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Abstract

This paper presents an investigation of the approximation property of neural networks with un-
bounded activation functions, such as the rectified linear unit (ReLU), which is the new de-facto
standard of deep learning. The ReLLU network can be analyzed by the ridgelet transform with respect
to Lizorkin distributions. By showing three reconstruction formulas by using the Fourier slice theo-
rem, the Radon transform, and Parseval’s relation, it is shown that a neural network with unbounded
activation functions still satisfies the universal approximation property. As an additional consequence,
the ridgelet transform, or the backprojection filter in the Radon domain, is what the network learns
after backpropagation. Subject to a constructive admissibility condition, the trained network can be
obtained by simply discretizing the ridgelet transform, without backpropagation. Numerical examples
not only support the consistency of the admissibility condition but also imply that some non-admissible
cases result in low-pass filtering.

1 Introduction

Consider approximating a function f : R™ — C by the neural network g; with an activation function
n:R—-C

1 J
9(x) = jzcj n(a;-x—bj), (aj,bj,¢;) eR™ xR xC 1)
7

where we refer to (a;, b;) as a hidden parameter and ¢; as an output parameter. Let Y”*! denote the space
of hidden parameters R™ x R. The network g; can be obtained by discretizing the integral representation
of the neural network

o) = | Tlabnla-x—bd(a.b) 2

where T : Y"1 — C corresponds to a continuous version of the output parameter; 1 denotes a measure
on Y™*1. The right-hand side expression is known as the dual ridgelet transform of T with respect to n

%’];T(x) = J T(a,b)n(a-x —b)—-. (3)
ym+1 ]|
By substituting in T(a, b) the ridgelet transform of f with respect to 1
Ry f(a,b) = (x)¢(a-x —b)|aldx, (4)
R’Vﬂ,

under some good conditions, namely the admissibility of (1, n) and some regularity of f, we can reconstruct
[ by

BBy f = [ (5)

By discretizing the reconstruction formula, we can verify the approximation property of neural networks
with the activation function 7.
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In this study, we investigate the approximation property of neural networks for the case in which
7 is a Lizorkin distribution, by extensively constructing the ridgelet transform with respect to Lizorkin
distributions. The Lizorkin distribution space S} is such a large space that contains the rectified linear unit
(ReLU) z4, truncated power functions z_kH and other unbounded functions that have at most polynomial
growth (but do not have polynomials as such). Table [If and Figure 1| give some examples of Lizorkin
distributions.

Table 1: Zoo of activation functions with which the corresponding neural network can approximate ar-
bitrary functions in L!(R™) in the sense of pointwise convergence (§[5.2) and in L?(R™) in the sense of
mean convergence (§[5.3)). The third column indicates the space W(R) to which an activation function n

belong (§ 6.2).

activation function n(z) w

unbounded functions

truncated power function 2k = {gk j Z 8 , keNy S)

rectified linear unit (ReLU) o S}

softplus function o=V (2) 1= log(1 + €?) Om
bounded but not integrable functions

unit step function 29 Y

(standard) sigmoidal function o(z) = (1+e )1 Om

hyperbolic tangent function tanh(z) Om
bump functions

(Gaussian) radial basis function G(z) := (2m) Y2exp (—2%/2) S

the first derivative of sigmoidal function o'(z) S

Dirac’s § 4(2) S}
oscillatory functions

the k* derivative of RBF G (2) S

the k™ derivative of sigmoidal function — o(¥)(z) S

the kI derivative of Dirac’s & 55 (z2) S}

Recall that the derivative of the ReLU z, is the step function z?r. Formally, the following suggestive
formula

dadb
lal *

J T(a,b)n'(a-x—b)—— = f o T(a,b)n(a-x —b) (6)
Y7n+1 Y-m,+1

holds, because the integral representation is a convolution in b. This formula suggests that once we have
Tstep(a, b) for the step function, which is implicitly known to exist based on some of our preceding studies

[1,12], then we can formally obtain Treru(a, b) for the ReLU by differentiating Treru(a,d) = 0y Tstep(a, b).

1.1 ReLU and Other Unbounded Activation Functions

The ReLU [3| 4 5], [6] became a new building block of deep neural networks, in the place of traditional
bounded activation functions such as the sigmoidal function and the radial basis function (RBF). Compared
with traditional units, a neural network with the ReLU is said [3 [7, 8 @, [6] to learn faster because it
has larger gradients that can alleviate the vanishing gradient [3], and perform more efficiently because it
extracts sparser features. To date, these hypotheses have only been empirically verified without analytical
evaluation.

