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Abstract

Multi-scale deep neural networks (MscaleDNNs) with downing-scaling mapping have demonstrated supe-
riority over traditional DNNs in approximating target functions characterized by high frequency features.
However, the performance of MscaleDNNs heavily depends on the parameters in the downing-scaling
mapping, which limits their broader application. In this work, we establish a fitting error bound to explain
why MscaleDNNs are advantageous for approximating high frequency functions. Building on this insight,
we construct a hybrid feature embedding to enhance the accuracy and robustness of the downing-scaling
mapping. To reduce the dependency of MscaleDNNs on parameters in the downing-scaling mapping, we
propose frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs, which adaptively adjust these parameters based on a posterior
error estimate that captures the frequency information of the fitted functions. Numerical examples, including
wave propagation and the propagation of a localized solution of the schrödinger equation with a smooth po-
tential near the semi-classical limit, are presented. These examples demonstrate that the frequency-adaptive
MscaleDNNs improve accuracy by two to three orders of magnitude compared to standard MscaleDNNs.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, deep neural networks (DNNs) have been widely applied in various fields including
computer vision, speech recognition, natural language processing, and scientific computing based on partial
differential equations (PDEs) [1–15]. However, several challenges remain in applying conventional DNNs
to computational science and engineering problems. One significant challenge is the inherent limitation
of DNNs in effectively handling data with high frequency content, as demonstrated by the Frequency
Principle (F-Principle). While many DNNs can quickly learn the low frequency content of data with good
generalization, they are inadequate with high frequency data [16–20]. Extending DNNs to solving high
frequency or multi-scale problems and establishing a framework to estimate fitting error are crucial issues.

The error bounds of DNNs when fitting low frequency data have been rigorously studied in recent
theoretical work [21–23]. These studies show that the fitting error of DNNs is primarily influenced by the
intrinsic properties of the function and its Cq norm. To ensure fast convergence and a small fitting error, the
depth of the DNNs must exceed a sufficiently large integer, which depends on the Cq norm of the function
being fitted. For functions with high frequency, the Cq norm contains high frequency information and tends
to be large, necessitating a potentially greater depth for DNNs and highlighting the challenges faced by
DNNs when handling high frequency data. Establishing a fitting error estimate that only depends on low
order norm of fitted function, such as the C0 norm, will guide us in designing DNNs capable of solving high
frequency or multi-scale problems.

Leveraging insights derived from the F-Principle, the learning behaviors of NDDs are influenced by the
frequency characteristics of the data or solutions. Incorporating frequency information into the design of
neural network architectures can enhance the learning process. In computer vision, several studies have
shown that accounting for image frequencies can significantly improve both generalization and training
speed [24–26]. In these tasks, the frequency components within an input (i.e. an image) concerning
spatial locations are often identifiable prior to learning. Recently, multi-scale DNNs (MscaleDNNs) have
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demonstrated a significant enhancement over standard DNNs in addressing high frequency and multi-scale
problems [18, 27–29]. MscaleDNNs achieve this by converting high frequency content into lower frequency
representations using radial down-scaling mapping. This radial mapping is independent of dimensionality,
making MscaleDNNs well-suited for high-dimensional problems. Numerical experiments have shown that
MscaleDNNs are effective for solving linear elliptic PDEs with high frequency components [29]. Unlike
the frequency in computer vision tasks, the frequency in MscaleDNNs refers to the response frequency of
the mapping from input to output, which is problem-dependent and often unknown. When the response
frequency is unavailable, there remains considerable room for improving the accuracy and efficiency of
MscaleDNNs.

From an alternative perspective, Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) theory has been used to model and
understand the behavior of DNNs [30]. After applying spectral decomposition on the NTK, the training
error was decomposed into the NTK’s eigen-spaces. During training, DNNs tend to first learn the objective
function along the characteristic directions of the NTK with larger eigenvalues [31] and exhibit a slower
convergence rate when learning high frequency functions, a phenomenon commonly known as "spectral
bias" [16]. As reported by [32, 33], a Fourier features mapping of input enables DNNs to efficiently fit higher
frequency functions. When solving multi-scale PDEs, based on the NTK theory, a multi-scale random Fourier
features mapping was employed in Physics-informed neural networks (PINNs) to enhance the robustness
and accuracy of conventional PINNs [34, 35]. Similarly, using NTK approach, [36] also derived diffusion
equation models in the spectral domain for the evolution of training errors of two-layer MscaleDNNs,
designed to reduce the spectral bias of fully connected deep neural networks in approximating higher
frequency functions.

This work aims to analyze and address the aforementioned shortcomings of DNNs in fitting high
frequency data, with a particular focus on designing effective DNNs for solving multi-scale PDEs. We begin
by rigorously studying the fitting error of MscaleDNNs (DNNs with Fourier embedding) in fitting functions
with high frequency, deriving a fitting error bound that is weakly dependent or independent of the high
frequency of the fitted functions. This result highlights the advantages of MscaleDNNs and DNNs with
random Fourier features over standard DNNs. Inspired by this new theoretical analysis, we propose a hybrid
feature embedding that combines the radial down-scaling mapping of MscaleDNNs with Fourier feature
mapping, which offers improvements in both accuracy and robustness. To further enhance the accuracy
and efficiency of MscaleDNNs, similar to the adaptive sampling of training points [37–39], we develop a
posterior error estimate to capture the frequency information of the fitted functions. Utilizing this frequency
information, we introduce a Frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs and extend this approach to solving multi-
scale PDEs. A series of benchmarks are presented to demonstrate the accuracy and effectiveness of the
proposed methods.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide a brief overview of
MscaleDNNs [29] and random Fourier feature [35]. In section 3, we analyze the fitting error of DNNs for
multi-scale functions. Section 4 proposes the hybrid feature embedding, the posterior error estimate, and
the Frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs, respectively. In section 5, we present a detailed evaluation of our
proposed Frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs using a variety of representative benchmark examples. Finally,
Section 6 concludes the paper.

2. Preliminaries of MscaleDNNs and random Fourier features

DNNs fit a given function f (x) by learning the parameters of networks through a process called training.
During training, the DNNs iteratively adjust their parameters (weights and bias) to minimize a predefined
loss function L(θ), which is given by:

L(θ) =
∫
Ω

∣∣∣ f (x) − fθ(x)
∣∣∣2 dx,

where fθ(x) is the output of a neural network with parametersθ. For a multi-scale function f (x) that contains
high frequency information, the F-Principle [16–18] demonstrates that fθ(x) often encounters the "curse of
high frequency”, making DNNs inefficient at learning the high frequency components of the multi-scale
function f (x). This limitation reduces the accuracy of DNNs when solving PDEs with multi-scale solutions.

2



To address this issue, a series of algorithms have been developed to overcome the high frequency curse
inherent in general DNNs. In this section, we will briefly review two strategies aimed at improving the
fitting of multi-scale functions. The first approach is MscaleDNNs [29], which incorporate the concept of
radial scaling in the frequency domain. The second approach involves the use of Fourier feature networks
[35], analyzed through the framework of NTK theory, for constructing network architectures that incorporate
spatio-temporal and multi-scale random Fourier features.

2.1. MscaleDNNs
MscaleDNNs [29] aim to reduce high frequency learning problems to low frequency learning problems

by using a down-scaling mapping in phase space. Let us consider a band-limited function f (x) with x ∈ Rd,
whose Fourier transform f̂ (k) := F [ f (x)](k) has a compact support K (Kmax) =

{
k ∈ Rd, |k| ≤ Kmax

}
. The

compact support is then decomposed into the union of W concentric annuli with uniform or nonuniform
widths, e.g.,

Ki =
{
k ∈ Rd, (i − 1)K0 ≤ |k| ≤ iK0

}
, K0 = Kmax/W, 1 ≤ i ≤W,

and

K(Kmax) =
W⋃
i=1

Ki.

