELU |y k43,00 (R) - 2

Now let ¢, () = n(ax) for a > 1 that will be optimized later. Therefore, triangle inequality yields

" ||77”W'"’°°((foo,fa%})

sl wrm.o0 ([—o0,—5]) < @
< o™ (||0'"GELU — nllyym.oo ((—o0,—as)) + 10" GELU||yym.co((—o0,—ax))) -

Thus, Lemma B.2 together with (2) implies that
2
€ ;
el (o0, < 0™ (69<m +4)y/(m+ D+ 26754l + 1)!)
Setting o = 25c71,/21og(1/ep) > 1 ensures that

‘|‘P%‘|Wm,m([_m7_%}) < Odmé‘(z)(m + 3) (m + 1)! < (8%_2 log(l/so))mﬂe%(m + 3) (m + 1)!.

Using the fact that

m\ m/2
sup e(log(1/e))™? < (= < m™/2
sup e(log(1/2) (5:)

we find that

@zl wmaoo ((—o0,—n) < (87 2m)™ 29 (m + 3)y/(m + 1)L.



Hence, setting

2 2 -1

eo = ((8572m)™2(m +3)v/(m +1)I) 2 € (0,1)
ensures that
sl wrm.o (=00, —5]) < €-

Using similar argument, we also deduce that

1T — @scllmoe (jr,400)) < E-
We next note that in view of (2) and Lemma B.2, it holds that

[@sellwrm.o @) < ™ (|7 — 8'GELU||yym.cc(ry + (|0 GELU [yyrm.0 (g))
2

< am(%o(m + O/ (m+ D+ (m+2)y/(m — 1)),
The choice of « indicates that
@l wmeoe () < 20 (m + 2)1/(m + 1)1 < 2(8x~21og(1/20))™*(m + 2)y/(m + 1)L.
Now the choice of g from (3) yields
[l lwm.o (r) < exp{O(mlog(mlog(1/e)/>))} .
Finally, we specify the configuration of ¢,,. Clearly, L = 2, |[W||oc V S < 1, and
log B < log(ar) +log(1/e0) < mlog(m/s) + log(1/e).

The proof is complete.

3)

O

Subsequently, we use Lemma 3.3 to approximate a partition of unity. Following Yakovlev and Puchkin
[2025], we use non-uniform partition, a key element in approximating the division operation. The result is

presented below.

Lemma 3.4 (partition of unity approximation). Define a; = 2= 1% for eachi € {0,1,..., N}, where N €
Nand N > 3. Then, for every € € (0,1) and every m € N, there exist {1;}Y._,, with 1); € NN(L, W, S, B)

foreach 1 < i < N, such that

N
(i) D wi(x)=1, forallz€R,
=1

(¢0)  max |ihiflymee(r) < exp{O(mN +mlog(mlog(1/e)))},

1<i<N

(iii) [N lwmoe (—ooan_s] V 1¥1lWmoe ((ag,400)) V . maX ||[9illpprm.co @\ (as_s,a511)) < &

2<i<N -1

Furthermore, L = 2, |W||s V.S S 1andlog B < log(1l/e) + mN + mlogm.




Proof. Next, for a Heaviside function approximation ¢,, from Lemma 3.3 formulated with accuracy pa-
rameter £/2 and k = ag, we define

1_80(10(33_@1); 1=1,
¢l(x): Spao('r_ai*l)_@ao(x_ai)’ 1€ {27"'7N_1}7
Pao (T —an—1), 1=N
It is clear that for all x € R
N
D dhi(x) =1,
i=1

In other words, {1; }}¥., forms a partition of unity. Now derive the behavior of tails for each 1);. First, note
that for each 1 < 7 < N we have that

[Pao (- = @i) llwm.oo (—s0sa;_1]) < lIPao llwmeo ((—o0,—a0]) < €/2 “4)

and similarly

11 = @ao (- = @) [wmos (jas1,400)) < 11 = Pagllwmieo ([ag,+00)) < /2. ®)
Therefore,

||wN||Wmv°°(—oo,aN,2] v ’|¢1|‘Wmv°°([a2,+oo)) <e.
Next, for any 2 < 7 < N — 1 it holds that
[9illwm.oo ®\(as_.ai11)) = [Willwmoo((—ooai_a]) V 1¥illwm.oo (asys,4+00))
First, from (4) we find that
19illwwm.oo (—sosai_a)) < lPao (- = @im1)lwm.oo (—s0,ai_a)) T [Pa0 (- — @i) [lwm.oo (—s0,ai_a)) < €-

Second, (5) implies that

193 lwm.o ([assr,400)) < N1 = @ag (- = @im1) lwm.oo ([ars 1 ,400)) T 11 = Pag (- = @) lwm.oo ([ass 1 ,4+00)) < E-

Thus, we arrive at

||d}N”Wm’°°(—OO,aN,2] \4 ||,(7Z)1||Wm*°°([a2,+oo)) \ 2<I’£E}\}[<_1 ||¢i’|Wm*°°(R\(ai_2,ai+1)) < E.

Now we focus on the behavior of each ; on the real line. Formally, Lemma 3.3 suggests that for any
1<i<N

[Yillwm.eo ) < 2[|Paq lwmow) < exp {O(mlog(mlog(1/e)/ao))} -
Recall that ag = 2. Hence, it holds that

[Pillwm.o(m) < exp{O(mN + mlog(mlog(1/e)))}-



We now specify the configuration for each ;. Using the configuration of ¢, outlined in Lemma 3.3 and
parallelization argument from Lemma B.6, we conclude that
log B < log(1/e) +mlog(m/ag) <log(1l/e) + mN + mlogm.

The proof is finished.
O
Next, we aim to approximate the clipping operation, which is essential for controlling the Sobolev norm at

infinity of the approximator. The following lemma demonstrates the existence of a shallow GELU network
for approximating clipping.

Lemma 3.5 (approximation of clipping operation). For every A > 1, every ¢ € (0,1), and every m € N,
there exists Y. € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(@) lNectip — idem,oo([_AA]) < g,

(i) et + A + 1/2lwmeo((—ooa1) V [eetip — A = 1/2]wmes (411, 400)) < &
(ii1) || @etipllwmeer) < exp{O(mlogm + mloglog(1/e) + log(24))},
(iv) H‘Pclipﬂwo,oo([g) < A+5/2,

(v) lpetip + A+ 1/ 2o (oo - V etip = A = 1/2lwos(a soe) <€+ 1,
(Vi) [Petiplwr.oo(r) < exp{O(klogm + kloglog(1/e))}.

Moreover, peip has L = ||W o =2, S = Tandlog B < log(Am/¢).
Proof. Define

Yeip(z) = a 'GELU(a(x + A+ 1/2)) — o 'GELU(a(z — A= 1/2)) —A—1/2, z€R, (6)
where a > 1 will be determined later in the proof. Therefore, Lemma B.2 implies that

o™ |GELU — id|lyym.co (ja/2,100)) + & [GELU | wrm.co ((—o0,—a/2))
4™ exp(—a?/16).

HSOclz‘p - id”wmﬂoc([fA,AD <
<

‘We next note that

sup o™ exp(—a?/32) < exp{O(mlogm)}, D
a>0

which implies that

l@ctip — id|[yym.co((—a,4)) < exp{O(mlogm)} exp{—a?/32}.

Therefore, setting

o = /mlogm + log(1/e) 3



guarantees that
[petip — id[lymco(—a,a)) < & )
We next focus on the behavior of tails of ¢,
[Petipllwm oo @\ (=a—1,4+1)) = [[Petipllwm.oo (—s0,—a=1)) V @etiplliwm.oo ((a41,+00))-
We also note that
lpctip + A =+ 1/2[[wm.oo ((—o0,—a—1]) < 20" | GELU|[yym.c ((—o0,—a/2))
and, similarly,
petip — A — 1/2[[m.co((a41,400)) < 2™ [|GELU — id||yyrm.o0 (ja/2,400))-
From Lemma B.2 we find that
[Petip + A+ 1/2]lwmoo (=0, —a—1)) V [[@etip — A = 1/2][wmoo ((a11,400)) < 4™ exp(—a?/16) < e,
where the last inequality uses (7) and (8). Therefore, due to the triangle inequality we have that
lpctipllwm.oo R\ (=a=1,441)) < € + A+ 1/2. (10)

We next derive the Sobolev norm of ¢.;;, on the real line. Using (10), we have that

HsﬂclipHWmm(R) = ||<Pclz‘p||Wm»<>°(R\(—A—1,A+1)) v H‘pclipHW’"v"o([—A—l,A-&-l])
< (e+A+1/2) V l@eipllwm.oo (- a-1,4+1))-

Lemma B.2 together with (8) implies that

lpectipllwm o (—a—1,4+1))
< 2(a™[|0'GELU [yym-1.00(z) V @ |GELU [ yyo,.00((—24-3/2,24+3/2))) + A + 1/2
< exp{O(mlogm + mloglog(1/e) + log(24))}.

Therefore,
[[ectipllwm.oo ) < exp{O(mlogm + mloglog(1/e) +log(24))}.
Similarly, for any 1 < k£ < m, Lemma B.2 in conjunction with (6) and (8) yields
[Cetiplwioe () < 205 GELU b (z) < exp{O(klogm + kloglog(1/¢))}.
In addition, from Lemma B.2 we find that

lpetip — A — 1/2[lwo.00(4,4+41))
< |IGELU — id||yyo.00 ([a(24+1/2) +00)) + I1id = A = 1/2|lypo.00((a, a11)) + @ IIGELU||pyo.00 (—a/2,0/2)
<e+ 1.

