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Abstract

Mathematical formulas serve as the means of communication
between humans and nature, encapsulating the operational
laws governing natural phenomena. The concise formulation
of these laws is a crucial objective in scientific research and
an important challenge for artificial intelligence (AI). While
traditional artificial neural networks (MLP) excel at data fit-
ting, they often yield uninterpretable "black box" results that
hinder our understanding of the relationship between variables
x and predicted values y. Moreover, the fixed network archi-
tecture in MLP often gives rise to redundancy in both network
structure and parameters. To address these issues, we propose
MetaSymNet, a novel neural network that dynamically adjusts
its structure in real time, allowing for both expansion and
contraction. This adaptive network employs the PANGU meta-
function as its activation function—a unique type capable of
evolving into various basic functions during training to com-
pose mathematical formulas tailored to specific needs. We then
evolve the neural network into a concise, interpretable mathe-
matical expression. To evaluate MetaSymNet’s performance,
we compare it with four state-of-the-art symbolic regression
algorithms across more than 10 public datasets comprising
222 formulas. Our experimental results demonstrate that our
algorithm outperforms others consistently regardless of noise
presence or absence. Furthermore, we assess MetaSymNet
against MLP and SVM regarding their fitting ability and ex-
trapolation capability—two essential aspects in machine learn-
ing algorithms. The findings reveal that our algorithm excels
in both areas. Finally, we compared MetaSymNet with MLP
using iterative pruning in network structure complexity. The
results show that MetaSymNet’s network structure complexity
is obviously less than MLP under the same goodness of fit.

Introduction
Finding a simple and clear interpretable mathematical expres-
sion from data is an important area of artificial intelligence
research. In recent years, deep neural networks have been
widely used in various fields of natural science(Liu et al.
2017; Abd Elaziz et al. 2021; Mamoshina et al. 2016). Al-
though the traditional fully connected neural networks can fit
the data very well, the traditional neural network structure is
usually fixed, which is easy to cause redundancy of structure
and parameters(Cheng et al. 2015). Moreover, the activation

Copyright © 2024, Association for the Advancement of Artificial
Intelligence (www.aaai.org). All rights reserved.

function of ordinary fully connected neural networks is usu-
ally fixed, which affects the representation ability of neural
networks to a certain extent. This forced the neural network
to use more complex network structures in order to fit the
curve better(Sun et al. 2016). Moreover, the result obtained
by traditional neural network training is an uninterpretable
"black box"(Afnan et al. 2021; Guidotti et al. 2018), which
makes the results obtained by neural networks untrustworthy
in many scenarios, especially in the medical field.(Yanco et al.
2016)
Therefore, in order to solve the above problems, we propose
a novel tree-based neural network called MetaSymNet. The
structure of the neural network is dynamically learnable and
can be adjusted dynamically and adaptively according to the
complexity of the task in real time. Moreover, we propose a
new activation function named PANGU function, PANGU
function can adaptively evolve into a variety of basic func-
tions in the training process, which can greatly improve the
problem of insufficient representation ability of ordinary neu-
ral networks. MetaSymNet is trained to produce a concise,
interpretable mathematical expression(Narayanan et al. 2022;
Marcinkevičs and Vogt 2020; Esterhuizen, Goldsmith, and
Linic 2022). For example, consider a very classic formula in
physics: P = FV . From this formula, we can analyze that for
a given power P , if we want to get a larger force F , we have
to reduce the speed V . This is also the theoretical guidance
that we should reduce the speed when driving uphill in real
life. However, when we take the force F and the velocity V
as inputs to the neural network to predict the power P. After
training, the neural network can get a good fitting result such
that P = f(F ,V), but from the black box function f(F ,V),
we can not analyze the relationship between the variables
F , V and P . In contrast, MetaSymNet can not only fit the
power P very well after training but also obtain the formula
P = FV explicitly. Our contributions are summarized as
follows:

• In this paper, a novel artificial neural network called Meta-
SymNet is proposed. The structure of MetaSymNet is not
fixed but dynamically adjusted according to the complex-
ity of the task. Moreover, the neuron type is not single
but evolves into different types of neurons in real time
according to the task requirements. The final result of net-
work training is an interpretable mathematical expression.

ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

07
32

6v
1 

 [
cs

.L
G

] 
 1

3 
N

ov
 2

02
3



Source code is provided at 1.
• We propose a novel activation function, the PANGU meta-

function, which can adaptively evolve into various other
functions during the optimization process.

• We propose a method for neural networks to dynamically
and adaptively adjust the network structure during train-
ing. This method can make the network structure become
larger or smaller in real time under the guidance of gradi-
ent information.

Related Work
Based on Genetic algorithm The genetic algorithm
(GA)(Mirjalili and Mirjalili 2019; Katoch, Chauhan, and
Kumar 2021) is a classical algorithm that imitates human
evolution, and the algorithm that applies the GA algorithm to
solve the problem of symbolic regression is the Genetic Pro-
gramming (GP) (Espejo, Ventura, and Herrera 2009; Fortin
et al. 2012; Augusto and Barbosa 2000) algorithm. GP repre-
sents each expression in the form of a binary tree, initializes
an expression population, and then evolves a better popula-
tion by means of crossover, mutation, etc. Repeat the process
until the termination condition is reached.
Based on reinforcement learning Deep Symbolic Regres-
sion (DSR)(Petersen et al. 2019) is a very good algorithm
for symbolic regression using reinforcement learning. DSR
uses a recurrent neural network as the strategy network of the
algorithm, which takes as input the parent and sibling nodes
to be generated, and outputs as the probability of selecting
each symbol. DSR uses risk policy gradients to refine policy
network parameters. DSO(Mundhenk et al. 2021) introduces
the GP algorithm on the basis of DSR. This algorithm uses
the formula sampled by DSR as the initial population of the
GP algorithm and then performs crossover, mutation, and
other operations through the GP algorithm to obtain a new
population. Then DSO selects the n formulas with the highest
reward function and mixes them with the data generated by
DSR before, and finally updates the policy network RNN.
Then DSR produces a better initial population for GP. Re-
peat the process. SPL(Sun et al. 2022) successfully applies
MCTS to solve the problem of symbolic regression. In this
algorithm, the author uses MCTS to explore the symbolic
space and puts forward a modular concept to improve search
efficiency.
Based on neural networks EQL(Martius and Lampert 2016;
Kim et al. 2020) algorithm is a symbolic regression algorithm
based on a neural network, which replaces the activation
function in the fully connected neural network with basic op-
eration symbols such as [+,−, ..., sin...], then optimizes the
network through the backpropagation algorithm, and removes
the excess connections through pruning, and then extracts an
expression from the network. AI Feynman series algorithms
are mainly divided into two versions, the main idea of this
series of algorithms is to reduce complexity to simplicity. AI
Feynman 1.0(Udrescu and Tegmark 2020) first uses a neural
network to fit the data and then uses the curve fitted by the