Based on this decomposition, f̂ (k) can be rewritten as

f̂ (k) =
W∑
i=1

XKi (k) f̂ (k) ≜
W∑
i=1

f̂i(k),

where XKi is the indicator function of the setKi and

supp f̂i(k) ⊂ Ki.

Using the inverse Fourier transform, we obtain the corresponding decomposition in the physical space:

f (x) =
W∑
i=1

fi(x),

where
fi(x) = F −1[ f̂i(k)](x).

MscaleDNNs introduce a down-scaling approach to convert the high frequency region Ki into a low
frequency region by defining a scaled version of f̂i(k) as

f̂ (scale)
i (k) = f̂i(aik), ai > 1.

The compact support of scaled version is

supp f̂ (scale)
i (k) ⊂

{
k ∈ Rd,

(i − 1)K0

ai
≤ |k| ≤

iK0

ai

}
.

In the physical space, the down-scaling is denoted as

f (scale)
i (x) = fi

( 1
ai

x
) 1

ad
i

or fi(x) = ad
i f (scale)

i (aix).

In MscaleDNNs, ai is chosen to be sufficiently large such that f (scale)
i (x) possesses a low frequency spectrum.

Typically, the value of ai is set to 2i−1. According to the F-Principle in conventional Deep Neural Networks
[17], MscaleDNNs can facilitate rapid learning for f (scale)

i (x), denoted as fθi with θi being the parameters of
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MscaleDNNs. Finally, MscaleDNNs approximate f (x) as:

fθ(x) =
W∑
i=1

ad
i fθi (aix). (2.1)

MscaleDNNs transform the original input data x into {a1x, . . . , aWx} and provide an efficient ansatz for
approximating the function f (x) with high frequency. A typical network structure of MscaleDNNs is
illustrated in Figure 2.1.

Figure 2.1: A structure of MscaleDNNs.

In summary, MscaleDNNs utilize a frequency domain scaling technique to develop a multi-scale ca-
pability for approximating target functions with rich frequency content. Specifically, several numerical
simulations reported in [29] validate that MscaleDNNs are an efficient, mesh-less, and easily implementable
method for solving multi-scale PDEs. However, the performance of MscaleDNNs is sensitive to the choice
of the scaling parameters ai, which potentially limits their applicability. Additionally, MscaleDNNs increase
the width of neural networks by transforming the input x into a1x, · · · , aWx, leading to higher training
costs due to the additional parameters. For example, the optimal parameters ai for the target function
f (x) = sin(πx) + sin(100πx) are ideally a1 = π and a2 = 100π. However, constructing an algorithm to
find these optimal parameters without prior knowledge of the frequency distribution remains a significant
challenge.

2.2. DNNs with Fourier features
Recently, NTK theory has been employed to model and understand the behavior of DNNs [30]. By

introducing a semi-positive definite NTK and performing its spectral decomposition, it is possible to break
down the training error into the NTK’s eigen-spaces. During training, DNNs tend to first learn the objective
function along the characteristic directions of the NTK with larger eigenvalues and gradually progress
to learning components associated with smaller eigenvalues [31]. As a result, DNNs exhibit a slower
convergence rate when learning high frequency functions, a phenomenon commonly known as "spectral
bias" [16]. Numerical simulations reported in [32] demonstrated that a heuristic sinusoidal mapping of input
x enables DNNs to efficiently fit higher frequency functions. This heuristic mapping is typically a special
case of Fourier features [33]. A random Fourier feature mapping β : Rd

→ R2m is generally defined as [31]:

β[A](x) =

sin(Ax)

cos(Ax)

 , (2.2)

where the entries of A ∈ Rm×d are sampled from a Gaussian distribution N(0, σ2) with σ > 0 being a user-
specified hyper-parameter. By employing random Fourier feature mapping, the NTK of DNNs achieves
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stationarity (shift-invariance), which acts as a convolution kernel over the input domain [31]. This map-
ping also allows for the regulation of the NTK’s bandwidth, resulting in improved training speed and
generalization [31].

As shown in [35], the frequency of eigen-functions for the NTK is influenced by entries of A, which
are sampled from Gaussian distribution N(0, σ2). Choosing a larger value for σ increases the likelihood
of capturing high frequencies. Therefore, a mapping with large σ can help alleviate the challenges posed
by spectral bias, allowing networks to more effectively learn functions with high frequency. However,
random Fourier feature mappings initialized with a large σmay cause over-fitting and do not always benefit
the DNNs, especially for target functions with low frequencies. In order to fit functions with multi-scale
frequencies, multiple random Fourier feature mappings with different σi, i = 1, · · · , Nσ were proposed in
[35]. This new network architecture is named DNNs with Fourier features. Similar to the MscaleDNNs, the
choice of σi is problem-dependent.

In summary, both MscaleDNNs and DNNs with Fourier features can effectively fit multi-scale functions
by incorporating frequency scaling mappings into DNNs. However, the performance of these DNNs is
heavily dependent on parameter selection, which potentially limits their applicability. In the following
section, we will develop a theoretical framework to better understand the performance of DNNs with
frequency scaling mappings. This framework will further inspire the development of frequency-adaptive
MscaleDNNs in section 4.

3. Error estimate of DNNs in fitting functions with high frequency

We establish a framework to estimate fitting error for functions with high frequency components, demon-
strating that the fitting error of DNNs is reduced by incorporating appropriate down-scaling mappings. To
proceed, we first introduce some definitions and notations that will be used throughout the remainder of
this paper. The sets of natural numbers, natural numbers including 0, and real numbers are denoted by
N, N0, andR, respectively. Let j = ( j1, . . . , jd)T

∈Nd
0 be a d-dimensional vector, referred to as a multi-index.

Definition 3.1. Assume p = q + s with q ∈N0 and 0 < s ≤ 1. A function f : Rd
→ R is called (p,C0)-smooth, if for

every j = ( j1, . . . , jd)T
∈Nd

0 with |j|1 = q, the partial derivative ∂q f/(∂x j1
1 . . . ∂x

jd
d ) exists and satisfies∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∂q f (x)

∂x j1
1 . . . ∂x

jd
d

−
∂q f (y)

∂x j1
1 . . . ∂x

jd
d

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C0∥x − y∥s

for all x,y ∈ Rd, where ∥ · ∥ denotes the Euclidean norm and |j|1 =
∑d

i=1 | ji|.

Definition 3.2. Assume fθ,L,ι is the output of standard neural network with sigmoid activation function act(x) =
1

1+exp(−x) , depth L, width ι, and parameters θ. We define a network class as

F (L, ι, δ) =
{
f := fθ,L,ι with ∥θ∥∞ ≤ δ

}
.

Definition 3.3. Let us denote C′y ≤ x ≤ C′′y as x ≲ y, where C′ and C′′ are two positive constants.

Definition 3.4. For a given feature mapping Φ(x) :=
(
Φ1(x), Φ2(x), . . . , ΦN(x)

)T
that maps Rd

→ RND with
Φi : Rd

→ RD, we define a feature mapping network class as

F̃ (N,L, ι, δ) =
{

f :=WG + b with G =
(
g1 (Φ1(x)) , . . . , gN (ΦN(x))

)T and gi ∈ F (L, ι, δ)
}
,

where W ∈ R1×N and b ∈ R are optimizable parameters of neural networks.

With Definition 3.4, the output of MscaleDNNs belongs to a feature mapping neural network class
F̃ (N,L, ι, δ) with Φ(x) = (x, . . . , 2N−1x)T. Similarly, for DNNs with Fourier features as described in [33], the
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output fnet ∈ F̃ (N,L, ι, δ) with Φ(x) = β[A](x) as defined by (2.2). We introduce the following norms for a
smoothing function f

∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d) := max
{
| f (x)| : x ∈ [−h, h]d

}
for any f ∈ C

(
[−h, h]d

)
,

∥ f ∥Cq([−h,h]d) := max
{
∥∂j f ∥L∞([−h,h]d) : |j|1 ≤ q, j ∈Nd

}
for any f ∈ Cq

(
[−h, h]d

)
,

and
∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d) := max

{
∥∂j f ∥L∞([−h,h]d) : 1 ≤ |j|1 ≤ q, j ∈Nd

}
for any f ∈Mq

(
[−h, h]d

)
,

where Mq

(
[−h, h]d

)
= Cq

(
[−h, h]d

)
/R. Several existing works reveal the distance between a neural network

function and a given smooth function for standard DNNs [21–23]. We introduce one of these results in
the following theorem, which will be used to construct a theoretical analysis result for functions with high
frequency.