10



Similarly,
lpetip + A+ 1/2lwowe(ar,—ap < €+ 1.
Therefore, from (9) and (10) we deduce that
[ ctipllwoc@) <e+ A+3/2< A+5/2.
Finally, we specify the configuration of ¢;;,. The choice of « from (8) in conjunction with (6) suggest that
L=|W|e=2 S=17, logB<logaValvA)<log(Am/e).

The proof is complete.

3.2 Approximation of monomials

Now, we focus on approximating polynomials. A key starting point is the approximation of the square
operation, as demonstrated in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6 (approximation of square operation). Define fs, : © + x2. Then, for every e € (0,1) and every
m € N, there exists psq € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

H‘Psq — fquWm,oo([,QCD < 038, for all C = 1.
Furthermore, L = ||W||cc =2, S = 6 and log B < log(1/¢) + logm.

Proof. Inspired by [Scarselli and Tsoi, 1998, Theorem 2], we let

R? 2x x

where R > 0. We also highlight that 0?GELU(0) = /2/m. Using Taylor expansion it can be shown for
any z € [—C, C] that

2 _ |z|? - [403GELU(¢) — 9*GELU(Q))| _ 5C3|GELU |yys.00 ()

[psql@) —@ 3R - 9°GELU(0) = 3R-9*GELU(0)

and similarly for the derivatives

2|z|? - |203GELU (&) — 93GELU(Q)| _ 6C?|GELU |yys. ()

1 — =
|04 psq(@) — 22 R -|62GELU(0)| = R-02GELU(0)

and the second derivatives

2] - [SPGELU(£) ~ 20°GELU(C°)| _ 10C|GELU]ys. s
R - 92GELU(0) S T R-92GELU(0)

[0%0sq() — 2| =

11



where &, E, £° and C, 5 , C° are all within the interval defined by the origin and z. To proceed, we derive an
explicit bound for the derivatives of order k£ with k > 3 and z € R as

e (z)| = 2%FGELU [ Z2) — 2. 9*GELU (2] < )
0%¢s0(@)| = rgrGELU©) <R> <R> RE-292GELU(0)
Therefore, from Lemma B.2 we find that
E+1)(2F+2 E—2)! k42 k—2)!
|8k@sq($)| < ( + )( + ) ( ) < ( ) .

RF-292GELU(0) 2r RF202GELU(0) 21

Hence, setting

1/(k—2
10|GELU yys.0 (2 ok+2}, TEDR
prm— X

O2GELU(0) - 3<k<m \ O2GELU(0) 27 ’

we ensure that for any C' > 1

fnax, [0sq = fsalwroo(—c,cp < C°7 7, s psq — foglwroom) < &

This observation yields
lsg = Fsgllwmoe(—c,cpy < CP,  forall C > 1.
The definition of ¢4, given in (11) suggests that L = ||[W||oc = 2, .S = 6 and
log B <log(R*V R v 2) <log(1/e) + logm,

where the last inequality uses Stirling’s approximation. The proof is finished.

O]

Comparing our result from Lemma 3.6 to that presented in [Giihring and Raslan, 2021, Proposition 4.7],
we observe that we provide approximation guarantees for the entire real line, rather than limiting our re-
sults to a specific segment. This is a key advantage for approximating functions on unbounded domains.
Subsequently, we derive a straightforward corollary that provides an approximation error bound for the
multiplication of two numbers.

Corollary 3.7 (approximation of two number multiplication). Define prody : (z,y) — x -y, and let m € N
be arbitrary. Then, for any € € (0, 1), there exists . € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying

lmur — prods|[yym.co(—c,cp2) < C3¢, forallC > 1.

In addition, L = 2,

Wl <4, S <12andlog B < log(1/¢) + logm.

The proof of Corollary 3.7 can be found in Appendix A.2. Having derived the approximation guarantees
for multiplication, we now turn to the approximation of multiple number multiplications, as outlined in the
following lemma.

12



Lemma 3.8 (approximating the multiplication of d numbers). Let d,m € N with d > 2 be arbitrary, and
define the function prod, : (r1,...,xq) — Hle x;. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1) and every K > 1, there
exists Ymur.d € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(1) lomut.a — prodgllyym.ce -k K4y < €

(@) (@ mut,dllpmoo ey < exp{O((m* + d) log(mdK log(1/¢)))}.

In addition,
L<logd, |[WleVS<d® logB < (log(l/e)+ (d+m)log K +m?%d?)logd.

Proof. To improve readability, the proof is divided into several steps.

Step 1: approximation error analysis. We first prove the statement for X' = 1 and then generalize it
to any arbitrary K > 1. Overall, the resulting neural network is structured as a binary tree, in accordance
with the methodology described in Schwab and Zech [2019]. We build an approximation of multiplication
of 27 numbers with J = [log,d]. If d < 27, then a minor modification of the input layer implements a
concatenation of the input vector with the vector of ones of length at most d. Now let

©j(21:99) = Pmutj (Pj-1,1(T125-1), Pj—1,2(Tai-111:25)), 1< J <, (12)
where ©;,,,1,; is the neural network from Corollary 3.7 with accuracy parameter 5%211 and the smoothness
parameter m, ;1,1 and ¢;_1 2 are identical copies of ¢;_1, and ¢q represents the identity mapping. From
Corollary 3.7 we deduce that

|@mutj — prody||wme([~C,C1?) < C3%Y) " forall C > 1and 1 < j < J. (13)

To simplify the notation, we let ©;(21.01) = (@mut,j © (©j—1,1,9j—1,2))(%1.0;). Now assume that for all
0<j<Jand C > 1,itholds that

[ — prody; [[wm.(,) = €j, (14)
where ; = [—1, 1]2j. Hence, for any 1 < j < J, the triangle inequality suggests that
lpj — prody; [[wm.e(q;)
= [[@mutj © (9j—1,1,9j—1,2) — prody; [[wm.=(q;)
< [[(@mut; — prody) o (wj-1,1, i—1.2) lwmeo(,) + l9j—1,1 - ¥j—1,2 — Prody;[[wme(q,).  (15)
As for the first term of (15), we apply Lemma B.4 and arrive at
[(@mut,; — prody) o (pj-1,1, pj-1.2) lwm.e(q;)
<16(e*m* -2 47710t j — Proda|lwmes (—1-c, 114,12 (1 V [j-11

< 16(e2m? - 2. 497 1)m(1 + 5j—1)m+35(j)

mul?

[T, 1)
(16)
where the last inequality uses (13). As for the second term of (15), we apply Lemma B.3 and obtain that
l0j-11 - ©j-1,2 = Prody; [[wm.e(0;) < 2™ [[pj-1,1 — prodgi—1llwmee(a; 1) ll@j-12llwme(o; 1)

+ 2" [prodyi-1 lwmee @, 1) [9j-1,2 = Proda-1[lwm.ee (o, _,)-
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From (14) we deduce that
lj—1.1 - 9j-12 = Proda; [lwmee(q,) < 2™ ej1(1+g5-1). (17)
Therefore, combining (15), (16) and (17), we arrive at

Ej < 16(€2m4 . 2 . 4]—1)771(1 + Ej—l)m+3€(j)

mu T 2" ej1(1+g0).
We find ¢ in the form of €; = 2%/ ¢ for each 1 < j < J with 1 = 0. Hence,
€5 < 16(62m4 -2 4j_1)m2(m+1)(71—1+1)5(le + omtlo2yitle,

m

Setting
(4) 2,4 j—1ymo(m+1)(vj—_1+1) -1 .
€yl = €1 <16(em 2240712 i ) , 2<j<J, (18)

we have that
which yields that

Therefore,
g7 < (m+3)22M082d1 ) < A(m + 3)d%e;.
Choosing sgil = ¢(4(m + 3)d*)~! € (0, 1) ensures that
o = prodags[lwm.s(—c,cp < €.

Step 2: deriving the configuration of ¢ ;. Due to the observation that v; < md?, we deduce from
Corollary 3.7 and (18) that, for all 1 < j < J, we have ©pu1,j € NN(Linur, Winut, Smuts Bmar) With

Lmul = 27 ||WmulHoo V Smul S_, 17 IOg Bmul S log(l/&?) + m2d2.
Let ¢; € NN(L;, W;,S;, B;) forall 1 < j < J. Then, from Lemma B.5 and Lemma B.6 we find that

Ly<J+1, WiV Sy <277,
log By <log By_1 + log By + 1og ||[Wi_1]leo < (log(1/€) + m?d?) log d. (19)

We now generalize the approximation result to the case when K > 1. Let
@J,K(xla . ,a:d) = Kdgoj(xl/K, . ,md/K).
Then, from the chain rule we obtain that

lp.1.5c = prodgllym.es (e, xj2y < Kl — prodgllym.ee (1,10 < K.
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Therefore, taklng the accuracy parameter € JK%in ¢ 7.k, we deduce that for any € € (0, 1) there exists
Pmul,d, K € NN(L W S, B) satisfying
[mut.d, ik — Prodgllym.e |-k K)e) < €
Furthermore, (19) we find that
L<logd, [[W|eVS<d, logB < (log(l/e)+ dlogK +m2d?)logd. (20)

Step 3: clipping the input. Now let ¢;, be a clipping operation approximation from Lemma 3.5 formu-
lated with accuracy parameter €., € (0, 1) and clipping parameter /. Then, it holds that |[©eip || 170,00 () <
K +5/2 < 4K. Let @gipq be a parallel stacking of d identical copies of ¢, that approximates a
component-wise clipping. Let also (¥,,,,,44x has accuracy parameter €,,,;,4 and smoothness parameter
m + 1. Then, it holds that

| Prmut,dax © Petip.d — Prodg o id||yym.c ((— i, K]4)
< [(@mut.aar — prodg) © eip.allwm.eo (K, K4y + [[Prodg o weip.d — prodg o id||ym.eo -k, Ka)-
Lemma B.4 suggests that

exp{O(mlog(md)) }emui,a(Ectip + K)™
exp{O(mlog(mdK))}emul,d

[(Prmut,d.arx — Prodg) o peiip dllwm.eo (- kK1) <
<

and also

Iprody © @etip,a — prodg © id[lym. (-, k)4 < exp{O(mlog(md))}(K + 5/2) e ip(caip + K)*"
< exp{O(mlog(mdK) + dlog K) }eciip-
Therefore, setting
log(1/emut,a) < log(1/e) + mlog(mdK), log(1/eqip) =<log(l/e) + mlog(mdK) + dlog K (21)
for some ¢ € (0, 1) ensures that
|Pmut,d,arc © Petipd — Prodg o id||yym.eo(—k, k2) < €.