1Source code for MetaSymNet: https://anonymous.4open.
science/r/MetSymNet-SR

neural network to analyze a series of properties in the data,
such as symmetry and separability. Then the formula to be
found is divided into simple units by these properties, and
finally, the symbol of each unit is selected by random selec-
tion. The idea of AI Feynman 2.0(Udrescu et al. 2020) and
1.0 is very similar, the biggest difference between the two is
that version 2.0 introduces more properties so that the search
expression can be divided into simpler units, improving the
search efficiency. Moreover, the application scenario of AI
Feynman2.0 is no longer limited to the field of physics, and
the application scope is more extensive.
Based on Transformer The NeSymReS(Biggio et al. 2021)
algorithm treats the symbolic regression problem as a trans-
lation problem in which the input [x, y], and the output is a
preorder traversal of the expressions. NeSymReS first gen-
erates a number of expressions and then uses the sampled
data [x, y] from these expressions as inputs and the backbone
of the expressions as outputs to train a transformer(Vaswani
et al. 2017), pre-training model. When predicting the data,
[x, y] is entered into the transformer, and then combined
with the beam search, a pre-order traversal of the formula is
generated in turn. The biggest difference between the end-
to-end algorithm and NeSymReS is that the end-to-end ap-
proach(Kamienny et al. 2022) can directly predict a constant
to a specific value. Instead of predicting a constant place-
holder "C".

Modeling
MetaSymNet is a tree-like neural network, in which each
node can be regarded as a neuron, and the activation function
of the node adopts the PANGU metafunction. In the process
of training, in addition to optimizing amplitude parameters
D and bias term b like ordinary fully connected neural net-
works, we also optimize the internal Selecting parameters Z
of the PANGU metafunction. After end-to-end training of the
neural network, we not only fit the data very well, but also
magically evolve the PANGU metafunction into various basic
functions, and the network miraculously becomes an analyz-
able and interpretable mathematical formula. MetaSymNet’s
algorithm schematic is shown in Figure 1. See Appendix 1
for the pseudocode
We first randomly initialize a tree-like neural network with
the number of neurons and the network structure arbitrarily
given. The activation function of the neural network is the
PANGU meta-function. In the beginning, each neuron has
two inputs. Because our activation library contains not only
unary activation functions like [sin, cos, exp, sqrt, log] but
also binary activation functions like [+,−,×,÷], etc.

PANGU meta-function2
Normal neural network activation function is fixed, only the
relu or sigmoid activation function, this leads to the neural
network model being a bunch of combinations and nested
activation functions and parameters, usually a complex and in-
explicable "black box". To improve the above, we will extend
the activation function of neural networks with several ba-
sic operators, such as [+,−,×,÷, sincos, exp, sqrt, log, ...].
Because many formulas and theorems in natural science are
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Figure 1: (i) First randomly initialize a network structure, where the internal node S is the PANGU meta-function and the leaf
node x is the variable meta-function. (ii) Back propagation algorithm is used to optimize the parameters. In this process, the
amplitude parameter D and the bias parameter B are optimized first, and then the internal parameters Z and W of the PANGU
meta-function and variable meta-function are optimized. Iterate a number of times. (iii) After the parameter optimization, we
choose the type of activation function that should be selected by leaf nodes and internal nodes and adjust the network structure
at the same time. (iv) When the network evolves into an expression, we further optimize the parameters of the expression and
calculate the loss and R2. The iteration stops when R2 reaches the specified threshold. Otherwise, the iteration continues.
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Figure 2: The figure depicts the detailed internal structure
diagram of the PANGU metafunction (top) and variable meta-
function (bottom).

composed of these basic operators. If the neural network is
free to choose these activation functions, the resulting model
will be a concise and interpretable mathematical formula. In
order to realize the free choice of the activation function of
the neural network, we design a PANGU meta-function. The
formula is as follows 1:

OUT = d ∗ [o1, o2, ..., on]

e1e2...
en

+ b (1)

Here, OUT is the corresponding output of the neural net-
work, d, and b are parameters, and oi is the output of the
ith activation function in the activation function library after
numerical calculation of the neuron input. ei is the proba-
bility of selecting each activation function in the activation
function library, and the specific calculation formula of ei
can be reflected in Eq.2.

OUT = d∗[xl+xr, ..., exp(xl), x1, ..., xn]


ez1∑n

i=1 ec∗zi
ez1∑n

i=1 ec∗z2

...
ez1∑n

i=1 ec∗zn

+b

(2)
Where E = softmax(Z − max(Z))(Stevens et al. 2021;
Dong, Zhu, and Ma 2019), ei is the ith value in vector E ,
and ei = ezi∑n

j=1 ec∗zj
. The vector Z = [z1, z2, ..., zn] is a

set of selection parameters that can be optimized to control
the probability of each activation function in the activation
function library being selected. And all intra-neuron function



choice parameters Z form the set Z = [Z1,Z2, ...,Zn]. Here
n denotes the number of internal neurons.

Variables meta-function
At the leaf nodes of the network, we will initialize a vari-
able selection meta-function, the principle of this function
and PANGU meta-function is similar. And shown in Figure
2(bottom), but the function can only evolve into different
variables [x1, x2, ..., xn]. Its expression is as follows 3:

OUT = d ∗ [x1, x2, ..., xk]


ew1∑k

i=1 ec∗wi

ew2∑k
i=1 ec∗wi

...
ewn∑k

i=1 ec∗wi

+ b (3)

Here is a set of variable selection parameters W =
[w1, w2, ..., wk]. Here, k is the number of variables in the
task. And d is the amplitude control parameter and b is the
bias parameter. In MetaSymNet, the variable selection pa-
rameter W = [W1,W2, ...,Wq] and the activation function
selection parameter Z are optimized simultaneously. Here, q
denotes the total number of leaf nodes.

parameters optimization
Each neuron is assigned three types of parameters, an am-
plitude constant d, a bias constant b, and a set of selection
parameters Z = [z1, z2, ..., zn]. Here, the magnitude con-
stants d of all neurons form the parameter setD. Similarly, all
bias constants b form the set B, and all intra-neuron function
choice parameters Z form the set Z. All variable selection
parameters form the set W. We alternately optimize the above
types of parameters with a numerical optimization algorithm
(For example, SGD(Bottou 2012, 2010), BFGS(Dai 2002),
L-BFGS(Liu and Nocedal 1989) etc ). First, the parameters in
the set D and B are optimized for a certain number of times,
and then the parameters in the set Z and W are optimized,
and then the activation functions of each node and the vari-
ables of the leaf nodes are selected. Finally, after optimizing
the parameters alternately for a number of rounds, we extract
a formula from the network and further optimize D and B to
achieve higher accuracy.