Theorem 3.1. Assume 1 ≤ h < ∞, p = q + s with q ∈ N0, and s ∈ (0, 1]. Let f : Rd
→ R be a (p,C0)-smooth

function satisfying
∥ f ∥Cq([−2h,2h]d) ≤ C1

for constants C0 ≥ 1 and C1 > 0. Let act(x) be the sigmoid activation function. For any M ∈ N sufficiently large,
there exists a neural network fnet in the network class F (L, ι, δ) such that

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−h,h]d ≤

C2

(
max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

})5q+3

M2p

holds for a constant C2 > 0. Here M2p
≥ max

{
2c2

(
max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

})5q+3
, c3, 2d, 12d

}
with c2

and c3 being constants, L = C4(d, q), ι = C5(d, q,M), and δ = C6

(
d,M, h,max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

})
.

Remark 3.1. In Theorem 3.1, the constants C4, C5, and C6 are defined as:

L = C4(d, q) = 8 +
⌈
log2
(
max{d, q + 1}

)⌉
,

ι = C5(d, q,M) = 2d
(
max

{(
Cd

d+q + d
)

Md(2 + 2d) + d, 4(q + 1)Cd
d+q

}
+Md(2d + 2) + 12d

)
,

δ = C6

(
d,M, h,max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

})
= c6 exp

{
6 × 22(d+1)+1dh

}
M10p+2d+10

(
max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥∞,([−h,h]d)

})12
,

where c6 is a positive constant. In the following part of this paper, we always denote C4, C5 and C6 as functions defined
by the above equations.

According to Theorem 3.1, the fitting error of a standard DNNs depends on M, whose lower bound is

a function of max
{
2c2

(
max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

})5q+3
, c3, 2d, 12d

}
. For a function f containing high

frequency, the norm ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d) is typically much large, resulting a relatively large lower bound for M and
max

{
h, ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d), ∥ f ∥L∞([−h,h]d)

}
= ∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d). By setting M = ∥ f ∥γ

Cq,1([−h,h]d)
, the error bound in Theorem 3.1

can be expressed as ∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−h,h]d ≤ C2

(
∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d)

)5q+3−2pγ
. To ensure small fitting errors, the parameter

γ should be larger than 5q+3
2p and M should be also larger than ∥ f ∥

5q+3
2p

Cq,1([−h,h]d)
, resulting in a standard DNNs

with a relatively large width ι = C5(q, d,M). Furthermore, since the parameters θ must satisfy ∥θ∥∞ ≤ δ,
the feasible set of parameters θ also becomes relatively large, which leads to high training costs for high
frequency functions f . This explains why the standard DNNs suffer from "curse of high frequency". Our
next goal is to estimate the fitting error of MscaleDNNs for a high frequency function f that meets the
following assumption.
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Assumption 3.1. Assume that f (x) ∈ Cq[−h, h]d with q ≥ 1 is a high frequency function satisfying

∥∂j f ∥L∞([−2h,2h]d) ≲ k|j|1 for 1 ≤ |j|1 ≤ q, and ∥ f ∥L∞([−2h,2h]d) ≤ C.

Here k is a positive constant determined by the high frequency and C is a constant independent of k.

The following Theorem demonstrates how the down-scaling mapping Φ(x) = kx in the MscaleDNNs
reduces the fitting error of neural networks.

Theorem 3.2. Assume 1 ≤ h < ∞, p = q + s with q ∈ N0, and s ∈ (0, 1]. For C0 ≥ 1, let f : Rd
→ R be a

(p,C0)-smooth function satisfying assumption 3.1. For any M ∈ N sufficiently large, there exists a neural network
fnet in the network class F̃ (1,L, ι, δ) with Φ(x) = kx such that

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−h,h]d ≤
C2 (max {kh,C1})

5q+3

M2p

holds for constants C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 independent of k. Here M2p
≥ max

{
2c2 (max{kh,C1})

5q+3 , c3, 2d, 12d
}
,

L = C4(d, q), ι = C5(d, q,M), and δ = C6 (d,M, h,max {kh,C1}) .

Proof. Let F(y) = f (y/k) = f (x) with y = kx and k > 0. By the chain rule for derivation, we have

∂j
x f (x) = ∂j

x(F(kx)) = k|j|1∂j
yF(y),

and
∥∂j

x f ∥L∞([−h,h]d) = k|j|1 · ∥∂j
yF∥L∞([−kh,kh]d).

According to Assumption 3.1, we obtain

∥F∥L∞([−2kh,2kh]d) = ∥ f ∥L∞([−2h,2h]d) ≤ C and ∥F∥Cq,1([−2kh,2kh]d) ≤ C′,

where C and C′ are two constants independent of k.
According to Theorem 3.1, there exists a neural network Fnet in F (L, ι, δ) such that

∥Fnet − F∥∞,[−kh,kh]d ≤

C2

(
max
{
kh, ∥F∥Cq,1([−kh,kh]d), ∥F∥∞,([−kh,kh]d)

})5q+3

M2p

≤

C2

(
max
{
kh,C1

})5q+3

M2p ,

where C1 = max{C,C′}, C2 are constant independent of k. Here, M2p
≥ max

{
2c2 (max{kh,C1})

5q+3 , c3, 2d, 12d
}
,

L = C4(d, q), ι = C5(d, q,M), and δ = C6 (d,M, kh,max {kh,C1}). By taking fnet(x) =WFnet(Φ(x))+b with W = 1
and b = 0, it follows

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−h,h]d ≤

C2

(
max
{
kh,C1

})5q+3

M2p ,

which completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. □

For a function f containing high frequency, kh is typically larger than C1, C3, 2d, and 12d. By denoting
M = (kh)γ, the error bound in Theorem 3.2 can be expressed as ∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−h,h]d ≤ C2 (kh)5q+3−2pγ. To achieve

small fitting errors, the parameter M should be larger than (kh)
5q+3

2p . According to Assumption 3.1, we have
∥ f ∥Cq,1([−h,h]d) ≥ Ckq

≫ hk for q ≥ 2 and a large k. In this situation, the width of MscaleDNNs is smaller than
that of standard DNNs. Additionally, the feasible set of parameters θ also becomes relatively smaller. This
is why MscaleDNNs are both efficient and accurate in fitting functions with high frequency.

Next, we estimate the fitting error for DNNs with Fourier features. Suppose f (x) = F(sin(k · x)) or
f (x) = F(cos(k · x)) with k = {k1, . . . , kd}, where F is a smooth function with its Cq norm bounded by a
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constant independent of k. For DNNs with Fourier feature β[diag(k)](x), the following theorem shows that
the fitting error for f is independent of frequency k.

Theorem 3.3. Assume f (x) = F(sin(k · x)) or f (x) = F(sin(k · x)) with F : [−2, 2] → R being a (p,C0)-smooth
function and satisfying ∥F∥Cq([−2,2]) ≤ C1. Here x ∈ [−π, π]d and C0,C1 are constants independent of k. If
L = C4(1, q), ι = C5(1, q,M), and δ = C6(1,M, 1,max{1,C1}), there exists a neural network fnet in the network class
F̃ (1,L, ι, δ) with Φ(x) = sin(k · x) or Φ(x) = cos(k · x), such that

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤
C′2

M2p ,

where M2p
≥ max

{
2c2 (max{1,C1})

5q+3 , c3, 12
}

and C′2 > 0 is a constant independent of frequency k.