Moreover, Lemma 3.5 and Lemma B.4 imply that

|Pmut sk © etipdlliwmeeray < exp{O(mlog(md))}(emur.a + (4E))(1v ||¢clip,d’\%m,w(md))
< exp{O((m? + d) log(mdK log(1/¢)))},

where the last inequality uses (21). Recall that due to Lemma 3.5, Lemma B.6 and (21), we have that
Pclip,d € NN(Lcli;m Wclipa Sclipa Bclip) with

Leip S 1, [Weatiplloo V Seiip S d, log Beip S log(1/€) + mlog(mdK) + dlog K.
Finally, from Lemma B.5, (20) and (21) we deduce that ©,,u1.d = @Pmul,d 4K © Pelip,a has
L<logd, |WleVS<d? logB < (log(l/e)+ (d+m)log K +m?d?)logd.

The proof is complete.
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Comparing our result from Lemma 3.8 to that presented in [De Ryck et al., 2021, Corollary 3.8], we
observe a difference in the number of parameters: O(d?) versus O(dlogd). We emphasize that, as a
byproduct, we derived a neural network with the number of parameters O(d), but we employed clipping
and concatenation to satisfy condition (iz), which ultimately increased the parameter count. However, by
adding clipping, we ensure that the approximation and its derivatives are bounded across the entire real line.
Now, we turn to the approximation of monomials, as formulated in the following lemma.

Corollary 3.9 (approximation of monomials). Let k € Z._ for some I € N such that |k| = d, where d € N
with d > 2 is arbitrary. Define prody : (x1,...,z1) — Hz‘I:1 azfl Then, for every € € (0,1), everym € N,
and every K > 1, there exists a GELU network ¢ € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(4) HSOmul,k - prOdkHWmvoo([—K,K]I) <6,
(@)l emutillwmeo @y < exp{O((m* + d) log(mdK log(1/¢)))}.
In addition, Py, x has
L<logd, |WleVS<(dVvI)?, logB < (log(l/e)+ (d+m)log K +m2d*)logd + log 1.

We move the proof of Corollary 3.9 to Appendix A.3. The following lemma provides an approximation
result for multivariate polynomials.

Lemma 3.10 (approximation of multivariate polynomials). Define fa :  — > 14 ay X, where x € R!
and A = {k € Z! : |k| < d} for some I,d € N with d > 2. Also assume that |ay| < 1 for all
k € A. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1), every natural m > 3 and every K > 1, there exists a neural network
wa € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(@) Nfa— @AHWm,oo([_K,K}J) < g,
(@) [leallwmomry < exp{O((m?* + md + I)log(mdKIlog(1/¢)))}.

In addition, p 4 has

L<logd, [[WleV S < (d+ I)*M
log B < (log(1/¢) +m?(d + I) log(mdKT) +m?*d®)log(d + I).

Proof. Corollary 3.9 implies that for each k € A with |k| > 2 there exists py satisfying
lox — prody[yyrm.eo -k, Kx]1) < €k (22)
where ¢), € (0, 1) is accuracy parameter. Moreover,
okl wm.oe gy < exp{O((m® + d) log(mdK log(1/=x)))} (23)
and ¢y € NN(Lg, Wy, Sk, Bk) with

Ly Slogd,  ||[Willeo V Sk S (dV 1),
log Bi < (log(1/ex) + (d +m)log K + m?%d?)logd + log I. (24)

As for |k| € {0, 1}, the approximation is exact, since it is implemented with a single linear layer. In order to
build the final approximation, we have to implement a summation of GELU networks with different depth.
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For this purpose, we add auxiliary identity layers. Let ;4 x be an approximation of identity function from

Lemma 3.2 formulated with the accuracy parameter ek, Ligx = 1 + maxy cA Ly
and the scale parameter ||k |yy0.0 (|, k)r)- Hence, the triangle inequality implies that

[pidx © px — prody |l ym.e (- k,Kx]1)
< [lpx — prodycllym.c (i, k1) + [[(Piax — 1d) © picl[ym o (- K, x77)-

Therefore, Lemma B.4 suggest that

[ (pide — id) © picllwm.oo (- K 1]1)
< exp{O(mlogm)}|pigx — idllwm.co () (lorll im0 (e rcyry V 1)

where Qo = [~ |k lpwo.c (i, k]1)s |9kl wo.oe (- i, k1) As suggested by (22), we have that

ercllwo.ss (- .11y < lkllwmes (- .1y < IIProdycllwm.ee (k. k1) + €k < 2d™ K.

Hence, it holds that
1(@iax —id) © ucllywm.es (-, x)1) < exp{O(m*dlog(mdK))}ex.
Then, from (22) and (25) we deduce that
[pidx © Pk — Prody|lwm.e (K, k1) < exp{O(m2dlog(mdK))}ey, forallk € A.
We now specify the configuration of each ¢;q i, as suggested by (26) and Lemma 3.2:

L(pigx) Slogd,  [|[Wleo(piax) S 1,

S(pidk) Slogd, log B(wiak) S (m+logd)logm +log(1/ex) +m 2logd + dmlog K.

Now (24) and Lemma B.5 imply that the composition ¢y 0 @;q k has

L(pk © piax) Slogd,  [Wlleo(x © piax) V S(¢x 0 piax) S (dV 1),
log B(x © igx) < (log(1/ex) + dmlog K + m?d?)logd + log I.

Now setting e = £/|.A| and applying parallelization argument from Lemma B.6, for

pa(r) = Z ax - (piak o p1c)(x), xR,
keA

we obtain that ¢ 4 has

L(pa) Slogd, [[Wlleo(pa) V S(pa) S Al VI)?
log B(pa) <log(JA|) + (log(1/ex) + dmlog K + m?%d?)logd + log I.

Since

|A| < <dji_l> < (d4 DM = exp{(d A I)log(d + 1)},
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then (27) yields
| fa = pallwmes(-k,x)1) < exp{O(m®*(d + I) log(mdK1))}ex.
Thus, setting
log(1/ex) = log(1/e) +m?(d + I)log(mdKT) (30)
ensures that
[fa = pallwme(—r.x)1) < &
Moreover, the configuration described in (28) is now

L(pa) Slogd,  [Wlleo(a) V S(pa) S (d+ 1> T
log B(¢4) < (log(1/¢) +m?(d + I)log(mdKI) + m?*d?*)log(d + I).

From (23), (29) and Lemma B.4 we deduce that

e allwm.eomry < [A Inax [pidx © Pkllywm oo (mr)

< exp{O((d A I)log(d + I) +mlogm)} max [idxcllwm oo (o (m1)) (1 V [0xcl[frm.c0 rr))-
As suggested by (23) and (30), we have that
lokllwm.oe (gr) < exp{O(m? + d) log(mdK Ilog(1/¢))}.
From Lemma 3.2 and (26) we find that
i xllwm.oo (oe@mry) < @idxllime®) < exp{O(mlog(dmlog(1/ex)) + dlog K)}.
Therefore, due to (30), it holds that
leallwm.es(rry < exp{O((m? + md + I) log(mdK I'log(1/<)))}.

The proof is complete.

3.3 Approximation of the exponent and the division

Now, we address the approximation of nonlinear operations, including exponentiation and division. The
following lemma provides quantitative bounds for the exponential function approximation.

Lemma 3.11 (approximation of the exponential function). Define fepp : v — e %, and let m € N be
arbitrary. Then, for any € € (0,1) and 0 < A < 1, there exists a neural network per, € NN(L, W, S, B)
such that

(Z) HSOEZEp - feg;pHWm,oo([_A7+oo)) g g7
(1) lleapllwmoem) < exp{O(m?*log(mlog(1/e)))}.
Furthermore,

L <logm +loglog(1/e), |[We VS <m!'?logh(1/e), logB < m!'tlog3(1/e).
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Proof. For some r € N with r > 3 and K > 2, which will be determined later, consider the approximation

. . -1 711 i
accuracy of a Tailor expansion f,(z) = Y/ _; %

MKy de(K v A\
erfcp_frHWm’OO([—4A,4K]) < max <H> < e4A max <(/)> ,

0<m’'<m (r—m')! o<m'<m \ r—m
where in the last inequality we used Stirling’s approximation for the factorial. Thus, setting
r=[m+4Ke* 4+ 4A +log(2/e0)] > 3,
where g9 € (0, 1) and will be optimized further in the proof. Next, we obtain that

| feap — frllwm.oo(—aa4K)) < €0/2. (31

Now Lemma 3.10 suggests that there exists a GELU network ¢, formulated with the accuracy parameter
£0/2, the scaling parameter 4, the smoothness parameter m+ 1, and the maximum power of the monomial
r — 1 such that

I fr — Geapllwmee((—aa,ax]) < Iy — Peapllwm.oo(—araK)) < €0/2,
which together with (31) immediately implies that
| fexp — Peapllwmoo((—aa,ax]) < [[fexp — Frllwmoo((—aa,ak)) + | fr — Peapllmoo((—14,4K]) < €0- (32)
In addition, (32) suggests that
| Beapllwm.oe(—1a4x]) < |Beap — feapllwmoe (—aaar)) + || feapllwmoo(—aaax]) < 2. (33)

Next, substituting the choice of 7 into the configuration of Ye.p € N N(E7 W, S , B ) outlined in Lemma 3.10
yields

L Slogr Slog(m+ K +1og(1/e0)),  [Wlleo VS <7t <m? + K* 4 1og(1/20),
log B < (log(1/e0) + m?rlog(mrK) + m*r?)logr < m?(m® + K> + log®(1/e0)). (34)

Let ©.ip be an approximation of clipping operation from Lemma 3.5 with the accuracy parameter €., €
(0,1) and the scale parameter (A + K)/2 > 1. Then we have that

Qpclip,fA,K(x) = (Pclip(x + (A - K)/2) + (K - A)/Q

has the following properties:

(@) N Petip,—a,5c = id][wmoo((—a,k]) < [[@etip — 1d[lwm.oo (= (A+K)/2,(A+K)/2]) < Eclips
(1) —5/2—A< Yaip—ak(r) <K+5/2, forallz € R
(@) | petip,—a,x — K — 1/2|lwo.co (i, +o0)) < Ectip + 1,
(iv)  |ectip,—a,xllwmeow) < exp{O(mlog(mlog(l/euip)) + log(A + K))}.