Activation function selection
There are many types of activation functions in the activa-
tion function library. This article contains four binary ac-
tivation functions [+,−,×,÷], five unary activation func-
tions [sin, cos, exp, log, sqrt], and variables [x1, x2, ..., xk].
We initialize each neuron with an optimizable selecting
parameter vector Z = [z1, z2, ..., zn], where n represents
the class of functions to be selected from the activation
library. We optimize Z by backpropagation propagation
algorithm, Then the optimized Znew each element minus
the Max(Znew), and then sent softmax classifier to get
E = softmax(Znew − Max(Znew)) = [e1, e2, ..., en].
For neuron S, We assume that its two inputs are xl and
xr, and then the functions in the activation functions li-
brary do the corresponding numerical operations respec-
tively. We can obtain the vector O = [xl + xr, xl − xr, xr ∗

xr, xl/xr, sin(xl), cos(xl), exp(xl), log(xl), sqrt(xl), x1,
x2, ..., xn]. Finally, we dot multiply the vectors E and O,
multiply by a constant d, and add a bias term b to get the
output. After optimizing the vector Z Number times in this
way, we map Z to one-hot(Rodríguez et al. 2018) form and
then dot multiply it with O. If the target expression is still
not found, or R2 is less than 0.9999. This process is repeated
until a stopping condition is reached.
The variable metafunction selection process is as follows:
First, we assume that the output of the optimized W after
passing through softmax is Ow, X ∗ Ow = v. Then we
select the two variables xi, xj with the largest probability
according to Owas the input of this node. Then select the
function corresponding to the value closest to v in vector
[xi+xj , xi−xj , ..., sin(xi), ..., x1, ..., xn] as the activation
function of the node

Loss function
In the process of neural network training, the loss function
has a crucial position, because it directly determines the
direction of neural network optimization. In this study, we in-
troduce a new loss function that aims to further optimize the
performance of neural networks. Our method covers the selec-
tion parameters Z of each PANGU meta function, and these
parameters are processed by softmax to obtain the vector
E = [e1, e2, ..., en]. We introduce the entropy(Wehrl 1978;
Rényi 1961) of E as the loss function. Our goal is to make
the largest element of the vector E numerically significantly
higher than other elements while maintaining the prediction
accuracy of the model. Specifically, the expression for the
loss function is as follows 4:

L =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(yi − ŷi)
2 − λ

1

M

M∑
j=1

log(max(Ej)) (4)

WhereN is the number of sample points, y is the true y value,
and ŷ is the predicted y value.M is the number of neurons
under the current network structure, and Ej is the value of the
selection parameter of the jth neuron after passing softmax.
λ is the entropy loss regulation coefficient

Network Structure Optimization
The network structure of traditional neural networks is fixed,
which is very easy to cause network structure redundancy.
Although there are many pruning methods to simplify the
structure of neural networks by pruning unnecessary connec-
tions, it is difficult to find a balance between the goodness of
fit and the complexity of the network structure(Hermundstad
et al. 2011; Maksimenko et al. 2018). We propose an algo-
rithm to optimize the network structure in real time under
the guidance of gradient. From the above, we can know that
the activation function of our neural network can be learned
dynamically. We designed a method to cleverly realize the
dynamic adjustment of the network structure when the activa-
tion function changes. Specifically, in a neural network, each
neuron has two inputs, and after training for a period of time,
we determine the activation function of each neuron. The
rules for adjusting the structure according to the activation
function are as follows:



Dataset Name Number MetaSymNet DSO EQL GP NeSymReS

Dataset-1 Nguyen 21 0.9999±0.000 0.9999±0.001 0.9544±0.002 0.9186±0.000 0.8468±0.002

Dataset-2 Keijzer 15 0.9992±0.001 0.9924±0.001 0.9147±0.002 0.8441±0.001 0.7992±0.002

Dataset-3 Korns 15 0.9999±0.001 0.9872±0.000 0.8271±0.002 0.8139±0.001 0.8011±0.001

Dataset-4 Constant 8 0.9996±0.002 0.9988±0.003 0.8416±0.001 0.8617±0.003 0.8444±0.002

Dataset-5 Livermore 22 0.9924±0.003 0.9746±0.003 0.7982±0.002 0.8022±0.003 0.7136±0.0004

Dataset-6 Vladislavleva 8 0.9826±0.003 0.9963±0.004 0.8218±0.004 0.7833±0.003 0.6892±0.004

Dataset-7 R 6 0.9921±0.002 0.9744±0.003 0.8628±0.002 0.8772±0.004 0.8003±0.004

Dataset-8 Jin 6 0.9992±0.0002 0.9916±0.002 0.9221±0.003 0.8872±0.002 0.8627±0.002

Dataset-9 Neat 9 0.9953±0.0004 0.9827±0.003 0.8633±0.004 0.8127±0.004 0.7996±0.005

Dataset-10 AIFeynman 103 0.9940±0.002 0.9610±0.003 0.8722±0.004 0.8827±0.003 0.7025±0.003

Dataset-11 Others 9 0.9992±0.001 0.9861±0.002 0.9247±0.003 0.8763±0.002 0.8226±0.002

Average 0.9961±0.003 0.9859±0.008 0.8730±0.03 0.8509±0.03 0.7893±0.04

Table 1: Comparison of the coefficient of determination (R2) between MetaSymNet and four baseline. Bold values indicate
state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance. The confidence level is 0.95

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
Noise level

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

Co
ef

fic
ie

nt
 o

f d
et

er
m

in
at

io
n 

(R
2)

our
our_mean
DSO

DSO_mean
GP
GP_mean

NeSymReS
NeSymReS_mean

EQL
EQL_mean

(a)

4 2 0 2 4

X

4

2

0

2

4

Y

SVR
MLP
MetSymNet
True Value

(b)
Figure 3: Figure (a) illustrates the trends of R2 values between MetaSymNet and four baseline methods across varying noise
levels. On the other hand, Figure (b) portrays the performance comparison of MetaSymNet, MLP, and SVR in terms of
extrapolation ability. (Nguyen-6 : sin(x) + sin(x+ x2)).



(1) when the PANGU meta-function evolves into a unary
activation function, at this time, we replace the activation
function of the node with a new activation function and only
keep the first input of the neuron as the input of the new
neuron. At this time, the number of network neurons will be
reduced and the network structure will be simplified.
(2) when the PANGU meta-function evolves into a binary
activation function, at this time we replace the node activa-
tion function with a new activation function and keep all the
two inputs. At this time, the network organization does not
change.
(3), when the PANGU metafunction evolves into the variable
xi, at which point we will discard all the inputs to the neuron.
At this time, the number of neurons in the neural network
becomes small, and the network structure is simplified.
(4) When xi evolves into a unary activation function, add
a new neuron at xi whose activation function is the newly
selected unary activation function and takes the first variable
selected as input. At this time, the growth of the network
structure is realized.
(5), when xievolves into a binary activation function, add a
new neuron at xi and take the two variables already chosen
as input. The network structure becomes larger.
(6) When xi becomes xj , only the variable sign of this leaf
node is changed, and the rest is unchanged. At this time, the
network structure is unchanged.