Proof. We only show the proof for f (x) = F(sin(k · x)). The proof for f (x) = F(cos(k · x)) follows in a similar
manner. By setting y = sin(k · x), we have F(y) being a (p,C0)-smooth function and satisfying

∥F∥Cq([−2,2]) ≤ C1,

where C1 is a constant independent of k. Following the proof of Theorem3.1, there exists a neural network
Fnet in F (1,L, ι, δ) such that

∥Fnet − F∥∞,[−1,1] ≤

C2

(
max
{
1, ∥F∥Cq,1([−1,1]), ∥F∥∞,([−1,1])

})5q+3

M2p

≤

C2

(
max
{
1, C1

})5q+3

M2p =
C′2

M2p ,

where C2 and C′2 are constants independent of k, M2p
≥ max

{
2c2 (max{1,C1})

5q+3 , c3, 12
}
, L = C4(1, q), ι =

C5(1, q,M), and δ = C6(1,M, 1,max{1, C1}). By taking fnet(x) = WFnet(Φ(x)) + b with W = 1, b = 0, and
Φ(x) = sin(k · x), we obtain

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−π,π]d = ∥Fnet − F∥∞,[−1,1] ≤
C′2

M2p ,

which completes the proof of Theorem 3.3. □

Based on the above results, the following theorem establish a frequency independent fitting error estimate
for a band-limited function f , which is the main theoretical result of this paper.

Theorem 3.4. Assume f ∈ L2([−π, π]d) is a band-limited function, which can be extended as

f (x) =
∑
k∈B

[bk cos(k · x) + ck sin(k · x)],

where bk and ck with k ∈ B are bounded constants. HereB is the compact support of Fourier transform f̂ with |B| = N.
For Fourier features Φ(x) = (. . . , sin(k · x), cos(k · x), . . .) with k ∈ B, if L = C4(1, q), ι = C5(1, q,M), and δ =
C6(1,M, 1, 1), there exists a neural network fnet in the network class F̃ (2N,L, ι, δ), such that

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤
C2
√

N
M2p ,

holds for constant C2 > 0. Here M2p
≥ max

{
2c2, c3, 12

}
.

Proof. Based on the assumptions in Theorem 3.4, we have:

f (x) =
∑
k∈B

[bk cos(k · x) + ck sin(k · x)].
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Since F(y) = y is a (p, 1)-smooth function for any p ≥ 1 and satisfies ∥F∥Cq([−1,1]) ≤ 1, according to Theorem
3.3, there exist f̃ 1

net,k and f̃ 2
net,k in the network class F̃ (1,L, ι, δ), such that:

∥ f̃ 1
net,k − sin(k · x)∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤

C′2
M2p and ∥ f̃ 2

net,k − cos(k · x)∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤
C′2

M2p

hold for k ∈ B and M2p
≥ max

{
2c2, c3, 12

}
. Here L = C4(1, q), ι = C5(1, q,M), and δ = C6(1,M, 1, 1). By taking

fnet(x) =
∑

k∈B(bk f̃ 1
net,k + ck f̃ 2

net,k), we have fnet ∈ F̃ (2N,L, ι, δ). The distance between f and fnet is given by:

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤

∑
k∈B

(
|bk|∥ f̃ 1

net,k(x) − sin(k · x)∥∞,[−π,π]d + |ck|∥ f̃ 2
net,k(x) − cos(k · x)∥∞,[−π,π]d

)
≤

C′2
M2p

∑
k∈B

(|bk| + |ck|) .
(3.1)

For f (x) ∈ L2([−π, π]d), it follows from Parseval’s theorem that:

∑
k∈B

(|bk| + |ck|) ≤

√√
2N

∑
k∈B

(|bk|
2 + |ck|

2)


≤

√
2N

(2π)d/2
∥ f ∥L2([−π,π]d) ≤ C

√

N,

(3.2)

where C is constant determined by ∥ f ∥L2([−π,π]d). By combining 3.1 and 3.2, we obtain

∥ fnet − f ∥∞,[−π,π]d ≤
C2
√

N
M2p ,

where C2 is a constant and M2p
≥ max

{
2c2, c3, 12

}
. The proof of Theorem 3.4 is complete. □

According to Theorem 3.4, if the frequency compact support B of the fitted function f is known, the
fitting error of the DNNs with multiple Fourier features depends on |B| = N but independent of the specific
frequency k. This suggests that DNNs with Fourier features have an advantage when fitting functions
with known high frequencies. However, in many applications, the frequency compact support of the fitted
function is often unknown. In the cases, when using MscaleDNNs and DNNs with Fourier features, a
sufficiently large or randomly chosen frequency set is typically employed to ensure that the frequency
compact support of the function is approximately captured. This, however, increases the width of the
neural networks, leading to higher training costs due to the additional parameters. Therefore, estimating
the frequency compact support of the fitted function is crucial for accelerating the convergence of the
neural network. To efficiently determine the frequency compact support is a key motivation behind the
development of frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs.

4. Hybrid feature embedding and frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs

In subSection 4.1, we begin by examining the accuracy and robustness of the different down-scaling
mappings discussed in Section 2, which motivates us to propose a hybrid feature embedding. Next,
we establish a posterior error estimates for high frequency functions, aiding in capturing the frequency
information of the fitted functions. Finally, we propose a frequency-adaptive MscaleDNN to solve multi-
scale PDEs in subsection 4.3.

4.1. Hybrid feature embedding
To examine the accuracy and robustness of different down-scaling mappings, let us consider a simple

high frequency function f (x) = sin(40πx) with x ∈ [0, 1]. We evaluate three types of neural network classes:
standard DNNs, MscaleDNNs, and DNNs with Fourier features. The loss function is defined by (2.1). For all
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neural networks, the sigmoid activation function is employed. The learning rate starts at 0.01 and decays by
a factor of 0.9 every 1,000 steps for 100,000 epochs. In the case of MscaleDNNs, the down-scaling mapping
is defined as

Φ(x) = kx, (4.1)

where k = 38π or 40π. We first conduct two simulations using the standard DNNs and MscaleDNNs and
report the relative L2 errors in Figure 4.1. Based on these numerical results, we conclude that the MscaleDNNs
with down-scaling mappings can effectively reduce the fitting error for high frequency functions, which is
consistent with the analysis error estimate provided in Theorem 3.2. Moreover, the relative L2 error can be
further minimized if the exact high frequency 40π of f (x) is used in constructing the down-scaling mapping.

Figure 4.1: The relative L2 error at each training epoch: standard DNNs (dotted blue line), MscaleDNNs with k = 38π (dashed orange
line), and MscaleDNNs with k = 40π (solid green line), respectively.

Next, let us consider the Fourier feature mapping with the following form:

Φ[k](x) =

sin(kx)

cos(kx)

 , (4.2)

where k = 38π and 40π, respectively. The relative L2 errors between f (x) and the neural network function
fnet(x) generating by MscaleDNNs and DNNs with Fourier features are shown in Figure 4.2. When k matches
the frequency of f (x) (i.e., k = 40π), DNNs with Fourier features can achieve a highly accurate approximation
of f (x). However, when k is equal to 38π, the performance of DNNs with Fourier features is even worse
than that of standard DNNs.

To understand the performance of DNNs with different Fourier features, let us define an auxiliary
function

F(y) = sin
(
k̂ arcsin

(
y
))
,

where k̂ = 40π
k and y = sin(kx) = sin

(
40π

k̂
x
)
∈ [−1, 1]. When k̂ = 1, it is clear that

f (x) = F (sin(40πx)) := F(y) = y = sin(40πx),

which satisfies the assumptions given in Theorem 3.3. This explains why DNNs with Fourier features
Φ[40π](x) can achieve an accurate approximation of f (x). For |k̂| , 1, we have

F′(y) = k̂ cos
(
k̂ arcsin

(
y
)) 1√

1 − y2
.