Hence, from properties (¢), (¢4) and Lemma B.4 we obtain for ¢ezp = Gezp © @erip,— 4,k that

|Peap © Petip,— A, — Pexpllwmios((-a,k)) < exp{O(mlog(mK)) }H|Pewpllwm+1.00((—s4,4K])Ectip-
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From (33) we find that
|Pexp © Petip,—A, i — Peapllwmee((—a,k]) < exp{O(mlog(mK))}ecip-
Thus, (32) implies that for
log(1/ecip) < log(1/e0) + mlog mK (35)
we have
”‘;De:rp - fea:p”Wm,OO([—A,K}) < 250- (36)
Property (ii7) together with Lemma B.4 suggests that
[@exp © Cetip,—A,K lwm.o ([ +o0))
< exp{O(mlog m)}||95€$p”WvaO([K—3/2,K+5/2])(1 \4 H‘Pclip,—AKH%maoo(R))'
From (32), (35) and property (iv) we find that
|Beap © Petip,— K lWwmes ([ 400y < exp{O(m? log(mK log(1/£0)))}(eo + e~ ).
Thus, for K = 2V log(1/e() we have that
HSDeJ:p © Pelip,—A K”Wm 20 ([K,+00)) eXp{O(m log(m 10g(1/€0)))}€0.
This and the triangle inequality imply that

|@eap © Petip,— a5 = feapllwmos (i +00)) < exp{O(m?*log(mlog(1/e0)))}eo.
Therefore, from (36) we deduce that
H‘Pexp - fea:p”Wm»oo([—A,—i-oo)) < exp{@(mz log(m log(l/go)))}e(].
Hence, setting
log(1/e0) = m”logm + m? log(1/e) 37
ensures that
| pexp — fexp||Wm’°°([—A,+oo)) e

Moreover, properties (i), (iv) together with Lemma B.4, (33), (35) and (37) yields

|Beap © Getip—a il @) < |Beapllwm s (sa.4x)) xp{O(m? log(mlog(1 /2aip)) + mI0g(2K))}
< exp{O(m?log(mlog(1/e)))}.
From (35), (37) and Lemma 3.5 we find that the configuration of ¢, € NN(LCh-p, Wetip, Setip, Bclip) is
Letip V Wetiplloo V Setip S 1, log Beip S log(mK [eqp) S m?logm +m®log(1/e).
Therefore, (34), (37) and Lemma B.5 suggest that the configuration of ¢z, is
L <logm +loglog(1/e), |[W|e VS <m!'?logt(1/e), logB < m!'tlog3(1/e).

This completes the proof.
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Comparing our result presented in Lemma 3.11 with [Yakovlev and Puchkin, 2025, Corollary F.3], we
observe a less favorable configuration scaling. Specifically, the number of parameters in Lemma 3.11 scales
as O(log*(1/¢)), compared to O(log?(1/¢)). Nevertheless, we extend the approximation guarantees to
high-order Sobolev norms.

Now, we focus on the approximation of the division operation, beginning by approximating the reciprocal
function in a straightforward manner, as suggested by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12 (naive approximation of the reciprocal function). Let 0 < a < b < 2 such thatb/a > 5/4 and
a < 1. Define frec : © — 1/, where © > 0. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1) and every m € N such that m > 3,
there exists orec € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying

(l) ||<Prec - f’r‘ecHWm,oo([a7b]) < e,
(i6)  Npreclmeez) < exp{O(m? log(mN/a) +m? loglog(L/2) + mN)}.

Moreover, pyec has

L < log((mb/a)log(1/e)), [Wlleo V S < (mb/a)*log*(m/ea),
log B < (m*h?/a?)log?(1/ca)log?((mb/a)log(1/ca)).

The proof of Lemma 3.12 is deferred to Appendix A.4. Overall, the proof is similar to that of [Yakovlev
and Puchkin, 2025, Lemma A.8], but extends it to Sobolev norms. The following result constructs a strong
approximator by leveraging the weak approximators derived in Lemma 3.12, drawing inspiration from
[Yakovlev and Puchkin, 2025, Lemma A.4].

Lemma 3.13 (reciprocal function approximation). Define frec : € +— 1/x for any x > 0. Let also ag = 2—N
for some N € N such that N > 3. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1) and every m € N with m > 3, there exists a
GELU network prec € NN(L, W, S, B) such that

(@) |lerec — freCHWmaOO([ao,l]) <S¢,
(i) [ erecllwmee(ry < exp{O(m*N + m?log(mlog(1/c)))}.
In addition, the network has
L S log(mNlog(1/2)), W VS S mEN(N* +m?log(1/e),
log B <m8(N* + m*log?(1/¢)).

Proof. The proof proceeds in multiple steps.

Step 1: introducing basic approximators. Let N € N with N > 3 and let ¢; = 2~V for each
ie{-1,1,...,N + 1}. Let also ¢, be in the following form:

N

Prec(T) = Z q(0i, i), Qi = Pidi © Precis Vi = Vidi © Ypou,is (38)
i1

where g is a GELU network from Corollary 3.7, which approximates multiplication with accuracy parameter
Emul- Networks {wpou,i}i\;l form a partition of unity according to Lemma 3.4 with accuracy €,4,. In
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addition, the networks {¢T€C7i}£\;1 serve as local approximators of the reciprocal function from Lemma 3.12
with the accuracy &,../2 and the parameters a = a;_2 and b = a;41 A 1. Hence, we have that

1212)](\[ H(prec % frecHWm 0 ([aj—2,ai41A1]) X 57"60/2 (39

This implies that
[recillwmes ((a;—s,a:111]) < Eree + exp{O(mlog(m/ag))} < exp{O(mN +mlogm)}  (40)

and also

||307"ecz”W0 0 ([ai—2, a1+1/\1]) < Erec T 1/0’ 1= 4/&0 (4D

The networks {p;q, ,}Z 1 approximate the identity operation (see Lemma 3.2) with the accuracy parameter
€id,e € (0, 1), the scale parameter 4/ag. Similarly, the networks {1;q, Z} * , aim to approximate the identity
operation with the accuracy parameter €;4,, € (0, 1) and the scale parameter ||1ou,i||yym.c (r). The number
of layers of the identity networks will be specified later in the proof. We also put the smoothness parameter
m € N with m > 3 for all the networks. First, we derive the approximation accuracy of ;. Note that
according to Lemma 3.12, forall ¢ € {1,..., N}, we have ¢,cci € NN(Lyec, Wiee, Srec, Bree) With

Lrec ~ log(m log(l/fgrec)) ”WrecH VS rec ~S Sm IOg (m/ErecaO) N m4N4 +m lOg (m/grec)

log Bree Sm 4 log? (m/erecan) S m*N* 4+ m?* log* (m/erec)- (42)
Therefore, each ;q; has at most L;q, < log(mlog(1/epe.)) the number of layers. Now Lemma 3.2 in
conjunction with (40), (41) and Lemma B.4 imply that

1I<n%>](\[ ”szd i O Prec,i (Prec,z‘HWm,oo([aFZﬂHl/\lD < eXp{O(mQN +m? log m)}gid#}_

Hence setting
log(1/€ia,) < log(1/erec) + m*N +m? logm (43)

guarantees that

Wm0 ([a;—2,ai+1A1]) 5rec/2

1212)](\/ H‘Pzd i © Precyi

This and (39) imply that

lglz}]{v i — frec”Wm,oo([ai_Q,ai+1/\1}) < Eree- (44)

Furthermore, for ;q; € NN(L;q,, Wid,e, Sid,p» Bid,e) We have from (42), (43) and Lemma 3.2 that
dego < log(mlog(1/erec)), ||Wzd<p”oo ~
Side S log(mlog(1/erec)), log Bige S mzN +m?logm + log(1/erec) log m. (45)

Therefore, from Lemma B.5 we find that ¢; = @reci © @iai € NN(Lyee, Wree, Srec, Brec), Where the
parameters of the neural network class are presented in (42). Next, we deduce from (43), Lemma 3.2 and
Lemma 3.12 that

exp{O(mlog(m + [|ia,illwm.cor))) HPrec,illwmeo w)
exp{O(m*N + m?log(mN log(1/erec)))}. (46)

||90rec,i o Qpid,iHWm,oo(R) <
<
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Following this, consider the approximation properties of ;4 ; © ¥poy,;. From Lemma 3.4 and Lemma B.4
we find that

max, %Vid,i © Vpouillwm o ([ag, 1\ [as—2,ai111]) < EXP{O(mlog m) }H|id illwm.oo (e pousepou]) (1 V Epou)