It is worth noting that in approximation theory, it was already shown in the 1990s that neural networks
with such unbounded activation functions have the universal approximation property. To be precise, if the
activation function is not a polynomial function, then the family of all neural networks is dense in some
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Figure 1: Zoo of activation functions: the Gaussian G(z) (red), the first derivative G'(z) (yellow), the
second derivative G”(z) (green); a truncated power function 22 (blue), the ReLU 2, (sky blue), the unit
step function 29 (rose).

functional spaces such as LP(R™) and C°(R™). Mhaskar and Micchelli [I0] seem to be the first to have
shown such universality by using the B-spline. Later, Leshno et al. [I1] reached a stronger claim by using
functional analysis. Refer to Pinkus [12] for more details.

In this study, we initially work through the same statement by using harmonic analysis, or the ridgelet
transform. One strength is that our results are very constructive. Therefore, we can construct what the
network will learn during backpropagation. Note that for bounded cases this idea is already implicit in

[13] and [2], and explicit in [14].

1.2 Integral Representation of Neural Network and Ridgelet Transform

We use the integral representation of neural networks introduced by Murata [I]. As already mentioned,
the integral representation corresponds to the dual ridgelet transform. In addition, the ridgelet transform
corresponds to the composite of a wavelet transform after the Radon transform. Therefore, neural networks
have a profound connection with harmonic analysis and tomography.

As Kurkova [15] noted, the idea of discretizing integral transforms to obtain an approximation is very
old in approximation theory. As for neural networks, at first, Carroll and Dickinson [I6] and Ito [13]
regarded a neural network as a Radon transform [I7]. Irie and Miyake [18], Funahashi [19], Jones [20],
and Barron [21] used Fourier analysis to show the approximation property in a constructive way. Kurkova
[15] applied Barron’s error bound to evaluate the complexity of neural networks. Refer to Kainen et al.
[22] for more details.

In the late 1990s, Candes [23| 24], Rubin [25], and Murata [I] independently proposed the so-called
ridgelet transform, which has since been investigated by a number of authors [26] 27] 28] 29] 30 31].



1.3 Variations of Ridgelet Transform
A ridgelet transform %, along with its reconstruction property, is determined by four classes of functions:

domain X (R™), range V(Y™ *1), ridgelet Z(R), and dual ridgelet W(R).

Ve Z(R)

/'%

X(R™)5 f TeY(Y™+) (7)

\

/

The following ladder relations by Schwartz [32] are fundamental for describing the variations of the
ridgelet transform:

(functions) D c S8 < Dy © D ¢ Oy < &
N N N N N N
(distributions) & < O, < D), < D, < § < D’ ®)
integrable not always bounded

where the meaning of symbols are given below in Table

The integral transform T by Murata [I] coincides with the case for Z = D and W < € n L. Candes
[23, 24] proposed the “ridgelet transform” for Z = W < S. Kostadinova et al. [30, BI] defined the ridgelet
transform for the Lizorkin distributions X = S, which is the broadest domain ever known, at the cost of
restricting the choice of ridgelet functions to the Lizorkin functions W = Z = Sy < S.

1.4 Our Goal

Although many researchers have investigated the ridgelet transform [26] 29, [30] 1], in all the settings Z
does not directly admit some fundamental activation functions, namely the sigmoidal function and the
ReLU. One of the challenges we faced is to define the ridgelet transform for W = &), which admits the
sigmoidal function and the ReLU.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notations

Throughout this paper, we consider approximating f : R”™ — C by a neural network g with hidden
parameters (a,b). Following Kostadinova et al. [30, [31], we denote by Y™*! := R™ x R the space of
parameters (a,b). As already denoted, we symbolize the domain of a ridgelet transform as X(R™), the
range as Y(Y™F1), the space of ridgelets as Z(R), and the space of dual ridgelets as W(R).

We denote by S™~! the (m—1)-sphere {u e R™ | |u| = 1}; by R, the open half-line {a € R | a > 0};
by H the open half-space R, x R. We denote by N and Ny the sets of natural numbers excluding 0 and
including 0, respectively. N

We denote by ~ the reflection f(x) := f(—x); by = the complex conjugate; by a < b that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that a < Cb.