Due to the following limit

lim
y→1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣k̂ cos
(
k̂ arcsin

(
y
)) 1√

1 − y2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ = ∞,
10



(a) k = 40π (b) k = 38π

Figure 4.2: (a) k = 40π, (b) k = 38π. The relative L2 error at each training epoch: MscaleDNNs (dotted blue line), DNNs with Fourier
feature (dashed orange line), and DNNs with our proposed hybrid feature embedding (solid green line) for different k, respectively.

we have ∥F∥C1[−1,1] = ∞. Consequently, the assumption in Theorem 3.3 does not hold, and the fitting error
estimate becomes invalid even if k is close to 1. To verify it, we run several simulations with different k values
in the range [35π, 45π], and the relative L2 errors are reported in Figure 4.3. According to these numerical
results, we observe that DNNs with Fourier features is more accurate than MscaleDNNs when the exact
frequency of f (x) is used. However, for k ∈ [35π, 40π] where k , 40π, MscaleDNNs can obtain an acceptable
accurate approximation of f (x), while the performance of DNNs with Fourier features is poor. Therefore,
MscaleDNNs exhibit greater robustness compared to DNNs with Fourier embedding.

To leverage the strengths of both MscaleDNNs and DNNs with Fourier features, we introduce a hybrid
feature embedding in this paper. For x ∈ Rd, this embedding is defined as:

Φ[k](x) =


k · x

cos(k · x)

sin(k · x)

 . (4.3)

We then use DNNs with this hybrid feature embedding to fit f (x). The relative L2 errors at each training
epoch for this hybrid feature embedding, with k = 38π and 40π, are also displayed in Figure 4.2. For k = 40π,
DNNs with the hybrid feature embedding can obtain an approximation for f (x) with accuracy comparable
to that of DNNs with Fourier feature embedding. For k = 38π, the error for DNNs with the hybrid feature
embedding is much less than MscaleDNNs. We also apply the DNNs with hybrid feature embedding to
fit f (x) for k ∈ [35π, 45π]. The numerical results, presented in Figure 4.3, confirm that the newly proposed
hybrid feature embedding offers advantages in both accuracy and robustness. Consequently, we will take
the hybrid feature embedding as multiple inputs for the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs.

4.2. Posterior error estimate and frequency capture for high frequency functions
We then establish a posterior error estimate to capture the frequency information of the fitted function f .

Let f ∈ C[0, 1]d and fnet ∈ C[0, 1]d denote the output of a neural network after several training epochs. The
Fourier series of fnet is given by

fnet(x) =
∑
k∈Zd

f̂net,kei2πk·x,

where Zd = {(k1, . . . , kd) | k1, . . . , kd ∈ Z} and

f̂net,k =

∫
[0,1]d

fnet(x) · e−i2πk·x dx.
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Figure 4.3: The relative L2 errors after 100,000 training epochs: MscaleDNNs (dotted blue line), DNNs with Fourier embedding (dashed
orange line), and DNNs with newly proposed hybrid feature embedding (solid green line) for k ∈ [35π, 45π], respectively.

Furthermore, if fnet is a band-limited function, then

fnet(x) =
∑
k∈B

f̂net,kei2πk·x,

where f̂net,k can be calculated through the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) and B represents the compact
support. Let us select the N0 Fourier coefficients with the largest modulus among them as f̂net,k1 , . . . , f̂net,kN0

.
The value of N0 is large enough such that

N0∑
j=1

| f̂net,k j |
2 ⩾ (1 − δ)∥ fnet∥

2
L2([0,1]d), (4.4)

where 0 ≤ δ < 1 is a preselected parameter.
Let us assume that

∥ fnet − f ∥L2([0,1]d) ≤ ϵ, (4.5)

where 0 < ϵ ≪ ∥ f ∥L2([0,1]d). As reported in [29], the assumption (4.5) is generally valid for fnet when it is
the output of MscaleDNNs, even for fitting a multi-scale function f . Based on the assumption (4.5), we
present the posterior error estimate for the Fourier coefficients of f . Let us denote the Fourier series for a
band-limited function f as

f (x) =
∑
k∈B

f̂kei2πk·x,

where the Fourier coefficients are given by

f̂k =
∫

[0,1]d
f (x)e−i2πk·x dx.

By setting B̂ = {k1, . . . ,kN0 }, we have

N0∑
j=1

| f̂net,k j − f̂k j |
2
≤

∑
k∈B

| f̂net,k − f̂k|2

= ∥ fnet − f ∥2L2([0,1]d) ≤ ϵ
2,

(4.6)

which implies that | f̂net,k j − f̂k j | ≤ ϵ holds for all k j ∈ B̂. Therefore, the frequency coefficients f̂net,k j with
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k j ∈ B̂ provide a good approximation for f̂k j . Furthermore, we have

N0∑
j=1

| f̂k j |
2 =

N0∑
j=1

∣∣∣ f̂k j − f̂net,k j + f̂net,k j

∣∣∣2

≥


 N0∑

j=1

| f̂net,k j |
2


1
2

−

 N0∑
j=1

∣∣∣ f̂k j − f̂net,k j

∣∣∣2
1
2


2

≥

[
(1 − δ)

1
2 ∥ fnet∥L2([0,1]d) − ϵ

]2
≥

[
(1 − δ)

1
2 ∥ f ∥L2([0,1]d) − [(1 − δ)

1
2 + 1]ϵ

]2
,

(4.7)

which implies that f̂k j with k j ∈ B̂ dominate the contribution to L2 norm of function f . In (4.7), the
first inequality follows from the triangle inequality of norm, and the last two inequalities are justified by
0 < ϵ ≪ ∥ f ∥L2([0,1]d), (4.5), and (4.6). For k j ∈ B̂, by constructing a new neural network with multiple inputs
Φ[k j](x) defined in (4.3), we can obtain a new neural network function f new

net . According to Theorem 3.4, the
distance between f new

net and f is independent on the high frequency components of f , which is typically less
than ∥ fnet − f ∥L2([0,1]d).

In summary, we propose an approach to reduce the fitting error for high frequency function f through
posterior frequency capture. Initially, we pre-train a neural network using either a single input or multiple
random feature inputs to fit high frequency function f , ensuring that (4.5) holds. Next, we apply the DFT to
identify the N0 Fourier coefficients with the largest modulus from the pre-trained neural network function
fnet. These dominant frequencies are then used to construct a new neural network with multiple inputs.
Finally, we train this new network to achieve a more accurate function approximation. This process can
be iteratively repeated until convergence. Based on these observations, we introduce a frequency-adaptive
MscaleDNNs and use it to solve PDEs with multi-scale solutions, in the next subsection.

4.3. Frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs
For a bounded domain Ω ∈ Rd, let us consider the following PDE:{

N(x; u(x)) = 0, x ∈ Ω,

B(x; u(x)) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,
(4.8)

where N is the differential operator, B is the boundary operator, and u(x) is the multi-scale unknown
solution. For convenience of description, let us assume Ω = (0, 1)d. Inspired by PINNs, we seek an
approximate solution unet(x;θ) for (4.8) by solving the following soft constrained optimization problem:

min
θ∈Θ
L(θ) = min

θ∈Θ
wr · Lr(θ) + wb · Lb(θ), (4.9)

where

Lr(θ) =
Nr∑
i=1

∣∣∣N(xi
r; unet(xi

r;θ))
∣∣∣2 and Lb(θ) =

Nb∑
i=1

∣∣∣B(xi
b; unet(xi

b;θ))
∣∣∣2.

Here Θ is the parameter space, and {wr, wb} are weights used to balance the domain loss Lr(θ) and the
boundary loss Lb(θ). In (4.9), {xi

r}
Nr
i=1 and {xi

b}
Nb
i=1 represent the sample points within the domain Ω and on

the boundary ∂Ω, respectively. The optimal parameters θ are usually found by minimizing the loss function
(4.9) through a stochastic gradient-based algorithm.