< exp{O(mlogm)}(epou + Eid,p)

and also
Wbid © pons — Bpousllwmes () < xpO(m10gm) beiap(1V [ponilmoe )
< exp{(’)(mzN +m? log(mlog(1/epou))) }eid, -
Therefore, setting
log(1/giq.p) = m?*log(1/epon) +m*N 4+ m*logm (47)

ensures that

1212}]{\[ ||¢%d i© 7w[}pou i > (R) < Epou- (48)
and
max |{[%id,i © Ypouillwm e (jag, 1]\ [as_z,ai1141)) < eXP{O(mlogm)}epou- 49)

1<i<N

From (48) and Lemma 3.4 we also deduce that

1r<na<>1(\7 [9illwm.co ) < Epou + 1212.351(\, [¥pou,illwm.or) < exp{O(mN + mlog(mlog(1/epou)))}. (50)

Now derive the approximation error bound for ¢,¢. defined in (38). The triangle inequality suggests that

Free (1 - Zm)

(A)

”Sprec frecHWmoo ([ao,1]

Wm0 ([ap,1])

N
Z(frec (Pz) i Z‘Pz Yi — (szwz) (51
=1 Wm0 ([ag,1]) =1 Wm0 ([ag,1])

(B) ©)

Step 2: bounding term (A). From Lemma B.3 we deduce that

N
frec (1 - Zdh) H < QmerecHWvaO([ao,l])
i=1

Wm0 ([ao,1])

N
1= 4

=1

Wm0 ([ao,1])

Since SN | Ypoui(z) = 1forall z € R due to Lemma 3.4 and || frec||yym. o ([ao,1]) < exp{O(mlog(m/ao))},
we obtain from (48) that

N
f’/‘ec <1 - Z 1/%) < eXp{O(m log(m/CLO))}N‘gpou
=1 W2 ([ao,1])

< exp{O(mN + mlogm)}epon.- (52)
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Step 3: bounding term (B). The triangle inequality suggests that

N
Z(frec — i)Y <N max. [ (frec = @i)Willwm.o ((ag,1))- (53)
i=1 W2 ([ag,1])
Moreover, for each 1 < 7 < N we have that
[ (frec — @i)illwm.os ((an,17)
= ||(frec - ‘Pi)wi||Wmv°°([a,-_2,ai+1/\1}) \ H(fTeC - @i)qﬁiHWm’oo([ao,l]\[ai_g,ai+1/\1})‘ (54)

Now we analyze each term separately. As for the first term, we obtain from (44), (50) and Lemma B.3 that

max | (frec = Pi)Willwmoo (ja;_s,air101]) < 2" €rec|Villwm.cow)

< exp{O(mN + mlog(mlog(1/ecpou))) terec.  (55)

As for the second term, (46) together with (49), the fact that || frec||yym oo (jao,1) < exp{O(mlogm+mN)}
and Lemma B.3 yield that forall 1 <t < N

exp{O(mlogm)}([|illwm.o ) + || frecllwm.o (fag,11) )Epou
exp{O(m*N + m?log(mNlog(1/erec))) }epou-

| (frec = ©i)Willwm.oo (jag, 1]\ [aiz,ai11 A1) S
<

Therefore, setting

log(1/epou) =< log(1/erec) + m2N + m? log(mN log(1/erec)) (56)
guarantees
ETCC
max. 1(Frec = i) ¥illwm.oo (fao, N ai-2.ai101) S F7- (57)

Moreover, from (55) we deduce that

1211%)1{\/ | (frec — (Pi)wiHWWW([ai,g,aiﬂ/\l}) < exp{O(mN + mlog(mlog(1/erec))) feree:

Thus, setting
log(1/erec) < mN 4+ m?log(1/e) (58)

ensures that
€

122}1(\7 H(fT'EC - Qpi)wi’|Wmv°°([ai_2,ai+1/\l]) < 37N (59)

The combination of (54), (57) and (59) imply that

3

121%)](\[ [(free — @i)@binwmv“([ao,l]) < 3N
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Therefore, we deduce from (53) that

N

Z(frec - %Wz

=1

<e/3. (60)
Wm,oo([ao’l])

Step 4: bounding term (C'). We first note from (46) and (58) that

ma [|illwno=(z) < xp{O(mN + m?log(mlog(1/¢)))}. (61)

1<i<N

In addition, from (50), (56) and (58) we find that

max |[¢[|yym.oo ) < exp{O(mN +mlog(mlog(1/epou)))}

1<i<N

< exp{O(mN + mlog(mlog(1l/e)))}. (62)
These observations together with Corollary 3.7 and Lemma B.4 imply that

N
<) exp{O(mlog(m + |@illwmooqm) + |Willwmoe@)) Femu
W22 ([ao,1]) i=1

< exp{O(m>N 4 m?log(mlog(1/¢))) }emur.

N
> it — qlepi, i)
=1

Thus, setting
log(1/emu) < m>*N +m3log(m/e) (63)
guarantees that

N
> i i — qlipi, vi)

i=1

<e/3. (64)
W ([ag,1])

Step 5: combining (A), (B) and (C) together. From (52), (56) and (58) we deduce that the term (A) is
evaluated as

< ¢g/3.
Wm»([ag,1])

N
frec (1 - Z 17Z}74>
=1

Therefore, combining this bound with (51), (60) and (64) yields

HSDrec - freC||Wm’°°([a071]) Se

In addition, from Lemma B.4 we deduce that

[orecllwm.oo®) < legg]{VHQ(%W)HWmm(R)

< Nexp{O(mlogm)} max {qllwmoe (o @)xw: @) (1 V 103 [i7m.o0 @) V 19il[1moe )

SIE
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Corollary 3.7 together with (61) and (62)

lereclwme(m) < max N exp{O(mlog(m + |[@illwmeem) + [Yillwmeem)}

< exp{O(m>N 4 m3log(mlog(1/e)))}.

Step 6: deriving the configuration of ¢,... First, from (42) and (58) it follows that for each ¢ €
{1,..., N}, we have ¢; € NN(Lyec, Wree, Srecy, Brec) With

Lyee S log(mN) +loglog(1/e),  [Wreelloo V Sree S mP(N* +m?log(1/¢)),

log Bree S mP(N* + mlog(1/2)).
Second, from (47), (56) and (58) we deduce that

log(1/epou) S m?(N + log(m/e)), log(1/giq,p) S m4(N + log(m/e)). (65)
Hence, (45), (58) and Lemma 3.2 imply that foreach 1 < ¢ < N we have ¢;5; € NN(Liq,y,, Wid. o, Sid,p> Bid,w)
with
Ligy NV Siap S Liae < log(mNlog(1/e)),  [[Wiayleo <1,

log Big.y S (m + Lig,y) logm + log(1/€iq,4) + mlog <1ma>]<v ||'l/]pou’7;HW7n,oo(R)> .

i<
Form (65) and Lemma 3.4 it follows that
log Big,y S m*(N +log(m/e)).
Lemma 3.4 together with (65) imply that forall 1 < ¢ < N itholds that ¢p0,,.; € NN(Lpow, Wpou, Spous Bpou)
with
Lpou V [[Waoull V Spou S 1, 10g Bpow S log(1/epou) +mN +mlogm < m?(N + log(m/e)).
Therefore, Lemma B.5 yields that 1); = ¥4 © Ypou; € NN(Ligps Wiy, Sid s Bid,p)- In addition, from
(63) and Corollary 3.7 we find that ¢ € NN(L,,ut, Winuts Smul, Bmul) With
Lt VW]V St S 1, 108 Byt < logm + og(1/eut) S mP(N + log(m/<)).
Thus, applying Lemma B.5 and Lemma B.6, we obtain that
L S Lyu + Ligy S log(mNlog(1/€)),  [|[Wlleo VS S N|[Wieclloo S m*N(N* +m*log*(1/e)),

log B < 10g Byec + log Bigy +10g [|[Wiee| oo +1og N S mB(N* + m*log(1/¢)).
The proof is complete.

O

By comparing our Lemma 3.13 to [Yakovlev and Puchkin, 2025, Lemma A.4], we see that the parameter
count for high-order Sobolev approximation is O(N° + N log?(1/¢)), slightly exceeding their bound of
O(N* 4 Nlog3(1/¢)). Nevertheless, we generalize the approximation capabilities to high-order Sobolev
norms.

Finally, we present a result on the division approximation, utilizing the reciprocal-based approach we have
developed.
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Lemma 3.14 (division operation approximation). Define div : (z,y) — z/y for any x € R and y > 0. Let
also ag = 2_Nf0r N € Nwith N > 3. Then, for every ¢ € (0,1) and every m € N such that m > 3, there
exists a GELU network ¢4, € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying

(Z) H‘Pdiv — diVHWmﬂoo([fl,l]x[ao,l]) § g,
(i) || @aivllwm.oe 2y < exp{O(m*N + m*log(mlog(1/¢)))}.

Furthermore, the network g;,, has

L <log(mNlog(1/¢)), |[Wlle VS Sm* Nologh(1/e), log B <m?* N*log*(1/e).