2.2 Class of Functions and Distributions

Following Schwartz, we denote the classes of functions and distributions as in Table For Schwartz’s
distributions, we refer to Schwartz [32] and Treves [33]; for Lebesgue spaces, Rudin [34], Brezis [35] and
Yosida [36]; for Lizorkin distributions, Yuan et al. [37] and Holschneider [3§].

The space Sp(R¥) of Lizorkin functions is a closed subspace of S(R¥) that consists of elements such that
all moments vanish. That is, So(R¥) := {¢ € S(RF) | {5, x*¢(x)dx = 0 for any o € N§}. The dual space
Sh(RF), known as the Lizorkin distribution space, is homeomorphic to the quotient space of S’(R¥) by the
space of all polynomials P(R¥). That is, S{(R¥) =~ S&'(R¥)/P(R¥). Refer to Yuan et al. [37, Prop. 8.1]



Table 2: Classes of functions and distributions, and corresponding dual spaces.

space A(RF) dual space A'(RF)
polynomials of all degree P(RF) -

smooth functions E(RF) compactly supported distributions &’(R¥)
rapidly decreasing functions S(RF) tempered distributions S'(RF)
compactly supported smooth functions D(R¥) Schwartz distributions D'(RF)
L? of Sobolev order oo (1 < p < ) Dr» (RY) Schwartz dists. (1/p +1/q =1) D', (RF)
completion of D(R¥) in Dp«(R¥) B(RF) Schwartz dists. (p = 1) D), (RF)
slowly increasing functions Om(RF) -

- rapidly decreasing distributions OL(R¥)
Lizorkin functions So(RF) Lizorkin distributions Sh(RF)

for more details. In this work we identify and treat every polynomial as zero in the Lizorkin distribution.
That is, for p € S'(R¥), if p € P(R¥) then p = 0 in S)H(RF).

For S™~1, we work on the two subspaces D(S™~!) € D(R™) and &' (S™~!) = & (R™). In addition, we
identify D=S=0m=fand &' =0, =8 =D}, =D".

For H, let £(H) < £(R?) and D(H) < D(R?). For T € £(H), write

Dy (e, B) == (a+ 1/a)* (1 + 5%)? 0505 T(a, B), 5,8,k L€ No. 9)
The space S(H) consists of T € £(H) such that for any s,¢, k, ¢ € Ny, the seminorm below is finite

sup }Df;fT(a,ﬂH < 0. (10)
(a,8)eH
The space O(H) consists of T € £(H) such that for any k, ¢ € Ny there exist s,t € Ny such that
IDE6T (e, B)] < (o + 1/a)*(1 + B%)Y/2. (11)

The space D’'(H) consists of all bounded linear functionals ® on D(H) such that for every compact set
K < H, there exists IV € Ny such that

dadf
@

LT(a,ﬂ)@(a,ﬁ) < Y sup [DELT(a,B)], ¥TeD(K), (12)

ko< (a,B)eH

where the integral is understood as the action of ®. The space S'(H) consists of ® € S(H) for which there
exists N € Ny such that

dadp

o

f T(a, )@ (a, §)
H

< Y swp [DH{T(a.), VT eSH). (13)
s,k t< N (c.B)eH

2.3 Convolution of Distributions

Table [3| lists the convergent convolutions of distributions and their ranges by Schwartz [32].

In general a convolution of distributions may neither commute ¢ # ) # 1 * ¢ nor associate ¢ (¢ n) #
(¢ 1)) #n. According to Schwartz [32, Ch.6 Th.7, Ch.7 Th.7], both D’ « £ %« £ % --- and &'« OL « Of - - -
are commutative and associative.

2.4 Fourier Analysis

The Fourier transform =~ of f : R™ — C and the inverse Fourier transform ~ of F': R™ — C are given by

f&) =] flx)e™¢dx, €£eR™ (14)

Rm™

F(x) = F(£)e™€d¢, xeR™. (15)

m

o

3
3

=

(1



Table 3: Range of convolution (excerpt from Schwartz [32])

case A A Ap # Ag

regularization D DD, E E,LP.D

compactly supported distribution &’ E.ED gD

regularization S S, S8 S,0pm

Schwartz convolutor o, 8§,0.,,D;,,S S§,0,D;,,8

Young’s inequality Lr L1 L™ (1/r=1/p+1/q—1)
Young’s inequality D), Dra, D}, Dy, (1/r=1/p+1/qg—1)