The parameter space Θ depends on the structure of neural networks. In order to obtain a multi-scale
solution for (4.8), we first employ the MscaleDNNs to approximate the unknown solution u(x). In this
setup, the down-scaling parameters ai belong to B0 = {20, . . . , 2M0−1

}, where M0 denotes the number of sub
networks. After T0 training steps, a preliminary solution unet,0(x;θ∗0) is obtained. Due to the down-scaling
mapping in the first hidden layer of the MscaleDNNs, the relative L2 error ∥unet,0(x;θ∗0)−u(x)∥L2(Ω)/∥u(x)∥L2(Ω)

13



is typically smaller compared to that of a standard neural network. As reported in [29], the error is usually
on the order of 10−2 ∼ 10−1. Therefore, the inequality (4.5) will hold for a small ϵ.

With the values of unet,0(x;θ∗0) on the Nd uniform mesh points in Ω, we can perform DFT for unet,0(x;θ∗0)
to obtain the Fourier coefficients ûnet,0,k, where k ∈ B and |B| ≤ Nd. Let us denote ζ = maxk∈B

∣∣∣ûnet,0,k

∣∣∣. We
then introduce a parameter λ ∈ (0, 1) to select all frequencies such that

|ûnet,0,k| > λζ. (4.10)

The selected frequencies are denoted as k j with j = 1, . . . ,N0, ordered such that |k j|1 < |kl|1 for j < l. For the
0 ≤ δ < 1, by choosing parameter λ appropriately, we can ensure that

N0∑
i=1

|ûnet,0,ki |
2 ⩾ (1 − δ)∥unet,0(x;θ∗0)∥2L2([0,1]d). (4.11)

The choice of λ should depend on the distribution of ûnet,0,k. For unet,0 with sparsely distributed Fourier
coefficients, λ can be set to a small value, such as λ = 0.01. Otherwise, λ should be set to a relatively large
value. With the selected frequency setB1 = {k1, . . . , kN0 }, we adaptively adjust the neural network according
to the following two criteria.

• Criterion A: If N0 ⩽ M0, we construct a new neural network with N0 sub networks. The input of the
j-th sub network is set as Φ[k j](x), as defined in (4.3). The output of the newly constructed neural
network y is then given by

y =
N0∑
j=1

h jy j, (4.12)

where h j = ûnet,0,k j and y j is the output of the j-th sub network. Here, the values of ûnet,0,k are used to
accelerate the convergence of the newly constructed neural network.

• Criterion B: For N0 >M0, rather than increasing the number of sub networks, we suggest incorporating
multiple frequency features to one sub network. Let us denote B1 = {k1, k2 . . . , kN0 }. We divide B1

into M0 subsets B j
1 with j = 1, . . . , M0. Typically, B1

1 is set as B1
1 = {k1, . . . , k

⌊
N0
M0
⌋
}, ..., and BM0

1 is set

as BM0
1 = {k(M0−1)⌊ N0

M0
⌋+1, . . . , kN0 }, respectively. The inputs for the j-th sub network are Φ[k](x) with

k ∈ B
j
1. The output of the newly constructed neural network is defined as

y =
M0∑
j=1

h jy j, (4.13)

where y j is the output of the j-th sub network. In this work, we take h j =
∑

k∈B
j
1

∣∣∣ûnet,0,k

∣∣∣ to accelerate
the convergence of the newly constructed neural network.

By iteratively applying the posterior frequency capture and neural network adjustment processes, we
develop the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs algorithm, which is summarized in Algorithm 1. We propose
two criteria for terminating the adaptive iteration. The first criterion is to fix the maximal number of
adaptations I. The second criterion involves comparing the captured frequency features sets BIt and BIt+1.
If BIt = BIt+1, the iteration process is halted.

Remark 4.1. The output of the newly constructed neural networks belongs to the feature mapping network class
F̃ (N,L, ι, δ). We denote the output as:

unet =WG + b,

where G = (y1, y2, . . . , yN0 )T or G = (y1, y2, . . . , yM0 )T. In this work, we set W = (h1, h2, . . .) and b = 0 to reduce
the learning complexity. Compared to the learnable parameters W and b, numerical simulations reported in section 5.1
show that fixing W and b provides advantages in both accuracy and efficiency.
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Algorithm 1 Frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs algorithm

Require: The number of sub networks M0, initial feature set B0 = {20, . . . , 2M0−1
}, total adaptive steps I and

parameter λ.
1: It← 0
2: while It ⩽ I do
3: Train the MscaleDNNs with feature set BIt to obtain an approximate solution unet,It for the given PDE.
4: Perform DFT on unet,It to derive the Fourier coefficients ûnet,It,k.
5: For all k ∈ B, if |ûnet,It,k| > λmaxk∈B |ûnet,It,k|, include k in BIt+1.
6: if BIt = BIt+1 then
7: Break
8: end if
9: Adjust MscaleDNNs following the criteria A or B.

10: end while
Output: output unet,I or unet,It when BIt = BIt+1.

5. Numerical examples

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed frequency-adaptive strategy in solving
multi-scale PDEs. The network initialization follows the Glorot normal scheme [40]. All networks are
trained using the Adam optimizer [41] with defaulting settings. We employ an initial learning rate of 0.01
or 0.001. In all simulations, the activation function used for MscaleDNNs is the Softened Fourier Mapping
(SFM) activation function, defined as 0.5 sin(x)+ 0.5 cos(x). This activation function produces similar results
to the sigmoid function but converges more quickly [42]. The relative L2 error are defined as

rel error =
∥u − unet,It∥L2(Ω)

∥u∥L2(Ω)
,

where u is the reference solution and unet,It is the output of frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs.

5.1. Poisson equation
We consider the following one-dimensional Poisson equation:

− △ u(x) = f (x), u(0) = u(1) = 0. (5.1)

By setting f (x) = 4π2 sin(2πx) + 4, 000π2 sin(200πx), the multi-scale PDE (5.1) exists an exact solution u(x) =
sin(2πx) + 0.1 sin(200πx). We employ the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs with I = 4 to numerically solve
the Poisson equation (5.1). Initially, the MscaleDNNs include 6 sub networks with multiple frequency
inputs B0 = {20, . . . , 25

}, and the parameters for each sub network are [1, 100, 100, 100, 1]. The learning
rate decays exponentially at a rate of 0.9 every 500 training iterations. At the It-th adaptive step, we train
the MscaleDNNs 100,000 training epochs to obtain the neural network solution unet,It. The absolute error
|u − unet,0| is displayed in Figure 5.1-(b), which shows that unet,0 is not very accurate. We then use DFT to
obtain the distribution of Fourier coefficients for unet,0. The result, also reported in Figure 5.1-(b), is almost
consistent with the distribution of Fourier coefficients for u(x). By setting λ = 0.01, we obtain the frequency
feature set B1 = {2π, 4π, 200π, 202π}.

Using the frequency feature set B1, we construct a new MscaleDNNs following Criterion A. The newly
constructed neural network includes four sub networks, with inputs Φ[2π](x), Φ[4π](x), Φ[200π](x), and
Φ[202π](x) for each sub network, respectively. We then train it to get unet,1. The associated absolute error
and distribution of Fourier coefficients are shown in Figure 5.1-(c). With the help of posterior frequency
B1, the absolute error |u − unet,1| is nearly tow orders of magnitude smaller than |u − unet,0|, demonstrating
that the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs significantly improve the accuracy of the standard MscaleDNNs
after one adaptive iteration. By comparing the Fourier coefficient distributions of unet,0 and unet,1, we find
that the distribution of Fourier coefficients for unet,1 is more consistent with that of the exact solution u(x).
Applying DFT to unet,1, we obtain the frequency feature set B2 = {2π, 200π, 202π} for the second adaptive
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step. Training the neural network again yields a new output unet,2. The absolute error |u − unet,2| and the
distribution of Fourier coefficients for unet,2 are displayed in Figure 5.1-(d). By performing DFT on unet,2, we
get the frequency set B3 = {2π, 200π, 202π}. The simulation is stopped at It = 2 as the stopping condition
B2 = B3 is satisfied. Since we only use 1,000 mesh points in the DFT, there exists a discrepancy between
the captured frequencies and the exact solution’s frequencies due to the DFT error. This discrepancy can
be eliminated by increasing the number of mesh points in the DFT. The relative L2 error of each adaptive
iteration is listed in Table 5.2. The predicted solution of the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs demonstrates
excellent agreement with the exact solution, yielding a relative L2 error of 7.196e-04.