Results
Comparison with symbolic regression algorithms
In order to test the performance of MetaSymNet, we compare
the performance of our algorithm with four state-of-the-art
symbolic regression algorithms on ten public datasets
Nguyen, Keijzer, Korns, Constant, Livermore, R,
V ladislavlev, Jin, Neat, AIFeynman, and Others.
Specific formula details are given in Table tables .4 to .8, in
the appendix.

• DSO, based on DSR, combines DSR and GP algorithm
organically.

• GP, a classical symbolic regression algorithm based on a
genetic algorithm.

• EQL, a typical neural network-like symbolic regression
algorithm.

• NeSymReS, a typical large-scale pre-training algorithm

Fit ability test When doing comparative experiments, we
strictly control the experimental variables and ensure that all
the other conditions are the same except for the algorithm
type to ensure the fairness and credibility of the experiment.
Specifically, (1) At test time, on the same test expression,
we sample xi on exactly the same interval for different al-
gorithms. To ensure the consistency of the test data. See
Appendix tables .4 to .8, for the specific sampling range of
each expression. (2) For some of the "Constraints" used in
our algorithm, we also use the exact same "Constraints" in
other algorithms. To ensure that the performance of the in-
dividual algorithms is not affected by the difference in the
"Constraints". In the experiment, we use the coefficient of

determination (R2)(Nagelkerke et al. 1991; Ozer 1985) to
judge how well each algorithm fits the expression. The results
are shown in Table 1, from which we see that MetSymNet
achieves the performance of SOTA on multiple datasets. The
expression for R2 is given in the following equation 5:

R∈ = 1−
∑N

i=1(y − ypred)
2∑N

i=1(y − y)2
(5)

Where ypred is the predicted y value and y is the mean of the
true y values.

Anti noise capability test
In the real world, data often contains noise and uncer-
tainty. This noise can come from measurement errors, in-
terference during data acquisition, or other unavoidable
sources(Berglund, Hassmen, and Job 1996; Tam et al. 2008;
Beall and Lowe 2007). The noise immunity test can simulate
the noise situation in the real environment, and help to eval-
uate the performance of the symbolic regression algorithm
in the case of imperfect data, so as to help us understand its
reliability and robustness in practical applications. These tri-
als can guide the tuning and selection of the model, ensuring
that it will work robustly in real scenarios.(Ziyadinov and
Tereshonok 2022; Gao et al. 2020)
We generate noisy data ynoise in the following way. To sim-
ulate different levels of noise in the real world, we divide
the noise into ten levels. First, the noisy data Datanoise
is obtained by randomly sampling on the interval [−L ∗
Span,+L ∗ Span]. Here, L = [0.00.0.01.0.02, ..., 0.1] is
the level of noise. Span = abs|Max −min(y)(y)| is the
Span of y. ynoise = y +Datanoise.
We employed the Nguyen dataset to assess the algorithm’s
resilience to noise perturbations. For each mathematical ex-
pression, we conducted 100 iterations at varying noise levels.
Subsequently, the R2 between the curve derived from each in-
dividual trial and the original curve was computed, serving as
a metric to quantify noise resilience. The final outcome was
determined by averaging the results from the 100 trials. The
average R2 values of both MetaSymNet and five prominent
strong symbolic regression baselines were compared across
different noise levels, and the results are depicted in Figure 3a.
Notably, the comprehensive analysis demonstrates that Meta-
SymNet exhibits superior anti-noise performance in contrast
to the other four strong symbolic regression baselines.

Comparison with traditional machine learning
algorithms
In order to test the comprehensive performance of
MetaSymNet compared with traditional neural Network
(MLP)(Rumelhart, Hinton, and Williams 1986) and Support
Vector Machine (SVM)(Drucker et al. 1996). We conduct a
series of test experiments on the performance of MetaSym-
Net, MPL, and SVM on the Nguyen dataset. The experiments
mainly include the test of fitting ability, extrapolation test,
and network structure complexity test.

Fit ability test As the name suggests, this test tests how
well three algorithms fit the data. In the test, we sample xi



Benchmark Expression MetaSymNet MLP SVR
Inside Outside Inside Outside Inside Outside

Nguyen-1 x3 + x2 + x 1.0 1.0 0.9999 −32.47 0.9999 −59.33
Nguyen-2 x4 + x3 + x2 + x 1.0 1.0 0.9999 −121.36 0.9998 −425.28
Nguyen-3 x5 + x4 + x3 + x2 + x 0.9999 0.9725 0.9999 −602.86 0.9942 −410.12
Nguyen-4 x6 + x5 + x4 + x3 + x2 + x 0.9999 0.9382 0.9982 −3002.18 0.9847 −4908.16
Nguyen-5 sin(x2) cos(x)− 1 0.9999 0.2344 0.9916 −12.46 0.5322 −27.36
Nguyen-6 sin(x) + sin(x+ x2) 1.0 1.0 0.9992 −10.15 0.9918 −3.34
Nguyen-7 log(x+ 1) + log(x2 + 1) 0.9938 0.9462 0.9999 0.56 0.9817 −60.15
Nguyen-8

√
x 1.0 1.0 0.9998 0.69 0.9493 −48.42

Nguyen-9 sin(x) + sin(y2) 1.0 1.0 0.9999 −2.21 0.9444 −52.39
Nguyen-10 2 sin(x) cos(y) 1.0 1.0 0.9949 −18.56 0.9863 −2.95
Nguyen-11 xy 0.9999 0.9921 0.9999 −137892 0.9924 −901002
Nguyen-12 x4 − x3 + 1

2y
2 − y 0.9972 −1.818 0.9928 −610.21 0.9904 −7822.80

Average 0.9999 0.6888 0.9980 −11858.60 0.9456 −76235.19

Table 2: Comparison of extrapolation and R2 between MetaSymNet, MLP, and SVR. .

Benchmark MetaSymNet MLP
Nodes Parameters Nodes Parameters

Nguyen-1 5 22 15 70
Nguyen-2 9 38 17 94
Nguyen-3 14 58 18 106
Nguyen-4 20 82 25 185
Nguyen-5 5 16 25 185
Nguyen-6 5 18 8 22
Nguyen-7 4 16 12 34
Nguyen-8 1 4 16 82
Nguyen-9 3 10 40 360

Nguyen-10 4 14 130 3190
Nguyen-11 3 6 16 88
Nguyen-12 10 40 16 96

Average 6.75 27 28.16 376

Table 3: Comparison of the number of nodes and parameters
used by MetaSymNet and MLP when the R2 is greater than
0.99.

on the interval [-2,2], and then use three algorithms to fit
the same data points, using R2 as the evaluation metric. The
experimental results are shown in Table 2, from which it
can be seen that MetaSymNet slightly outperforms MLP and
SVR in terms of fitting ability.