The Hilbert transform H of f : R — C is given by

Hf(s):= %p.v. 7 .;fgf)t

dt, seR (16)

where p.v. Siooo denotes the principal value. We set the coefficients above to satisfy

H(w) = sgnw - f(w), (17)
H2f(s) = f(s). (18)

2.5 Radon Transform
The Radon transform R of f : R™ — C and the dual Radon transform R* of @ : S"~! x R — C are given
by

RiGup)i=| - fouty)dy, (wp)esnl xR (19)

R*®(x) := f ®(u,u-x)du, xeR™ (20)
§m—1
where (Ru)* := {y € R™ | y - u = 0} denotes the orthogonal complement of a line Ru ¢ R™; and dy
denotes the Lebesgue measure on (Ru)*; and du denotes the surface measure on S™~1.

We use the following fundamental results ([I7, 39]) for f € L*(R™) without proof: Radon’s inversion
formula

R*A™IRS = 2(2m)" 1 f, (21)
where the backprojection filter A™ is defined in ; the Fourier slice theorem

~

Flwn) = J Rf(u,p)ePdp, (uw)eS™ ! xR (22)

where the left-hand side is the m-dimensional Fourier transform, whereas the right-hand side is the one-
dimensional Fourier transform of the Radon transform; and a corollary of Fubini’s theorem

f Rf(u,p)dp = f(x)dx, a.e. ueS™ ! (23)
R R™

2.6 Backprojection filter
For a function ®(u,p), we define the backprojection filter A™ as

o ®(u,p),
AmG(,p) = | PP, meven (24)
Hp0y'®(u,p), m odd.

where H,, and 0, denote the Hilbert transform and the partial differentiation with respect to p, respectively.
It is designed as a one-dimensional Fourier multiplier with respect to p — w such that

And(u,w) = i |w|[™ (1, w). (25)



3 Classical Ridgelet Transform

3.1 An Overview
The ridgelet transform Zy f of f : R™ — C with respect to ¢ : R — C is formally given by
Ry f(a,b) = (x)Y(a-x —b)|a*dx, (a,b)e Y™ ! and s > 0. (26)
Rm

The factor |a|]® is simply posed for technical convenience. After the next section we set s = 1, which
simplifies some notations (e.g., Theorem . Murata [I] originally posed s = 0, which is suitable for the
Euclidean formulation. Other authors such as Candeés [24] used s = 1/2, Rubin [25] used s = m, and
Kostadinova et al. [30] used s =1 .

When f e LY(R™) and ¢ € L®(R), by using Hélder’s inequality, the ridgelet transform is absolutely
convergent at every (a,b) € Y™ +1,

| 11603 %= Dl |dx < 1 ls ey - [0l coy -l < e (27)

In particular when s = 0, the estimate is independent of a and thus %y f € L*(Y™*!). Furthermore, Z
is a bounded bilinear operator L'(R™) x L®(R) — L®(Y™+1).
The dual ridgelet transform ,%’,T,T of T: Y™+! — C with respect to n : R — C is formally given by

%I]T(x) = J T(a,b)n(a-x —b)|a| *daddb, xeR™. (28)
ym+1

The integral is absolutely convergent when n € L*(R) and T € L'(Y™*!; |a|~*dadb) at every x € R™,
L [T byaax = )l dadb < [Tl s fag—amay - iy < (29)

and thus #Z' is a bounded bilinear operator L*(Y™*1; |a|~*dadb) x L®(R) — L*(R™).
Two functions ¢ and 7 are said to be admissible when

Ko o= ampn [ 2 (30)

is finite and not zero. Provided that 1, n, and f belong to some good classes, and 1 and 7 are admissible,
then the reconstruction formula

Ry Ry f = Koy f, (31)

holds.

3.2 Ridgelet Transform in Other Expressions
It is convenient to write the ridgelet transform in “polar” coordinates as
u-x—pg\ 1
R™ « «
where “polar” variables are given by

u:=a/la, a:=1/[af, §:=0b/|a]. (33)

Emphasizing the connection with wavelet analysis, we define the “radius” « as reciprocal. Provided there
is no likelihood of confusion, we use the same symbol Y+ for the parameter space, regardless of whether
it is parametrized by (a,b) € R™ x R or (u,a,3) € S™ ! x R, x R.