The proof of Lemma 3.14 can be found in Appendix A.5.
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A Deferred proofs

A.1 Proof of Lemma 3.2

We first prove the statement for K = 1 and then generalize to K > 1. Let
©j = Yidjopi-1, 2<j<L,

where 1 = id and ;4 ; is a GELU network from Lemma 3.1 that approximates the identity operation with

the accuracy parameter 552) . Formally, for each 2 < 5 < L we have

iy — idllwmee(—c.cp < C2e%) forall C > 1. (66)

7
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For every 1 < j < L we introduce €; = [[¢j — id||yym.cc((—1,1))- Therefore, the triangle inequality for every
2 < j < L implies that

[id,; © pj—1 —id[lwm.eo(—1,1)) < llj—1 — idl[wm.ce(—1,17) + [|(id = ia ;) © @1 l[wm.ee(—1,1))-
Next, applying Lemma B.4, we obtain that
ej < o1+ 16(*m*) ™ |ia; — idllwmes (m1-e; 1146, ) (1Y 01 frmeoe (1.17))s
Therefore, (66) suggests that
&5 < ejor +16(ePm )™ (14 ¢51)" 2.

Now choosing

e9) —16(e*>mY) ey € (0,1), 2< <L, (67)
we find that

gj <egjo1+ (1+e-1)" g1, 2<j< L. (68)

Suppose that for each 2 < j < L, the approximation error is given by £; = 2% g5 with 5 = 0. We also set
a helper v; = 0. Hence, considering (68), we conclude that

2’y]'€2 g 2’yj71€2 + 2(m+2)(’yj71+1)62 g 2(m+3)7j71+m+3€2'

Therefore, v; < (2(m + 3))’ for each 2 < j < L. Setting Eg) = ¢/(2(m + 3))~F for some & € (0, 1), we
deduce from (67) that forany 2 < 7 < L

10g(1/52%)) < mlogm + log(l/z—:q(jzd) < (m+ L)logm +log(1/€).
Moreover,
lor —id|pmee 1,1y < €
Next, using Lemma B.5 and Lemma 3.1 we find that o7, € NN(L, Wy, Si4, Big) with

[Wialloe S 1, Sia S L, log Bia S logm + max log(1/=})) < (m + L) logm + log(L/€).  (69)
RIS

The generalization to the case when K > 1 is trivial. Let ¢ g (z) = Kyr(x/K) for any « € R. Then we
have that

lor,x — id|lwm.ee (k7)) < Kllor — id|[wm.eo 1,1y < K¢'. (70

As a final step, we add a clipping operation to ensure that the resulting function has finite norm on a real
line. Let ¢, be a clipping operation approximation from Lemma 3.5 with the accuracy parameter " and
the scale parameter K. Thus, we have that

l@etip — id[lwmoo(—rx,k]) < €5 @aipllwoser) < 4K,
[ctipllwm.oom) < exp{O(mlog(mlog(1l/e")) +log(2K))}. (71)
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In addition, @i, € NN(Letip, Weip, Seiips Beiip) With
Leiip V [[Wetiplloo V Setip S 1, 10g Baip < log(Km/e'). (72)
Then it holds due to the triangle inequality and (70) that
lorar © Peaip — id|lywmeo(—k k) < 4KE' + [|oLax © Cetip — PLaK|lwm o (— K K))- (73)
Hence, Lemma B.4 together with (71) imply that
L4k © Petip — PLaK|lwmee (-1, 1]) < exp{O(mlog m) H|@L as lwm+1.00(—arc.ar))e (€ + K)*™.

Next we note that (69) and (70) are true if the smoothness parameter is m + 1 instead of m. Then we have
from (70) that

loL.ar © Cetip — PLaK lwmoe(— K K]) < exp{O(mlog(mK))}e’.
Therefore, (73) is evaluated as
l¢L.aK © Petip — id||Wmoo([—K,K]) < exp{O(mlog(mK))}e'.
Thus, setting
log(1/€") < log(1/¢) + mlog(mK) (74)
ensures that
lpr.ar © Cetip — id||ym.oo (- K, K]) < €
In addition, from (70), (71), (74) and Lemma B.4 we obtain that
lez,ax © Petipllwmee(r) < exp{O(mlogm)}}4K (1 + &) exp{O(mlog(mlog(1/e")) + log(2K))}

< exp{O(mlog(mlog(1/e)) + log(2K))}.

Finally, Lemma B.5 combined with (69), (72) and (74) yields that ©;q = @1, 4K © Qeip has

Wl <1, SSL, logB < (m+ L)logm + log(1/e) + mlog(K).

~

This finishes the proof.

O
A.2 Proof of Corollary 3.7
We are going to reduce the multiplication to the case of square operation by letting
1
Pt (2, Y) = 7 (Psq(x +y) — @sq(z = y)), (75)

4

where ¢, is a GELU network from Lemma 3.6 with the accuracy parameter /4. Therefore, using the
observation that for any a = (v, a2) " € Z2, it holds that

1
D prui(,y) = 7 (D1psg(x +y) = (~1)2ps(z —y)), forallz,y €R,
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leads to

1
[pmur — prods|[ywm.e((—c,cp2) < 5\\@&1 — fqllwmeo((—20207) < C,

where C' > 1 is arbitrary, and the last inequality uses Lemma 3.6. Finally, in view of (75), we deduce that
the summation argument outlined in Lemma B.6 yields the configuration in the statement. This completes
the proof.

O

A.3 Proof of Corollary 3.9

We first introduce a flatten operation as follows:

ﬂatk(afl,...,l'[) = (1‘1,...,xl,...,a}[,...,a}])T.

k1 times k1 times

Now let ¢y, be a neural network from Lemma 3.8 with the accuracy parameter ¢ € (0, 1), which will
be specified a bit later in the proof, and scale parameter K. Therefore, using Lemma B.4, we derive an
approximation accuracy for ¢,k = Pmul,a © flaty:

l¢murx — prodyllyym.c (- k,x17) = [ (Pmut,a — Prodg) o fati|yym.co ((—k, x]r)
< exp{O(mlog(md)) Hl@mut,a — Prody|lywm e (-, g0y K™
Next, the approximation property of ¢;,,,,; 4 implies that
¢mutkx — prodyl[yym.c -k, k1) < exp{O(mlog(mdK))}e.
To continue, we set
log(1/€) < log(1/e) + mlog(mdK) (76)
and arrive at
[pmut,x — Prody|lym.e (- K77y < €

In addition, Lemma 3.8 together with Lemma B.4 suggest that

| wm.oo ) = [l@mut,d © Hatilyymeo@mry < exp{O((m? + d) log(mdK log(1/8)))}.
From (76) we obtain that
[ mut xellwrm.oorry < exp{O((m? + d) log(mdK log(1/e)))}.

To finalize the proof, we formulate the configuration of ¢, k. Note that flaty is implemented using a single
linear layer without a bias term, and its weight matrix contains binary values. Consequently, the choice of
¢ given in (76) combined with Lemma 3.8 and the concatenation result outlined in Lemma B.5 ensures that
Omuix has L Slogd, SV [|[Wleo < (dV I)3 and

log B < (log(1/¢) + (d 4 m)log K +m?d*)logd + log I.

H‘Pmul,k

This completes the proof.
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A.4 Proof of Lemma 3.12

For some r € N with r > m, which will be optimized later, consider f,(z) = 3 >_/_ (1 — x/b). We next
note that for all z € [a, ]

%
|
—

- 1 i _ (1—=/b)"
——fT gl—x/b -3 (1—a/b) = —L—

X

@M—t
<

Il
o

Then, by lemma B.3, the approximation accuracy of f, is

Hf?“ec fTHWm‘X’([ab] 2m||frecHWm°° ab])(b/\l)_m m(l_a/b)
2 m
< ( 4 > a ™1 —a/b)""™m

bA1l

) ()

where the last inequality uses 1 +xz < e” for any = € R. Therefore, setting r = [m+ g log(1/€’)] for some
¢’ € (0,1) guarantees that

m' 2’/‘ m
— m,o0 gi A1) /.
1 frec = Frllwmeoe(fap) < = <a(b/\1)> ©

a(bAl)
2r

! __ a
We now set &' = Tl (

)m e with £ € (0, 1), which leads to

| frec = frllwm. :20 ([a,b]) <e/d. (77)

We also deduce from Stirling’s approximation that

b
log(1/¢") < log(1/€) 4+ mlog(m/ab) + mlog (m + —log(1/€’ ))
<log(1/e) + mlog(m/a) + mloglog(1/e").
The last inequality suggests that log(1/e") < log(1/e) + mlog(m/a), since the inequality x < a + blogx
yields < a + blogb for any positive a, b and x. Let p,+ be a GELU network from Lemma 3.10 with

the accuracy parameter €, the scale parameter X' = 1 + 1/b, the parameter / = 1 and d = . Then, for
Fpart(z) = 3200 &' and Gree = (1/0)@part © (1 — id/b) it holds that

H&Tec - frHWmﬂOC([a,b]) < b_lu(()@part - fpart) (1 - ld/b)HWm *®([a,b]) =X (b A 1) 5part7

where the last inequality follows from the chain rule. Thus, setting
log(1/epart) < log(1/e) +mlog(1l/a), (78)

we obtain from (77) that

”857"60 - frec”Wm;OO([a,b]) < 5/2- (79)
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In addition, Lemma 3.10 together with Lemma B.5 imply that ©ec € NN(Lyec, Wiree, Srec, Bree) With

Lyec Slogr < log((mb/a)log(1/e)), HWrecHoo V Sree < r < (mb/a)4log4(m/5a),
log Bree < (log(1/epart) +m 2rlog(mr) +m*r?) logr
< (m*?/a?)log?®(1/ea) log?((mb/a)log(1/ca)). (80)

We further observe that through rescaling of the parameters a and b and increasing the smoothness parameter
m, the bound (79) remains valid for a/2 and 2b, while preserving the configuration specified (80) remains
the same. Fromally, we have that

||§57’ec frecHWm+1°°([a/2 2b]) X 6/2 @81)

Furthermore, the derived bound together with the fact that || fyec|[ywm o (ja/2,20)) < exp{O(mlogm+mN)}
imply that

[@recllwme ((as2,20)) < exp{O(mlogm +mN)}. (82)