Test for extrapolation Extrapolation is the ability to test
how well the trained model of the algorithm fits outside of
the training data. Let’s say we sample the variable x in the
interval [-2, 2] and use this data to train a neural network. If
the trained model can fit the data well in the interval, will
it perform as well in the interval [-5,5] as in the interval [-
2,2] To do this, we sample x on the interval [-2,2] and train
MetaSymNet, MLP, and SVR on the sampled data. Then the
models trained by the above three algorithms are tested on
the intervals [-2,2] and [-5,5], respectively. Table 2 shows the
performance of MetaSymNet, MLP as well as SVR. We can
see that MetaSymNet and both baselines perform well in the
range [-2,2](Insaid). However, when we expand the range

to [-5,5](Outsaid), MetaSymNet still performs well, while
MLP and SVR perform less well. Because the activation
functions of MetaSymNet are more diverse, the network has
a stronger representation ability. Therefore, compared with
MLP, it is easier to obtain results with stronger extrapolation.
The picture of the extrapolation effect is shown in Figure 3b

Network structure complexity test The network structure
of the traditional neural network is fixed, and it can not adjust
network structure dynamically according to the complexity of
the problem. It is easy to cause the phenomenon of redundant
network structure and parameters. MetaSymNet’s network
structure is dynamically adjusted according to the complex-
ity of the problem, which can greatly improve the network
structure and parameter redundancy. In order to test the struc-
tural optimization ability of MetaSymNet, we compare the
structural complexity of MLP using an iterative pruning strat-
egy(Castellano, Fanelli, and Pelillo 1997) and MetaSymNet
on the Nguyen dataset. Specifically, we compare the number
of neurons and parameters used by the two algorithms when
R2 reaches 0.99. The detailed statistical results are shown in
Table 3. As can be seen from the table, MetaSymNet has a
simpler architecture and a smaller number of parameters at
the same level of R2, And the more complex the problem,
the more obvious this advantage will be.

Disscusion
In this paper, we introduce a novel neural network architec-
ture, named MetaSymNet. The algorithm has achieved good
results in fitting ability, anti-noise ability, and extrapolation
ability. Unlike previous neural networks, MetaSymNet’s ar-
chitecture is not static but dynamically adjusted during the
training process according to the requirements of the problem.
The network size can be freely adjusted according to the need,
which can be expanded or reduced to meet the requirements
of specific tasks. Experimental results show that MetaSym-
Net is much smaller than the traditional MLP with the same
accuracy. This makes our model more lightweight and easier
to deploy on the hardware side. Especially in areas sensi-
tive to response speed, such as face locks(Shanthi, Sivalak-



shmi et al. 2023), face unlocking mobile phones(Sivalenka
et al. 2022), and autonomous driving(Zhang et al. 2022),
this feature has a significant advantage. In this paper,
we propose a novel activation function called PANGU
meta-function. The function can autonomously evolve into
[+,−,×,÷, sin, cos, sqrt, exp, log] and other basic func-
tions under the control of internal selection parameters, which
greatly improves the representation ability of neural networks.
This also makes the final result of MetSymNet a concise, in-
terpretable mathematical expression. The interpretability and
analyzability of the results make our algorithm more cred-
ible. This makes our algorithm a very broad application in
some fields involving high-risk decisions, such as finance,
medicine, and law. Because these are domains where deci-
sions can have a significant impact on people’s lives, people
need to be able to understand and trust the decision-making
process of the algorithm.
Despite the satisfactory results obtained by our algorithm,
there are still some shortcomings. For example, some hy-
perparameters, such as the regulation coefficient lambda in
the loss function that controls the proportion of entropy loss,
are difficult to tune. Moreover, the method occasionally gets
stuck in local optima, and for some expressions, it is difficult
to find the original expression and only approximate results
can be obtained. In the future, we will consider changing the
way PANGU metafunctions evolve. In the activation function
selection, we will not use the greedy selection strategy, but a
series of other search methods such as beam search, Monte
Carlo tree search, etc., to significantly improve the search
efficiency and performance of the algorithm.
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Appendix: Pseudocode for the MetSymNet

Algorithm 1 describes the overall process of MetSymNet in detail. We first initialize a tree-like network structure, where
the neurons of the internal nodes of the network are PANGU metafunctions and the neurons of the leaf nodes are variable
metafunctions. We first iterate NDB times to optimize the amplitude parameter D and bias parameter B of each node. We then
iterate NZW times to optimize the selection parameters Z,W. We then use ExtractingExpression(Z, W,D,B)2 to evolve the
neuron into a basic function, resulting in a concise expression. Then we can further optimize the parameters in the expression.
Repeat the above process until r2reaches the desired value,

Algorithm 1: MetaSymNet
Data: X = [x1, x2, ..., xm]; y = [y1, y2, ..., ym]; S=[s1, s− 2, ..., sn];

D = [d1, d2, ..., dn]; B = [b1, b2, ..., bn];
Z = [Z1, Z2, ..., Zn]; W = [W1,W2, ...,Wn].

Result: Find an expression such that y = f(X)
1 Initialize the network structure
2 while R2 ≤ 0.9999 do
3 ▷ A threshold can also be set, for example, R2 >= 0.9999.
4 repeat
5 for j ← 1 to NDB do
6 NumericalOptimization (D, B) ▷ NDB denotes the number of optimization rounds for the parameters D and

B
7 end
8 for j ← 1 to NZW do
9 NumericalOptimization (Z, W) ▷ Optimizing the internal selection parameters Z,W of PANGU

metafunction and variable metafunction.
10 end
11 ExtractingExpression(Z, W,D,B)2 ▷ Based on the optimized selected parameters, a concise mathematical

expression is extracted from the network.
12 ConstantRefine(d, b) ▷ Taking the extracted [d,b] as the initial value, the constants are further optimized by the

numerical optimization algorithm.
13 Obtaining the formula : ypred = F (x1, x2, ..., xn)
14 Calculate R2

15 if R2 > T then
16 ▷ T represents the termination threshold of the algorithm
17 break; ▷ Terminate the program upon achieving expected R2

18 end
19 until Reach predetermined accuracy;
20 end

Algorithm 2 This pseudocode describes in detail the evolution process of PANGU meta-functions and Variable meta-functions
in MetSymNet to basic functions and variables. For the PANGU meta-function, we first choose the index I corresponding to
the maximum value in its function selection parameter Z. Then the corresponding symbol s is selected according to the index
I . The principle of Variable meta-functions is similar to PANGU meta-functions, except that the target is a variable of type
[x1, x2, ..., xm].