For a fixed (u, a, 8) € Y™+ the ridgelet function

«

Yaas(x) =0 (“X_B) ai x e R™ (34)



behaves as a constant function on (Ru)', and as a dilated and translated wavelet function on Ru. That
is, by using the orthogonal decomposition x = pu + y with p € R and y € (Ru)*,

¢u>a,6(x)_¢<u.(pu+y)_6> w(p ﬁ) ® L(y). (35)

(67

By using the decomposition above and Fubini’s theorem, and assuming that the ridgelet transform is
absolutely convergent, we have the following equivalent expressions

Rof(wad) = | ( [ pom y)dy> o(220) La (36)

SRCL (p ﬁ) Lap (37)

= fR A TR (u, z + B) h(2)dz (weak form) (38)
= (Rf(u, K E) (8), Ya(p) =1 (g) é (convolution form)  (39)
= iﬂ J}R Flwa)h(aw)a *e™Pdw, (Fourier slice th. [30])  (40)

where R denotes the Radon transform ; the Fourier form follows by applying the identity F_'F, = Id
to the convolution form. These reformulations reflect a well-known claim [28] [30] that ridgelet analysis is
wavelet analysis in the Radon domain.

3.3 Dual Ridgelet Transform in Other Expressions

Provided the dual ridgelet transform is absolutely convergent, some changes of variables lead to other
expressions.

%TT J f n(a-x—b)|a| " °dbda (41)
= J J f T(ru,b)n(ru - x — b)dbdur™ *tdr (42)
0o Jsm-1Jr
*© u B u-x— 3\ dfdadu .
= Lm 1 J J T <, ) n ( o > o (polar expression) (43)
J J J (u,,u-x —az)n(z) dijoﬁ?, (weak form) (44)
§m—1 (67

where every integral is understood to be an iterated integral; the second equation follows by substituting
(r,u) < (|al,a/|al]) and using the coarea formula for polar coordinates; the third equation follows by
substituting (o, 8) < (1/r,b/r) and using Fubini’s theorem; in the fourth equation with a slight abuse of
notation, we write T(u, o, 8) := T(u/c, 8/a).

Furthermore, write 74(p) := n(p/a)/at. Recall that the dual Radon transform R* is given by (20)) and
the Mellin transform M [38] is given by M f(z) := So a*~da, z € C. Then,

T —
Z)T(x) = R* IM[T(u,q,") *1a](s +t —m — 1)] (x). (45)
Note that the composition of the Mellin transform and the convolution is the dual wavelet transform [38].
Thus, the dual ridgelet transform is the composition of the dual Radon transform and the dual wavelet
transform.

4 Ridgelet Transform with respect to Distributions

Using the weak expressions and , we define the ridgelet transform with respect to distributions.
Henceforth, we focus on the case for which the index s in equals 1.



4.1 Definition and Well-Definedness

Definition 4.1 (Ridgelet Transform with respect to Distributions). The ridgelet transform %, f of a
function f e X(R™) with respect to a distribution ¢ € Z(R) is given by

Ry f(u,q,B) = JR Rf (w,az + B)¢(2)dz, (u,a,B)e Y™ (46)

where SR -1(z)dz is understood as the action of a distribution 1.

Obviously, this “weak” definition coincides with the ordinary strong one when 1 coincides with a
locally integrable function (Li. ). With a slight abuse of notation, the weak definition coincides with the
convolution form

Zuf(u0,8) = (Rf(w) 5 0a) (), (wa,8) €y (47)

where ¥, (p) := ¢ (p/a) /a; the convolution - = -, dilation -, reflection *; and complex conjugation - are
understood as operations for Schwartz distributions.

Theorem 4.2 (Balancing Theorem). The ridgelet transform %Z : X(R™) x Z(R) — Y(Y™+1) is well
defined as a bilinear map when X and Z are chosen from Table [}

Table 4: Combinations of classes for which the ridgelet transform is well defined as a bilinear map. The
first and third columns list domains X' (R™) of f and Z(R) of ¢, respectively. The second column lists the
range of the Radon transform R f(u, p) for which we reused the same symbol X as it coincides. The fourth,
fifth, and sixth columns list the range of the ridgelet transform with respect to 3, (¢, 8), and (u, o, §),
respectively.

f(X) Rf(ll,p) w(z) %wf(u,()(,ﬁ)
XR™) xX(S™ 1 xR) Z(R) B(R) A(H)  Y(ym+l)
D D D’ £ & &

o & D’ D’ D’ D’

S S S’ Om Onm Om

o. oL s s s &

Lt Lt LPACY LPACY & S’

D, D, D, D, s 8

The proof is provided in|A] Note that each Z is (almost) the largest in the sense that the convolution
B = X « Z converges. Thus, Table [ suggests that there is a trade-off relation between X’ and Z, that is,
as X increases, Z decreases and vice versa.