Now let ¢.;, be the clipping operation approximation from Lemma 3.5 with the precision parameter € ;)
and the scale parameter (4b/a — 4) > 1. Let also

Gelip(r) = aip(x —4 —4b/a) +4b/a+4, xR
Therefore, from Lemma 3.5 we find that ¢;;, satisfies

(@) N Petip — idllwmoo((8,86/a)) < l@ctip — 1d|[wrm.oo ((=(4bja—4),4b/a—4)) < Ectips
(i1) 11/2 < @eip(x) < 8/a+5/2, forallz € R,
(@) || Petipllwm.r) < exp{O(mlogm + mloglog(1/euip) + log(b/a))}-

//\ IA

Moreover, for @i, (x) = (a/8)Pcip(82/a) we deduce from the chain rule and property (i) that

|Petip — id|lwm.oo ((a,5) < exp{O(mlog(1/a))}||Peip — id|lwm.oo((8.8b/a))

< exp{O(m1og(1/a)) )iy (83)
From property (i7) it follows that
a/2 < Qeip(x) <20, forallz eR. (84)
In addition, property (7ii) yields
| @etipllwm o (r) < exp{O(mlog(m/a)+ mloglog(1/euip))} (85)

Combining (83), (84) and Lemma B.4, we obtain for ¢rcc = @rec © Qeip that

|@rec © Petip — @T‘eCHWWW([a,b]) < exp{O(m log(m/a))}”67"60||Wm+1’°°([a/2,2b])5clip~

From (82) we find that

”SZ’/‘ec © {ﬁclip ‘PrecHWm 190 ([a,b]) eXp{O(mN +m log(m/a))}gdw
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Choosing
log(1/ecip) < log(1/e) + mN + mlog(m/a) (86)
and combining the derived bound with (81), it follows that
[prec = frecllwmeo(ap) < €

We also find from (82), (84), (85) and Lemma B.4 that

exp{O(mlog(m + || @etip|wm.oe &))) | Precllwm oo (ja/2,25))
exp{O(m?log(m/a) + m?loglog(1/cp) + mN)}.

H‘PTSCHWWOO(R) <
<

The choice of €., given in (86) suggests that
| @recllim.eom) < exp{(’)(m2 log(mN/a) + m?log log(1/e) + mN)}.
Lemma 3.5 together with (86) imply that @cj;p € NN(Liip, Wetip, Sctip, Betip) With
Letip V [[Wetiplloo V Setip S 1, log Beip S log(1/e) + mN + mlog(m/a).

Therefore, applying Lemma B.5, we obtain that @,ec € NN(Lyec, Wiree, Srec, Brec) With the parameters
specified in (80). The proof is complete.

0

A.5 Proof of Lemma 3.14

Step 1: approximation error decomposition. Let ¢,.. be a reciprocal function approximation from
Lemma 3.13 with the accuracy parameter ¢y € (0, 1) and ¢;4 be the identity approximation from Lemma
3.2 with the accuracy parameter €, the scale parameter 1, and the number of layers of ¢,¢.. Let also @,
be a multiplication network from Corollary 3.7 with the precision parameter £g. We put the smoothness
parameter m + 1 for all the networks. We also refer to fr..(z) = 1/x for any = > 0 as a reciprocal function.
Therefore, for wgi, = Pmul(Pid, Prec) We have due to the triangle inequality that

mut(Pids Prec) —1d - freellwm.oo (=1,1]x[a0,1]) (87)
< [emut(Pids Pree) = Pmur(id, free)llwm.eo((0,1]x[a0,1]) F+ 19mut (id, free) —id - freellwm.oo ((=1,1]x[a0,1]) -
(1) (B)

Next, we evaluate the terms (A) and (B) individually.
Step 2: bounding term (A). Lemma B.4 together with Corollary 3.7 suggests that

[ mut (Pids Prec) — Pmut (i, free) lwm oo (=1,1x[a0,1))
< exp{O(mlog(m + [[id||yym.co(—1,1]) + | frecllwm o ((ao,1]))) }€0-
Note that Stirling’s approximation yields

—(m+1)

| freellwm.oe (jag,1)) < ag m! = exp{O(mN + mlogm)}. (88)

34



This observation implies that
[ omut(ids Prec) — Pmut (id, free) [wmee(—1.1)x[a0.1)) < exp{O(M*N + m?logm)}eo.  (89)
Step 3: bounding term (B). The bound is obtained in a similar way. Formally, Lemma B.4 implies that

H(pmul(id7 freC) —id- fTeCHWvaO([—l,l}x[ao,l])
< exp{O(mlog(m + [id|lyym.eo((=1,1)) + [l frecllwm.oo ((ag,1)))) }€0-

Using (88), we arrive at
lomur(id, frec) —id - frecllwm. 20 ([—1,1] % [ao,1]) < exp{O(m °N +m? logm) }eo. (90)

Step 4: combining (A) and (B) together. From (87), (89) and (90) we deduce that setting
log(1/e0) < m2N + m?logm + log(1/¢), 1)
ensures that

|’90mul<90id7 (Prec) - diV”Wmv‘X’([fl,l]X[ao,l]) <€

Moreover, using Corollary 3.7 together with Lemmata 3.2, 3.13, and B.4, we deduce that

[@divl[wm.or2) < exp{O(mlog(m + [[@iallwm.ee @) + lrecllwmeem))}
< exp{O(m*N + m*log(mlog(1/¢)))}.

Step 5: deriving the configuration of ¢ 4;,,. We find from (91) and Lemma 3.13 that ¢,.. belongs to the
neural network class NN(Lyec, Wiree, Srecs Brec) With

Lyee Slog(mNlog(1/2)),  ||[Wreelloo V Sree S m8N(N4 +m?t log4(1/50)) < m2I N log4(1/5),
log Bree < m?*N*log*(1/¢).

Moreover, the bound for L. together with Lemma 3.2 suggest that ;4 € NN(L;q, Wig, Sia, Biq) with

LigV Sid S Lrec ~ 1Og(mN 10g(1/€)) HWzd”OO ~
log Big < (m + Lyee) logm + log(1/e0) < m?(N + log m) + logm - log(1/e).

In addition, due to Corollary 3.7, it holds that ©,,,; € NN( Ly, Winuts Smuts Brmul) With
Lot V ([Wonat|| V St S 1,108 Byt S m* N +m? log m + log(1 /).
Therefore, Lemma B.6 and Lemma B.5 imply that ¢4, has
L <log(mNlog(1/¢)), |[Wlleo VS Sm* Nologh(1/e), log B <m?* N*log*(1/e).

The proof is complete.
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B Auxiliary results

Lemma B.1 (evaluation of Hermite polynomials, Puchkin et al. [2024], Appendix D). For any n € N we
define a ’probabilist’s” Hermite polynomial

dn
Hi(z) = (—1)”6902/2@6_932/2, x eR.

Then it holds that

max ’Hn(x)e_”2/4‘ <Vn! foralln e N.
Te

Lemma B.2 (properties of GELU acitvation function). For any k € N we have the following bounds for the
Sobolev seminorms:

GELU| [ 1/v/2x, k=1,
TEEE S R+ 1)y B2 k2

For k = 0 we have that
|GELU|[yo.00 ((—cycp) < C,  forall C > 0.
In addition, for any A > 0 and m € N, the tails behave as follows:
|GELU — id|[ym.os ({4 1o0)) V [|GELU|ppmse((—oo,—apy < 2¢~47/4V/ml.

Proof. We first recall that
xT
1 2
GELU(z) =z - ®(z), @(x :/e_t/2dt,
(1) = 0(), @)=
—0oQ

which immediately implies that | GELU|y0,00(|—¢ ¢}y < C for any C' > 0 and

1 _ . 1 i —x2/2
0 GELU(SC) = <I>(:c) —m dme . 92)

Hence, using Lemma B.1 together with the observation that 9Fe~"/2 = (—1)ke~7*/29{;.(z) forany k € N,
where

Hy(z) = (=1)Fe? /2 0Fe /2 1 €R,

we obtain that [GELU|y1,00ry < 1+ 1/v/27. Subsequently, from (92) we deduce that for any k € N with
k>2

O*GELU(z) = (a’f—Q(e—IQ/?) - ak(e—ﬂﬂ?/?)) . 93)

iy
)
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Applying Lemma B.1, we have that
(k —2)!

or

1
(GELU |yt ooy < ——= (\/(k: o)+ \/H) <(k+1)
V2
which validates the first claim of the statement. Now focus on the behavior of tails. First, consider

|GELU — id|| 0,00 ([4,4-00)) = sup (1 — ®(z)) < sup ze 12 L e A2 1/2,
r>A >A

where the penultimate inequality uses Gaussian tails and the last inequality follows from the observation
that ze=*"/4 < \/2e= /2 for all # € R. Similarly,

|GELU||yp0,00 ((—00,4) = sup |2®(z)| = sup 2(1 — &(x)) < e~ A4\ /271/2, (94)
r<—A

Tz=A

As for the derivatives, we have

|GELU — id|py1,00([4,400)) < sup(l — @(2)) + (V 21) ! sup ze /2
Tz=A

x=>A

A 4 (VI VA e
28—,42/4

NN

and also

GELU w100 (o0, a)) < sup () + (vV2m) ™" sup |we™/|

z<—A z<—A
< eiA2/2 + ( /27_‘_)71\/5671/267142/4
< 267‘42/4.

Now for any natural k£ > 2 we have from (93) that

|[GELUjyk.oe (o0, - AJU[A 00y < (V2T) 7! (sup e/ *Hy,(z)] + sup |e—$2/%_z<x>r> :

lz|>A |z|>A

Hence, Lemma B.1 implies that

2 2
GELU| k.00 <y e ML
| | k00 (= 00,— AJU[A 400)) \/Ze Vil
Combining all together, we have that
|GELU — id|[ym.os (4 1o0)) V [|GELU|ppmoe((—oo,—apy < 2¢~47/1V/ml.