Algorithm 2: ExtractingExpression(Z, W, D, B)
1 Input : D = [d1, d2, ..., dn]; B = [b1, b2, ..., bn];
2 Z = [Z1, Z2, ..., Zn]; W = [W1,W2, ...,Wn]
3 Output : Aexpression : F = (x1, .., xm)
4 S ← [s1, s2, ..., sn]
5 Symbol← [+,−,×,÷, sin, ..., x1, ..., xm] ▷ Activation function library.
6 X ← [x1, x1, ..., xm] ▷ Candidate variables.
7 for s← S do
8 if sisPANGU_metafunction then
9 I←Max_index(Zs) ▷ The activation function is selected according to the activation function selection

parameter Z
10 s← Symbol[I]
11 end
12 if sisV ariable_metafunction then
13 I←Max_index(Ws) ▷ The variable type is selected according to the variable selection parameter W .
14 s← X[I]
15 end
16 end

Appendix: Backpropagation derivation (Use SGD)
Forward propagation :

OUT1 = [sin(x), cos(x), ..., exp(x)] ∗ [ ez11∑n
i=1 e

z1i
,

ez12∑n
i=1 e

z1i
, ...,

ez1n∑n
i=1 e

z1i
]

= sin(x) ∗ e11 + cos(x) ∗ e12 + ...+ exp(x) ∗ e1n

OUT2 = [sin(OUT1), cos(OUT1), ..., exp(OUT1)] ∗ [
ez21∑n
i=1 e

z2i
,

ez22∑n
i=1 e

z2i
, ...,

ez2n∑n
i=1 e

z2i
]

= sin(OUT1) ∗ e21 + cos(OUT1) ∗ e22 + ...+ exp(OUT1) ∗ e2n

Loss =
1

2

n∑
i=1

(Yi −OUT2i)
2

Back propagation :

∂Loss

∂OUT2
= OUT2 − Y

∂Loss

∂z2i
=

∂Loss

∂OUT2
∗ ∂OUT2

∂z2i

= − ∂Loss

∂OUT2
∗ [sin(OUT1), cos(OUT1), ..., exp(OUT1)] ∗ e2i(e21, ..., e2i − 1, ..., e2n)

= (OUT2 − Y ) ∗ [sin(OUT1), cos(OUT1), ..., exp(OUT1)] ∗ e2i(e21, ..., e2i − 1, ..., e2n)

∂Loss

∂OUT1
=

∂Loss

∂OUT2
∗ ∂OUT2

∂OUT1

= (OUT2 − Y ) ∗ (cos(OUT1) ∗ e21 − sin(OUT1) ∗ e22 + ...+ exp(OUT1) ∗ e2n)
∂Loss

∂z1i
=

∂Loss

∂OUT2
∗ ∂OUT2

∂OUT1
∗ ∂OUT1

∂z1i

= − ∂Loss

∂OUT2
∗ ∂OUT2

∂OUT1
∗ [sin(x), cos(x), ..., exp(x)] ∗ e1i(e11, ..., e1i − 1, ..., e1n)

Parameter updates

z2i = z2i − α
∂Loss

∂z2i

z1i = z1i − α
∂Loss

∂z1i



Appendix: Test data in detail

Table tables .4 to .6 shows in detail the expression forms of the data set used in the experiment, as well as the sampling range and
sampling number. Some specific presentation rules are described below

• The variables contained in the regression task are represented as [x1, x2, ..., xn].

• U(a, b, c) signifies c random points uniformly sampled between a and b for each input variable. Different random seeds are
used for training and testing datasets.

• E(a, b, c) indicates c points evenly spaced between a and b for each input variable.

Name Expression Dataset
Nguyen-1 x3

1 + x2
1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-2 x4
1 + x3

1 + x2
1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-3 x5
1 + x4

1 + x3
1 + x2

1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-4 x6
1 + x5

1 + x4
1 + x3

1 + x2
1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-5 sin(x2
1) cos(x) − 1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-6 sin(x1) + sin(x1 + x2
1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-7 log(x1 + 1) + log(x2
1 + 1) U(0, 2, 20)

Nguyen-8
√
x U(0, 4, 20)

Nguyen-9 sin(x) + sin(x2
2) U(0, 1, 20)

Nguyen-10 2 sin(x) cos(x2) U(0, 1, 20)

Nguyen-11 x
x2
1 U(0, 1, 20)

Nguyen-12 x4
1 − x3

1 + 1
2x

2
2 − x2 U(0, 1, 20)

Nguyen-2′ 4x4
1 + 3x3

1 + 2x2
1 + x U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-5′ sin(x2
1) cos(x) − 2 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-8′ 3
√
x U(0, 4, 20)

Nguyen-8′′ 3
√

x2
1 U(0, 4, 20)

Nguyen-1c 3.39x3
1 + 2.12x2

1 + 1.78x U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-5c sin(x2
1) cos(x) − 0.75 U(−1, 1, 20)

Nguyen-7c log(x + 1.4) + log(x2
1 + 1.3) U(0, 2, 20)

Nguyen-8c √
1.23x U(0, 4, 20)

Nguyen-10c sin(1.5x) cos(0.5x2) U(0, 1, 20)

Korns-1 1.57 + 24.3 ∗ x4
1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-2 0.23 + 14.2
(x4+x1)

(3x2)
U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-3 4.9
(x2−x1+

x1
x3

(3x3))
− 5.41 U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-4 0.13sin(x1) − 2.3 U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-5 3 + 2.13log(|x5|) U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-6 1.3 + 0.13
√

|x1| U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-7 2.1(1 − e−0.55x1 ) U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-8 6.87 + 11
√

|7.23x1x4x5| U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-9 12
√

|4.2x1x2x2| U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-10 0.81 + 24.3
2x1+3x2

2
4x3

3+5x4
4

U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-11 6.87 + 11cos(7.23x3
1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-12 2 − 2.1cos(9.8x3
1)sin(1.3x5) U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-13 32.0 − 3.0
tan(x1)

tan(x2)

tan(x3)

tan(x4)
U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-14 22.0 − (4.2cos(x1) − tan(x2))
tanh(x3)

sin(x4)
U(−1, 1, 20)

Korns-15 12.0 − 6.0tan(x1)

ex2 (log(x3) − tan(x4)))) U(−1, 1, 20)

Jin-1 2.5x4
1 − 1.3x3

1 + 0.5x2
2 − 1.7x2 U(−3, 3, 100)

Jin-2 8.0x2
1 + 8.0x3

2 − 15.0 U(−3, 3, 100)

Jin-3 0.2x3
1 + 0.5x3

2 − 1.2x2 − 0.5x1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Jin-4 1.5 exp x + 5.0cos(x2) U(−3, 3, 100)

Jin-5 6.0sin(x1)cos(x2) U(−3, 3, 100)

Jin-6 1.35x1x2 + 5.5sin((x1 − 1.0)(x2 − 1.0)) U(−3, 3, 100)

Table .4: Specific formula form and value range of the three data sets Nguyen, Korns, and Jin.