In equation (4.12) and (4.13), the parameters h j are set based on the frequency information of the output at
the previous adaptive iteration. These parameters can also be made learnable. In Table 5.1, we compare the
relative errors of frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs with the fixed parameters h j and learnable parameters
h j, finding that the errors are essentially the same. By fixing h j, the total number of parameters of the
frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs decreases. Therefore, to reduce computational cost during training, we
always fix the values of h j in this work.

Figure 5.1: Poisson equation. (a) The exact solution u(x). (b) Step It = 0. Left: absolute error |u − unet,0|, right: distribution of Fourier
coefficients. (c) Step It = 1. Left: absolute error |u− unet,1|, right: distribution of Fourier coefficients. (d) Step It = 2. Left: absolute error
|u − unet,2|, right: distribution of Fourier coefficients.

Table 5.1: Poisson equation (5.1). Relative L2 error at each adaptive step.

Adaptive step It 0 1 2

Fixed parameters h j 6.227e-02 7.795e-04 7.196e-04

Learnable parameters h j 6.227e-02 8.942e-04 8.228e-04
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Table 5.2: Relative L2 error at each adaptive step for different equations.

Adaptive step It 0 1 2 3 4

Poisson equation (5.1) 6.227e-02 7.795e-04 7.196e-04 — —

Heat equation (5.2) 2.673e-01 5.366e-04 3.931e-04 — —

Wave equation (5.3) 4.256e-01 6.325e-03 1.889e-03 — —

Schrödinger equation (5.5) 9.075e-01 1.280e-02 7.603e-03 5.055e-03 7.778e-03

5.2. Heat equation
To test the performance of the newly proposed frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs for evolving multi-scale

problems, we consider a one-dimensional heat equation:

ut(x, t) =
1

(500π)2 uxx(x, t), (x, t) ∈ (0, 1) × (0, 1],

u(x, 0) = sin(500πx), x ∈ (0, 1),
u(0, t) = u(1, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, 1].

(5.2)

The exact solution u(x, t) for the heat equation (5.2) is:

u(x, t) = e−t sin(500πx).

We employ the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs with I = 4 to numerically solve the multi-scale PDE (5.2).
Following the idea of [43], we enforce the initial value condition into our neural network, eliminating the
need for a loss function associated with the initial condition. This not only ensures more accurate satisfaction
of the initial condition but also facilitates the rapid identification of frequency features.

At It = 0, we solve the heat equation using the MscaleDNNs, which consist of 6 sub networks with a
multiple inputs set B0 = {20, . . . , 25

}, where the parameters for each sub network are [1, 100, 100, 100, 1]. The
learning rate decays exponentially at a rate of 0.9 every 500 training iterations. At the It-th adaptive step,
the neural network solution unet,It is obtained by training the network for 50,000 epochs. Since the solution
u(x, t) lacks periodicity in time, we extend it to ensure the periodicity and guarantee the accuracy of DFT. In
this work, we perform an even expansion of u(x, t) and unet,It in time direction. DFT is then performed on
domain (0, 1) × (−1, 1).

The absolute error for MscaleDNNs with the initial multiple inputs setB0 is shown in Figure 5.2-(b), which
ranges from approximately 10−1 to 1. By performing the DFT on unet,0, we obtain its Fourier coefficients,
as reported in Figure 5.3-(b). To ensure efficiency, we use 3, 000 mesh points in the x-direction to calculate
the Fourier coefficients. The Fourier coefficients of exact solution u(x, t), obtained through DFT with 3, 000
mesh points in the x-direction, are shown in Figure 5.3-(a). Due to accuracy limitations of the DFT with the
given number of mesh points, a discrepancy exists between obtained and the exact Fourier coefficients. This
discrepancy can be minimized by increasing the number of mesh points used in the DFT. By setting λ = 0.01,
we identify the frequency feature set B1, as shown in Figure 5.3-(b). We then construct new MscaleDNNs
following Criterion B. After 50,000 epochs training, we get a new solution unet,1, with the corresponding
absolute error |u − unet,1| displayed in Figure 5.2-(c). Since the most important frequencies are included in
B1, the relative error |u− unet,1| decreases by several orders of magnitude compared to |u− unet,0|. According
to Figure 5.3-(c) and (d), the adaptive iteration continues until it stops at It = 2, as the stopping condition
B2 = B3 is met. Table 5.2 lists the relative L2 error for each adaptive iteration. The results demonstrate that
the predicted solution obtained using the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs achieves excellent agreement
with the exact solution, yielding a relative L2 error of 3.931e-04.
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Figure 5.2: Heat equation. (a) The exact solution u(x, t). (b) Step It = 0, absolute error |u−unet,0|. (c) Step It = 1, absolute error |u−unet,1|.
(d) Step It = 2, absolute error |u − unet,2|.

Figure 5.3: Heat equation. (a) Exact solution’s Fourier coefficients, |ûk |. (b) Step It = 0, |ûnet,0,k |. (c) Step It = 1, |ûnet,0,k |. (d) Step It = 2,
|ûnet,0,k |. In Figures (b)-(d), a blue circle located at k means that the frequency k has been identified in BIt.
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5.3. Wave equation
The third benchmark test case is a one-dimensional wave equation taking the form:

utt(x, t) − 25uxx(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ (0, 1) × (0, 1],
u(0, t) = u(1, t) = 0, t ∈ (0, 1],
u(x, 0) = sin(2πx) + sin(4πx), x ∈ (0, 1),
ut(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ (0, 1).

(5.3)

The exact solution for this equation is u(x, t) = sin(2πx) cos(10πt) + sin(4πx) cos(20πt). As suggested in [44],
the following loss function is applied to solve wave equation (5.3):

L(θ) = Lu(θ) +Lut (θ) +Lr(θ)

=
ωu

Nu

Nu∑
i=1

|uθ(xi
b, t

i
u)|2 +

ωut

Nut

Nut∑
i=1

∣∣∣∂uθ

∂t
(xi

ut
, 0)
∣∣∣2 + ωr(ti

r)
Nr

Nr∑
i=1

∣∣∣∂2uθ

∂t2 (xi
r, t

i
r) − 25

∂2uθ

∂x2 (xi
r, t

i
r)
∣∣∣2, (5.4)

where xi
b = 0 or 1, and the weights are set to ωu = 1, 000 or 1, 000, 000, ωut = 1, 000 or 100, 000. The initial

value condition is also enforced in our neural network. In (5.4), the weightωr(t) is a continuous gate function
defined as ωr(t) = (1− tanh

(
5(t − µ)

)
)/2, where µ is the scalar shift parameter controlling the fraction of time

revealed to the model. At the (J + 1)-th training epoch, the shift parameter µ of the causal gate is updated to

µJ+1 = µJ + 0.002e−10Lr(θ),

where Lr(θ) represents the PDE loss at the J-th training epoch.
We employ the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs with I = 4 to solve the wave equation (5.3). The

parameter λ is set to 0.01. Initially, the MscaleDNNs consist 6 sub networks with a multi-input frequency
set B0 = {20, . . . , 25

}, and the parameters for each sub network are [1, 100, 100, 100, 1]. The learning rate
decays exponentially at a rate of 0.8 every 5000 training iterations. At each adaptive step, we train the neural
network for 100,000 epochs to get the solution unet,It. The numerical results for this simulation are reported
in Figure 5.4 and Figure 5.5. As the solution of equation (5.3) involves high frequencies in time, the absolute
error |u − unet,0| shown in Figure 5.4-(b) remains significantly large. After performing DFT on unet,0, the
distribution of Fourier coefficients is displayed in Figure 5.5-(b), which is similar to that of the exact solution
reported in Figure 5.5-(a).