The proof is now complete.
O]

Lemma B.3 (De Ryck et al. [2021], Lemma A.6). Letd € N, k € Z,, Q C R%and f, g € WkOO(Q) Then
it holds that

1f - gllwree @y < 2811 f llweoe o 191l we.os (@) -
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Lemma B.4 (De Ryck et al. [2021], Lemma A.7). Let d,m,n € N and let also )1 C R Q, C R™,
feC™(,Q) and g € C"™(Q2,R). Then it holds that

lg © Fllwnecq@ny < 16(e*n md?)" |lgllwne ) max (1(Fllfymoa,) v 1)-

Moreover, if g € C"1(Qy,R) and f € C™(Qy, ), then

lg o f —go Fllwne(on)

< B2AT ) g lwnsr (o) max 1) = Pllwesieny (1Y 10y V Il nmqany) -

Proof. We reprove Lemma A.7 from De Ryck et al. [2021], correcting a minor technical oversight in the
original derivation. Specifically, their bound omits max(1,-) term, which we include here for correctness.
We begin with the multivariate Faa di Bruno formula [Constantine and Savits, 1996, Theorem 2.1]. For
vE Zi with |v| = ¢ for some ¢ € N with ¢ < n it holds that

v fi,)™
(gof)= >, Mg > (v Hm (95)
1< g p(v,)
where (f,); = 0¥ f; for 1 < i < m. In addition,

p(v,A) = {(kl,...,kq;ll,...,lq) : for some 1 < s < ¢,
ki =0pand]l; =0gforalll <i<qg—s; |kj| >0forallg—s+1<i<n
and Oy < 14—s41 < -+ <1, are such that

i=1 i=1

where we write a < b if either |a| < |b| or |a| = |b| and a; < b; or |a| = |b| and forsome 1 < k < d—1
we have aj+1 < byyq with a1 = by, ..., a, = by. Itis evident that in (95) we have ) ", |k;| < n and,
hence, the number of (ki, ..., k) satisfying the definition of p(v, X) is bounded by | P, ym+1/|, wWhich is
then evaluated as /me™(mn)™ according to Lemma 2.1 from De Ryck et al. [2021]. Similarly, the number
of (11,...,1,) satisfying the definition of p(v, A) is bounded by |P, 4,,+1|, which in turn, is bounded by
V/7e™(dn)™. This results in

Ip(v, N)| < w(e®n?md)". (96)
Finally, evaluate
A€zl : 1< <@} < |Poaa| S Vmed, |02 < llgllwnee(ay), v!<nl (97
and
[1()" <1v max 1()illfine o), (98)

<<

J=1
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Therefore, Stirling’s approximation implies that

v - g n noo 2 1(1 n o
p 9% ooy < V() gl o m(nma) (Y s 17l

< 16(en*md?)" gl = ) (1Y max [|(F)ilimeay):

For v = 04 we have that

g o fllwoce(ar) < llgllwmee () < 16(e*n*md?)™||gllyn.co(qy) (1 V max |[(f)illfyneoq))-

1\\

Hence, the first claim holds true. Now using (95), we deduce that

10" (g0 f) — 0" (g o f)l

N q N
< D> 1P glof =P glo fl D (V!)ij(-'%;')kj
LR

1<|Al<q p(v,A)

b Y Pl Al Y ey =t —Iheti)b

q A(1.NE
1<]Al<q P g=1 K3t (1)
First, bound the first term. From (97) and (98) we find that
A Al L (fiy)
o glof =g fl > ] =5
kjt(1;1)ks
1<IA|I<q p(v,A) Jj=1
<Azl - 1<IA < g} - [p(w, A)]-nl-(1V max 1CF)illfym,oe )]0 g] © f — OP[g] o f]-

S

Now mean value theorem together with (96) and (97) suggests that

> 10le =Pl 3 Hk,l),)j

IEP /]

< 16m(en*md®)” <1vlmlax ||< )il gl (o) max (5 = (Pillwoss(an: 99

Second, evaluate the second term, using (96) and (97):

IH V)R =TT (fi) |
a)\ Jj= 7 J
KZM:QJ o/ ‘pg; [T, k) !(zj!)kj

< Vmetd" - m(e*n*md)" N gllwn.eo(qyn! - Z|fl hi — fl ]’H‘flu ku’H‘flu ku’

u<j u>j
Therefore, Stirling’s approximation suggests that
Z ‘a)‘ f‘ Z |HJ 1 fl) ;1‘:1<flj)kj|
q 1(].-1\k;
1<)A|<q H k](l]) J
q
2,4, 12 2
< 16(e"n md”)"||gllwn.oo () Z; M — (i) max (LV [ (F)illfyn.oe o) VI illwnoe@u))-
J:
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We next note that

q m ~
SIS — G =30 S 18 = S TS TS

7=1 7=111=1 u<i u>1

Me

7

N
M=

il g 107 = (e 0V Il VIl )

<.
Il

Therefore, we obtain that

q (7 \kj
Z \BA f| Z |H] 1(fl) j:ll(flj) |

q Nk
1<|AI<q HF GO
< 16n(62n4md2) ||9||Wn°°(92) max [(f)i — (Dillwnoe @) XV il inco 0y VI Dillineo 0ry)-

(100)

For v = 04 it holds that

lgo f—go fllwoee,) < mHQHWloo(m)lgliX 1(f)i = (Fillwncey)-

Thus, from (99) and (100) we conclude that

lgo f—go fllwnee(an
< 32(*n°m?d?)"||gllwn+1.00 (1) max {|(f)i = (illwne @y (1 V 1()illfitnoo ) V 1Dl l§itmao0 (21

The proof is complete.

O]

Lemma B.5 (concatenation of neural networks). Given K € N with K > 2. Then, for any neural networks
©®) € NN(Ly, Wy, Sy, B) with 1 < k < K such that o%) : R% — R¥+1 there exists a neural network
h =) o pE=1 ... 0 oM € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying

K-1

K
L<1+) (Ly—1), S ZSkJr?Z [Willoo - [Wh+1lloos
k=1

Wil < max [Wil: B < 21;,3?;(31 (B DB V1 (Wl IWesllo)]

Proof. It suffices to prove the statement for K = 2, since one can easily generalize it to K > 3 by induction.
Recall that each @) for j € {1, 2} admits the representation given in (1). Specifically,

e () = =, + A} o GELU, _ © A, o GELU, CIRL A} o GELU,; 0 Af oz

—2

Therefore, we deduce that

e oMoy = _b%2 + A%Z ° GELszLZ_1 o---0 GELUA%biler% ° A%AlL1 o---0GELUy o Afox.
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Consequently, it follows that ¢(?) o (1) € NN(L, W, S, B) with

L<Li+Ly—1, [Weo < [[Willeo V [[Wal|oo,
S <S4 5+ 2[Willoo - [Walloo, B <2(BiV1)(Ba V1)([[Willoo V [[Wal[oo)-
Hence, the base case holds. The result then follows by induction.
O]
Lemma B.6 (parallelization of neural networks). Let K € N with K > 2 and let neural networks ap(k) €

NN(Lg, Wi, Sk, Bi) for 1 < k < K. Assume further that Ly, = L for all 1 < k < K. Then, the following
holds:

(i) if o) . R% — R for each 1 < k < K, then there exists a neural network o € NN(L, W, S, B)

such that o(x) = (W (x1), ..., 0N @) T forall x = (x],...,x})7, where x), € R%* for any
1 < k < K. In addition, there exists Qgym € NN(L, W, S| Bsum ), which implements the summation,
that is,

K
Psum(@) =Y @W(ay), forallz = (x],... xf)".
k=1

(ii) if ) : R? — R for some p € N for every 1 < k < K, then there exists a neural network
© € NN(L, W, S, B) satisfying p(z) = (oW (z),..., 0" ()T for all z € RP. Moreover, there
exists a summation network Qg € NN(L, W, S| By, ) such that

K
Csum(T) = Z cp(k) (x), forallx € RP.
k=1

Furthermore, in both cases it holds that

K K
< (k) < (k) < (k) < (k)
||W||OO X ; ||W ||007 S < ;S , B< 12};2%{3 s Bsum < Klg}fg%B .

Proof. As for the case (i), from (1) we find that cp(j ) for each 1 < j < K has the following form:

cp(j) (zj) = —bji + Ai o GELU;

L—-1

o A} | o GELU,

L—2

o'--oAéoGELUb{oA{oxj.

Following Nakada and Imaizumi [2020b], we introduce

A0 ... 0 )l

- 0 A7 ... 0 ~ !

A= . . |, = |, forall<I<L. (101)
Do L bis
0 0 ... Al

Hence, as suggested by (1), for

o(z) = 7,5L + Ap o GELU’Z;M1 0A;_ 40 GELU~L72 0---0Ay0 GELU@;1 oAjox
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we have that o(z) = (oM (21), ..., 5 (xg))" forallz = (z],...,2%)" . Furthermore, the configura-

tion of the network ¢ coincides with that from the statement of the lemma. As for the summation network,
we let

sum(r) = —by + A, o GELU; 0 Ap 10 GELU; o---0Ay0 GELUy o 4oz,

where
K
A= (A} A3 .. AF), bL=) M. (102)
k=1
Hence, it follows that

K
Gsum(x) = Zcp(k)(xk), forallz = (z],...,25)".
k=1

The configuration of ¢, immediately follows from (102). The proof of the case (i7) is identical to the
considered one. The only difference is that in (101) for [ = 1 we define

A=(am 4T oA h= (T e e

The proof is finished.
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