Name Expression Dataset
Neat-1 x4

1 + x3
1 + x2

1 + x U(−1, 1, 20)

Neat-2 x5
1 + x4

1 + x3
1 + x2

1 + x U(−1, 1, 20)

Neat-3 sin(x2
1) cos(x) − 1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Neat-4 log(x + 1) + log(x2
1 + 1) U(0, 2, 20)

Neat-5 2 sin(x) cos(x2) U(−1, 1, 100)

Neat-6
∑x

k=1
1
k E(1, 50, 50)

Neat-7 2 − 2.1 cos(9.8x1) sin(1.3x2) E(−50, 50, 105)

Neat-8 e−(x1)2

1.2+(x2−2.5)2
U(0.3, 4, 100)

Neat-9 1

1+x
−4
1

+ 1

1+x
−4
2

E(−5, 5, 21)

Keijzer-1 0.3x1sin(2πx1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-2 2.0x1sin(0.5πx1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-3 0.92x1sin(2.41πx1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-4 x3
1e

−x1cos(x1)sin(x1)sin(x1)
2cos(x1) − 1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-5 3 + 2.13log(|x5|) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-6 x1(x1+1)
2 U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-7 log(x1) U(0, 1, 20)

Keijzer-8
√

(x1) U(0, 1, 20)

Keijzer-9 log(x1 +
√

x2
1 + 1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-10 x
x2
1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-11 x1x2 + sin((x1 − 1)(x2 − 1)) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-12 x4
1 − x3

1 +
x2
2
2 − x2 U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-13 6sin(x1)cos(x2) U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-14 8

2+x2
1+x2

2
U(−1, 1, 20)

Keijzer-15
x3
1
5 +

x3
2
2 − x2 − x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Livermore-1 1
3 + x1 + sin(x2

1)) U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-2 sin(x2
1) ∗ cos(x1) − 2 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-3 sin(x3
1) ∗ cos(x2

1)) − 1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-4 log(x1 + 1) + log(x2
1 + 1) + log(x1) U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-5 x4
1 − x3

1 + x2
2 − x2 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-6 4x4
1 + 3x3

1 + 2x2
1 + x1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-7 (exp(x1)−exp(−x1)
2 ) U(−1, 1, 100)

Livermore-8 (exp(x1)+exp(−x1)
3 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-9 x9
1 + x8

1 + x7
1 + x6

1 + x5
1 + x4

1 + x3
1 + x2

1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 100)

Livermore-10 6 ∗ sin(x1)cos(x2) U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-11
x2
1x2

2
(x1+x2)

U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-12
x5
1

x3
2

U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-13 x
1
3
1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-14 x3
1 + x2

1 + x1 + sin(x1) + sin(x2
2) U(−1, 1, 100)

Livermore-15 x
1
5
1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-16 x
2
3
1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-17 4sin(x1)cos(x2) U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-18 sin(x2
1) ∗ cos(x1) − 5 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-19 x5
1 + x4

1 + x2
1 + x1 U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-20 e(−x2
1) U(−3, 3, 100)

Livermore-21 x8
1 + x7

1 + x6
1 + x5

1 + x4
1 + x3

1 + x2
1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Livermore-22 e(−0.5x2
1) U(−3, 3, 100)

Table .5: Specific formula form and value range of the three data sets neat, Keijzer, and Livermore.



Name Expression Dataset

Vladislavleva-1 (e−(x1−1)2 )

(1.2+(x2−2.5)2))
U(−1, 1, 20)

Vladislavleva-2 e−x1x3
1cos(x1)sin(x1)(cos(x1)sin(x1)

2 − 1) U(−1, 1, 20)

Vladislavleva-3 e−x1x3
1cos(x1)sin(x1)(cos(x1)sin(x1)

2 − 1)(x2 − 5) U(−1, 1, 20)

Vladislavleva-4 10
5+(x1−3)2+(x2−3)2+(x3−3)2+(x4−3)2+(x5−3)2

U(0, 2, 20)

Vladislavleva-5 30(x1 − 1)
x3−1

(x1−10)
x2
2 U(−1, 1, 100)

Vladislavleva-6 6sin(x1)cos(x2) E(1, 50, 50)
Vladislavleva-7 2 − 2.1 cos(9.8x) sin(1.3x2) E(−50, 50, 105)

Vladislavleva-8 e−(x−1)2

1.2+(x2−2.5)2
U(0.3, 4, 100)

Test-2 3.14x2
1 U(−1, 1, 20)

Const-Test-1 5x2
1 U(−1, 1, 20)

GrammarVAE-1 1/3 + x1 + sin(x2
1)) U(−1, 1, 20)

Sine sin(x1) + sin(x1 + x2
1)) U(−1, 1, 20)

Nonic x9
1 + x8

1 + x7
1 + x6

1 + x5
1 + x4

1 + x3
1 + x2

1 + x1 U(−1, 1, 100)

Pagie-1 1

1+x
−4
1 + 1

1+x2−4

E(1, 50, 50)

Meier-3
x2
1x2

2
(x1+x2)

E(−50, 50, 105)

Meier-4
x5
1

x3
2

U(0.3, 4, 100)

Poly-10 x1x2 + x3x4 + x5x6 + x1x7x9 + x3x6x10 E(−1, 1, 100)

Table .6: Specific formula form and value range of the three data sets Vladislavleva and others.

Appendix: MetSymNet tests on AIFeynman dataset.
We evaluated our proposed symbol regression algorithm, MetSymNet, using the AI Feynman dataset, which encompasses
problems from physics and mathematics across various subfields like mechanics, thermodynamics, and electromagnetism.
While the dataset originally included 100,000 sampled data points, we intentionally limited our analysis to 100 data points to
rigorously assess MetSymNet’s performance. Applying MetSymNet to perform symbol regression on each of these data points,
we subsequently measured the R2 values between the predicted outcomes and the correct answers. Our experimental findings
clearly demonstrate that MetSymNet adeptly captures the underlying expressions from a limited number of sample points.
Remarkably, the R2 values exceeded 0.99 for the majority of formulas, indicating the algorithm’s proficiency in accurately fitting
these expressions. These results firmly establish MetSymNet as a high-performing solution for challenges within the realms of
physics and mathematics. The implications are significant, suggesting MetSymNet’s potential for versatile application across
various domains. You can find the detailed experimental outcomes in Table .7 and Table .8.

Appendix: Computing resources
The server we employ features an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5218R CPU, boasting a base frequency of 2.10 GHz. With a generous
20 CPU cores at its disposal, it enables seamless parallel processing, leading to enhanced computational performance. Thanks to
its remarkable core count and optimized architecture, the Intel Xeon Gold 5218R proves to be exceptionally well-suited for
managing resource-intensive computational tasks and workloads.