Based on the distribution of Fourier coefficients, we identify the feature set B1, represented by the blue
circles in Figure 5.5-(b). The MscaleDNNs are then adaptively adjusted according to Criterion A. After
training for 100,000 epochs, we obtain the neural network solution unet,1, and the absolute error |u − unet,1|

is depicted in Figure 5.4-(c). This error is almost tow orders of magnitude smaller than |u − unet,0|, which
demonstrates the effectiveness of frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs. The simulation is stopped at It = 2 as
the stopping condition B2 = B3 = {(2π, 10π), (4π, 20π)} is satisfied, as shown in Figure 5.5-(c),(d). The final
feature set B2 is consistent with the compact support of û. The relative L2 errors at all adaptive iteration
are listed in Table 5.2. The frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs obtain an accuracy solution with relative error
being 1.899e-03, which is two orders of magnitude smaller than that of standard MscaleDNNs.
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Figure 5.4: Wave equation. (a) The exact solution u(x, t). (b) Step It = 0, absolute error |u−unet,0|. (c) Step It = 1, absolute error |u−unet,1|.
(d) Step It = 2, absolute error |u − unet,2|.

Figure 5.5: Wave equation. (a) Exact solution, distribution of Fourier coefficients. (b) Step It = 0, distribution of Fourier coefficients
|ûnet,0,k |. (c) Step It = 1, distribution of Fourier coefficients |ûnet,0,k |. (d) Step It = 2, distribution of Fourier coefficients |ûnet,0,k |. In
Figures (b)-(d), a blue circle located at k means that the frequency k has been identified in BIt.
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5.4. Schrödinger equation near the semi-classical limit
The final test case we considered is the following schrödinger equation near the semi-classical limit:

Ψt =
iε
2

Ψxx −
i
ε

V (x)Ψ, (x, t) ∈ (0, π) × (0,T],

Ψ(x, 0) = A(x) exp
(
iϕ(x)/ε

)
, x ∈ (0, π),

(5.5)

where Ψ := Ψ(x, t) ∈ C is a complex-valued function, A(x) and ϕ(x) are given smooth functions. In equation
(5.5), ε < 1 denotes the non-dimensional Planck’s constant, and V (x) is the potential function. For this
simulation, we consider V(x) = 1

2 x2, ε = 0.05, and a special initial value:

Ψ(x, 0) = exp
{ i
ε

[1
2

i(x − 1)2 + 2(x − 1) +
1
4

ln
( 1
πε

)]}
.

Periodic boundary condition is applied in the x direction. To avoid complex computation, we decompose
Ψ into the real part Ψre and the imaginary part Ψim. Similarly, Ψre

net,It, Ψim
net,It represent the two outputs of

frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs. The solution for (5.5) obtained by frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs is
then given by Ψnet,It = Ψre

net,It + iΨim
net,It. The definition of the loss function for equation (5.5) is similar to that

of equation (5.3).
We employ the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs with I = 4 to solve the equation (5.5). Initially, the

networks have 6 sub networks with the multiple inputs set B0 = {20, . . . , 25
}. The parameters for each sub

network are [2, 200, 200, 200, 2]. The learning rate decays exponentially at a rate of 0.9 every 1000 training
iterations. Figure 5.6 shows the absolute errors of |Ψre

net,0 −Ψre
| and |Ψim

net,0 −Ψim
|, which are larger than 1 in

many points. The absolute error of the Fourier coefficients for Ψre
net,0 and Ψre is displayed in Figure 5.7-(b),

where the error remains relatively large. By setting λ = 0.1, we obtain the frequency feature setB1, as shown
in Figure 5.8-(b). Although the error is still significant, a comparison between Figures 5.8-(a) and (b) reveals
that the first high-contribution frequency region near kx = 20 for Ψ is captured within B1. Consequently,
we use the frequency feature set B1 to adaptively adjust MscaleDNNs at It = 1 following Criterion B. After
training, we get a new solution Ψnet,1 with the relative L2 error reduced to 1.280e-02, as shown in Table 5.2.

The evolution of BIt is displayed in Figure 5.8. At adaptive step It = 2, another high-contribution
frequency region near kx = 0 for Ψ is successfully captured within B2. The feature set BIt is then fine-tuned
through subsequent adaptive iterations, ultimately aligning well with the reference solution by It = 4. The
distributions of the Fourier coefficients for Ψre

net,It at It = 1, 2, 3, and 4 are exhibited in Figure 5.7, which
demonstrates good agreement with that of Ψre. The simulation is stopped at It = 4, and the absolute error
for Ψnet,4 is given in Figure 5.6-(c) (real part) and Figure 5.6-(f) (imaginary part), both of which demonstrate
significant improvement compared to Ψnet,0. The relative L2 error at each iteration is reported in Table 5.2.
These results confirm the effectiveness and accuracy of the frequency-adaptive MscaleDNNs.

6. Conclusion

In this study, we established a fitting error bound for MscaleDNNs and introduced frequency-adaptive
MscaleDNNs with a robust feature embedding. These method present new techniques for capturing fre-
quency features from the solution and embedding them into MscaleDNNs. Unlike traditional MscaleDNNs,
which pre-define a frequency range, our approach effectively handles higher frequencies and more pro-
nounced multi-scale behaviors through adaptive frequency adjustment. Positive results have been observed
in solving the Poisson equation, heat equation, wave equation, and Schrödinger equation near the semi-
classical limit. However, we acknowledge that the current adaptive frequency method is relatively basic
and has certain limitations. One notable drawback is the need to retrain new networks for each adaptation,
which leads to higher computational costs. There is potential for improvement by exploring methods to
project the original solution into the newly designed network to facilitate training. Additionally, for highly
complex problems, the initial MscaleDNNs may fail to capture the frequency features of the exact solution,
making subsequent frequency adaptation ineffective. Addressing these challenges presents a promising
direction for future research.
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Figure 5.6: Schrödinger equation near the semi-classical limit. (a) Real part of exact solution Ψre. (b) Step It = 0, absolute error
|Ψre

net,0 −Ψre
|. (c) Step It = 4, absolute error |Ψre

net,4 −Ψre
|. (d) Imaginary part of exact solution Ψim. (e) Step It = 0, absolute error

|Ψim
net,0 −Ψim

|. (f) Step It = 4, absolute error |Ψim
net,4 −Ψim

|.

Figure 5.7: Schrödinger equation near the semi-classical limit. (a) Distribution of Fourier coefficients Ψ̂re. (b) Step It = 0, distribution of
|Ψ̂re

net,0,k − Ψ̂re
k
|. (c) Step It = 1, distribution of |Ψ̂re

net,1,k − Ψ̂re
k
|. (d) Step It = 2, distribution of |Ψ̂re

net,2,k − Ψ̂re
k
|. (e) Step It = 3, distribution

of |Ψ̂re
net,3,k − Ψ̂re

k
|. (f) Step It = 4, distribution of |Ψ̂re

net,4,k − Ψ̂re
k
|.
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Figure 5.8: Schrödinger equation near the semi-classical limit. (a) The frequency k in dark part satisfies |Ψ̂re
k
| > 0.1 maxk∈B |Ψ̂re

k
|. (b)

Step It = 0, the frequency k in dark part belongs to B1. (c) Step It = 1, the frequency k in dark part belongs to B2. (d) Step It = 2, the
frequency k in dark part belongs to B3. (e) Step It = 3, the frequency k in dark part belongs to B4. (f) Step It = 4, the frequency k in
dark part belongs to B5.
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