Extension of the ridgelet transform of non-integrable functions requires more sophisticated approaches,
because a direct computation of the Radon transform may diverge. For instance, Kostadinova et al. [30]
extend X = &) by using a duality technique. In § we extend the ridgelet transform to L?(R™), by
using the bounded extension procedure.

Proposition 4.3 (Continuity of the Ridgelet Transform L!(R™) — L*(Y™*!)). Fiz ¢ € S(R). The
ridgelet transform %y : L*(R™) — L®(Y™*) is bounded.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary f € L'(R™) and ¢ € S(R). Recall that this case is absolutely convergent. By
using the convolution form,

ess sup | (RS (0, ) % e ) (B)] < I s oy - 55 sup () (48)
(u,0,8) (a,8)
< |f e @m) ess sup - y(rB)| < o, (49)

where the first inequality follows by using Young’s inequality and applying {, [Rf(u,p)|dp = | f[1; the
second inequality follows by changing the variable r < 1/, and the resultant is finite because 1 decays
rapidly. O



The ridgelet transform %, is injective when 1 is admissible, because if 1 is admissible then the
reconstruction formula holds and thus %, has the inverse. However, %, is not always injective. For
instance, take a Laplacian f := Ag of some function g € S(R™) and a polynomial 1(z) = z + 1, which
satisfies 1(?) = 0. According to Table Fyf exists as a smooth function because f € S(R™) and
1 e S'(R). In this case Zy f = 0, which means %, is not injective. That is,

Ryt (w,0,0) = (RAg(, ) 1) () (50)
- (aQRg Va) (8) (51)

~ (Ro(u,- *a%) (8) (52)

= (Rg(u,") <0) (8) (53)

=0, (54)

where the second equality follows by the intertwining relation RAg(u,p) = d2Rg(u,p) [17]. Clearly the
non-injectivity stems from the choice of 1. In fact, as we see in the next section, no polynomial can be
admissible and thus %y, is not injective for any polynomial .

4.2 Dual Ridgelet Transform with respect to Distributions

Definition 4.4 (Dual Ridgelet Transform with respect to Distributions). The dual ridgelet transform
Z}T of T € Y(Y™*!) with respect to n € W(R) is given by

6%:@ am

%TT = lim J J J (w,a,u-x—az)n(z )dzdadu x eR™ (55)
sm=1 Je

where §;, -n(z)dz is understood as the action of a distribution 7.

If the dual ridgelet transform ,%’,T] exists, then it coincides with the dual operator [36] of the ridgelet
transform Z,,.

Theorem 4.5. Let X and Z be chosen from Table . Fiz+p € Z. Assume that Zy : X(R™) — V(Y™ 1)
is injective and that %L (YY) — X(R™) ewists. Then %’L is the dual operator (%y)' : Y'(Y" 1) —
X'(R™) of Ry .

Proof. By assumption %, is densely defined on X(R™) and injective. Therefore, by a classical result
on the existence of the dual operator [36, VII. 1. Th. 1, pp.193], there uniquely exists a dual operator
(Zy)" : Y'(Y™ 1) — X/(R™). On the other hand, for f € X(R™) and T € Y(Y™ 1),

Buf. D = | F(x)0(ax — )@ bdxdadb = { £, 2, T)_ (56)
Rm xym+1 R’”
By the uniqueness of the dual operator, we can conclude (%) = %L O

5 Reconstruction Formula for Weak Ridgelet Transform

In this section we discuss the admissibility condition and the reconstruction formula, not only in the Fourier
domain as many authors did [23} [24] [T}, 30, [31], but also in the real domain and in the Radon domain. Both
domains are key to the constructive formulation. In §[5.I] we derive a constructive admissibility condition.
In §[5.2) we show two reconstruction formulas. The first of these formulas is obtained by using the Fourier
slice theorem and the other by using the Radon transform. In § we will extend the ridgelet transform
to L2.