Feynman Equation R2

I.6.20a f = e−θ2/2/
√
2π 0.9999

I.6.20 f = e
− θ2

2σ2 /
√
2πσ2 0.9991

I.6.20b f = e
− (θ−θ1)2

2σ2 /
√
2πσ2 0.9881

I.8.14 d =
√

(x2 − x1)2 + (y2 − y1)2 0.9024
I.9.18 F = Gm1m2

(x2−x1)2+(y2−y1)2+(z2−z1)2
0.9926

I.10.7 F = Gm1m2
(x2−x1)2+(y2−y1)2+(z2−z1)2

0.9872
I.11.19 A = x1y1 + x2y2 + x3y3 0.9999
I.12.1 F = µNn 1.0
I.12.2 F = q1q2

4πϵr2
1.0

I.12.4 Ef = q1
4πϵr2

0.9999
I.12.5 F = q2Ef 1.0
I.12.11 F = Q(Ef +Bv sin θ) 0.9999
I.13.4 K = 1

2
m(v2 + u2 + w2) 0.9982

I.13.12 U = Gm1m2(
1
r2

− 1
r1
) 1.0

I.14.3 U = mgz 1.0

I.14.4 U =
kspringx

2

2
0.9839

I.15.3x x1 = x−ut√
1−u2/c2

0.9793

I.15.3t t1 = t−ux/c2√
1−u2/c2

0.9638

I.15.10 p = m0v√
1−v2/c2

0.9919

I.16.6 v1 = u+v
1+uv/c2

0.9873
I.18.4 r = m1r1+m2r2

m1+m2
0.9794

I.18.12 τ = rF sin θ 0.9999
I.18.16 L = mrv sin θ 0.9999
I.24.6 E = 1

4
m(ω2 + ω2

0)x
2 0.9986

I.25.13 Ve = q
C

1.0
I.26.2 θ1 = arcsin(n sin θ2) 0.9999
I.27.6 ff = 1

1
d1

+ n
d2

0.9895

I.29.4 k = ω
c

1.0
I.29.16 x =

√
x2
1 + x2

2 − 2x1x2 cos(θ1 − θ2) 0.9828
I.30.3 I∗ = I∗0

sin2(nθ/2)

sin2(θ/2)
0.9912

I.30.5 θ = arcsin( λ
nd

) 0.9822
I.32.5 P = q2a2

6πϵc3
0.9932

I.32.17 P = ( 1
2
ϵcE2

f )(8πr
2/3)(ω4/(ω2 − ω2

0)
2) 0.9817

I.34.8 ω = qvB
p

1.0
I.34.10 ω = ω0

1−v/c
0.9917

I.34.14 ω = 1+v/c√
1−v2/c2

ω0 0.9992

I.34.27 E = ℏω 0.9999
I.37.4 I∗ = I1 + I2 + 2

√
I1I2 cos δ 0.9827

I.38.12 r = 4πϵℏ2
mq2

0.9999
I.39.10 E = 3

2
pFV 0.9999

I.39.11 E = 1
γ−1

pFV 0.9914
I.39.22 PF = nkbT

V
0.9976

I.40.1 n = n0e
−mgx

kbT 0.9816
I.41.16 Lrad = ℏω3

π2c2(e
ℏω
kbT −1)

0.9213

I.43.16 v =
µdriftqVe

d
0.9981

I.43.31 D = µekbT 1.0
I.43.43 κ = 1

γ−1
kbv
A

0.9215
I.44.4 E = nkbT ln(V2

V1
) 0.8017

I.47.23 c =
√

γpr
ρ

0.9733

I.48.20 E = mc2√
1−v2/c2

0.8629

I.50.26 x = x1[cos(ωt) + α cos(ωt)2] 0.9999

Table .7: Tested Feynman Equations, part 1.



Feynman Equation R2

II.2.42 P = κ(T2−T1)A
d

0.8015
II.3.24 FE = P

4πr2
0.9813

II.4.23 Ve = q
4πϵr

0.9972
II.6.11 Ve = 1

4πϵ
pd cos θ

r2
0.9883

II.6.15a Ef = 3
4πϵ

pdz
r5

√
x2 + y2 0.9221

II.6.15b Ef = 3
4πϵ

pd
r3

cos θ sin θ 0.9917
II.8.7 E = 3

5
q2

4πϵd
0.9816

II.8.31 Eden =
ϵE2

f

2
1.0

II.10.9 Ef = σden
ϵ

1
1+χ

0.9999
II.11.3 x =

qEf

m(ω2
0−ω2)

0.9824

II.11.7 n = n0(1 +
pdEf cos θ

kbT
) 0.8729

II.11.20 P∗ =
nρp

2
dEf

3kbT
0.7225

II.11.27 P∗ = nα
1−nα/3

ϵEf 0.9817
II.11.28 θ = 1 + nα

1−(nα/3)
0.9991

II.13.17 B = 1
4πϵc2

2I
r

0.9961
II.13.23 ρc =

ρc0√
1−v2/c2

0.9622

II.13.34 j =
ρc0v√
1−v2/c2

0.9847

II.15.4 E = −µMB cos θ 0.9999
II.15.5 E = −pdEf cos θ 0.9999
II.21.32 Ve = q

4πϵr(1−v/c)
0.9915

II.24.17 k =
√

ω2

c2
− π2

d2
0.9872

II.27.16 FE = ϵcE2
f 0.9917

II.27.18 Eden = ϵE2
f 0.9993

II.34.2a I = qv
2πr

0.9916
II.34.2 µM = qvr

2
0.9862

II.34.11 ω = g_qB
2m

0.9926
II.34.29a µM = qh

4πm
0.9987

II.34.29b E = g_µMBJz

ℏ 0.8219
II.35.18 n = n0

exp(µmB/(kbT ))+exp(−µmB/(kbT ))
0.9512

II.35.21 M = nρµM tanh(µMB
kbT

) 0.8199
II.36.38 f = µmB

kbT
+ µmαM

ϵc2kbT
0.9250

II.37.1 E = µM (1 + χ)B 0.9999
II.38.3 F = Y Ax

d
0.9999

II.38.14 µS = Y
2(1+σ)

0.9999
III.4.32 n = 1

e
ℏω
kbT −1

0.9628

III.4.33 E = ℏω

e
ℏω
kbT −1

0.9973

III.7.38 ω = 2µMB
ℏ 0.9826

III.8.54 pγ = sin(Et
ℏ )2 0.9822

III.9.52 pγ =
pdEf t

ℏ
sin((ω−ω0)t/2)

2

((ω−ω0)t/2)2
0.7024

III.10.19 E = µM

√
B2

x +B2
y +B2

z 0.9948
III.12.43 L = nℏ 0.9924
III.13.18 v = 2Ed2k

ℏ 0.9999

III.14.14 I = I0(e
qVe
kbT − 1) 0.9914

III.15.12 E = 2U(1− cos(kd)) 0.9999
III.15.14 m = ℏ2

2Ed2
0.9995

III.15.27 k = 2πα
nd

0.9914
III.17.37 f = β(1 + α cos θ) 0.9988
III.19.51 E = −mq4

2(4πϵ)2ℏ2
1
n2 0.9894

III.21.20 j =
−ρc0qAvec

m
0.7262

Table .8: Tested Feynman Equations, part 2.