5.1 Admissibility Condition

Definition 5.1 (Admissibility Condition). A pair (¥,n) € S(R) x S'(R) is said to be admissible when
there exists a neighborhood € = R of 0 such that 7 € L _(2\{0}), and the integral

(€) 77
Ky, = YQiQ) 4 57
o (L\{o} JR\Q) ¢|™ ¢ (57)

10



converges and is not zero, where SQ\{O} and SR\Q are understood as Lebesgue’s integral and the action of
7, respectively.

Using the Fourier transform in W requires us to assume that W < &’.

The second integral SR\Q is always finite because |¢|7™ € O (R\Q) and thus |¢ |_m1Z (¢) decays rapidly;
therefore, by definition the action of a tempered distribution 77 always converges. The convergence of the
first integral SQ\{O} does not depend on the choice of  because for every two neighborhoods Q and €’ of
0, the residual SQ\Q, is always finite. Hence, the convergence of Ky , does not depend on the choice of €.

The removal of 0 from the integral is essential because a product of two singular distributions, which
is indeterminate in general, can occur at 0. See examples below. In|C| we have to treat |{|™™ as a locally
integrable function, rather than simply a regularized distribution such as Hadamard’s finite part. If the
integrand coincides with a function at 0, then obviously SR\{O} = SR.

If 7 is supported in the singleton {0} then n cannot be admissible because Ky ,, = 0 for any ¢ € S(R).
According to Rudin [34, Ex. 7.16], it happens if and only if 1 is a polynomial. Therefore, it is natural
to take W = §’/P =~ S/ rather than W = §’. That is, in S)(R), we identify a polynomial n € P(R) as
0 € S'(R). The integral Ky, , is well-defined for Sj(R). Namely K, ,, is invariant under the addition of a
polynomial @ to 7

Kyn=Kyntq- (58)

Example 5.2 (Modification of Schwartz [32, Ch.5 Th.6]). Let n(z) = z and ¥(z) = AG(z) with G(z) =
exp(—22/2). Then,

Q) =6() and () = I¢]- GO (59)
In this case the product of the two distributions is not associative
[ e g x 11 60y x 8y d =0, (60)
R <]
fR (p.v. %\ < Icl- G(@)) % 5(C)AC = G(0) £ 0. (61)
On the other hand is well defined
¢]- G(¢) x 0 ¢ G(¢)
Ky, = - d =———24(¢)d¢ = 0. 62
R T e S W T G o
Example 5.3. Let 1(z) = 29 + (2m) expiz and 1 (z) = AG(z). Then,
0Q) = £ +8(Q) +6C=1)  and D(E) = - GC). (63)

The product of the two distributions is not associative
[opv g (161 60 (7 + 80+t - 1)) Y ac = G (64)
] ¢
J}R (p.v. % x [¢] - G(g)) X (2 +0(¢) + (¢ — 1)> d¢ = G(0) + G(1) # 0. (65)

On the other hand, is well defined

I¢]-G(¢) x ¢! 1<l - G(Q) (
Kyn= SLE A R | LU .
oo L<|(<1 I<] C+J1<<| I<] Py

Observe that formally the integrand u(() := 12( )7 (€)|¢|™™ is a solution of |¢|™u(¢) = WC)A(C) By

taking the Fourier inversion, we have A"u = 1/) x7. To be exact, 7) may contain a point mass at the origin,
such as Dirac’s §.

. % +8(C) +6(C — 1)) d¢ = oo + G(1). (66)
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Theorem 5.4. (Structure Theorem for Admissible Pairs) Let (1,n) € S(R) x S'(R). Assume that there
exists k € Ny such that

k
Q) = > ¢;69(¢), ¢e{o}. (67)
j=0

Assume that there exists a neighborhood 2 of 0 such that ) € C°(Q\{0}). Then ¢ and n are admissible if
and only if there exists u € Op(R) such that

_ k
Ay =g (=3 ¢z d a(¢)d¢ # 0, 68
U (77 j;oc z ) an fR\{o}U( ) (68)

where A is the backprojection filter defined in ([24). In addition, lim¢_, ¢ |G(¢)| < o0 and lim¢_,_¢ |G(¢)| <
Q0.

The proof is provided in [B] Note that the continuity implies local integrability. If ¢ has ¢ vanishing
moments with ¢ > k, namely §; 1)(2)z’dz = 0 for j < ¢, then the condition reduces to

fR u(z)dz

As a consequence of Theorem [5.4] we can construct admissible pairs as below.

A" = e,

<o and f ()¢ # 0. (69)
R

Corollary 5.5 (Construction of Admissible Pairs). Given n € S{(R). Assume that there exists a neigh-
borhood Q of 0 and k € Ny such that ¢¥ - 7(¢) € C°(Q). Take 1y € S(R) such that

| e rcc # o (70)
Then
b= ATy, (71)
is admissible with 7.
The proof is obvious because u := ? x 1) satisfies the conditions in Theorem |5.4

5.2 Reconstruction Formula

Theorem 5.6 (Reconstruction Formula). Let f € L'(R™) satisfy f € L*(R™) and let (1, 1) € S(R) x S}(R)
be admissible. Then the reconstruction formula

RN f (%) = Ky f (%), (72)
holds for almost every x € R™. The equality holds for every point where f is continuous.

The proof is provided in The admissibility condition can be easily inverted to (¢,n) € S) x S.
However, extensions to &) x &) and S x D' may not be easy. This is because the multiplication S{ - &} is
not always commutative, nor associative, and the Fourier transform is not always defined over D’ [32].

The following theorem is another suggestive reconstruction formula that implies wavelet analysis in the
Radon domain works as a backprojection filter. In other words, the admissibility condition requires (¢, n)
to construct the filter A™. Note that similar techniques are obtained for “wavelet measures” by Rubin
[29] 25].

Theorem 5.7 (Reconstruction Formula via Radon Transform). Let f € L'(R™) be sufficiently smooth
and (,n) € S(R) x S'(R) be admissible. Assume that there exists a real-valued smooth and integrable
function u such that

Ay = ; x7  and JR u(¢)d¢ = —1. (73)

Then,
RN Ry f(x) = R*A™TIRf(x) = 2(2m)™ 7 f(x), (74)

holds for almost every x € R™.
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The proof is provided in@ Note that here we imposed a stronger condition on u than the v € L (IR\{0})
we imposed in Theorem
Recall intertwining relations ([I7, Lem.2.1, Th.3.1, Th.3.7])

m

(=A)"2 R* = A™'R, and R(-A)"7 =R*A™L (75)

Therefore, we have the following.

Corollary 5.8.

m—1 m—1

T R*R = R*R(-A)"7 .

Ry = R*A™ 'R = (—A) (76)

5.3 Extension to L?

By (+,-) and | - |2, with a slight abuse of notation, we denote the inner product of L2(R™) and L?(Y™*1).
Here we endow Y™ ! with a fixed measure a~™dadBdu, and omit writing it explicitly as L2(Y™*1;...).
We say that 1) is self-admissible if ¢ is admissible in itself, i.e. the pair (1, ) is admissible. The following
relation is immediate by the duality.

Theorem 5.9 (Parseval’s Relation and Plancherel’s Identity). Let (¢¥,n) € S x 8’ be admissible with, for
simplicity, Ky, = 1. For f,g€ L* n L*(R™),

(R f, Z%ng) = (%I]%'wf, g) =(f,9). Parseval’s Relation (77)
In particular, if 1 is self-admissible, then

12 fl2 = | f]2- Plancherel’s identity (78)

Recall Propositionthat the ridgelet transform is a bounded linear operator on L*(R™). If ¢ € S(R)
is self-admissible, then we can extend the ridgelet transform to L?(R™), by following the bounded extension
procedure [40} 2.2.4]. That is, for f € L?(R™), take a sequence f, € L' n L?(R™) such that f,, — f in L.
Then by Plancherel’s identity,

[fn = finlla = |2y fn = Ry fml2; ¥n,meN. (79)

The right-hand side is a Cauchy sequence in L?(Y™*!) as n,m — 00. By the completeness, there uniquely
exists the limit Ty € L2(Y™H) of Zyfn. We regard Ty as the ridgelet transform of f and define
%wf = Too

Theorem 5.10 (Bounded Extension of Ridgelet Transform on L?). Let ¢ € S(R) be self-admissible with
Ky 1. The ridgelet transform on L' n L*(R™) admits a unique bounded extension to L?(R™), with

satisfying | %y fl2 = | f]2-

We say that (1&, ) an(L(w*,n*) are equivalent, if two admissible pairs (¢,n) and (¢*,n*) define the

same convolution 1 7 = P = n* in common. If (¢, n) and (¢*,n*) are equivalent, then obviously

(‘%wf’ ‘%779) = (%w*f’ ‘%ﬂ*g) : (8())

We say that an admissible pair (¢, n) is admissibly decomposable, when there exist self-admissible pairs
(¥*,¢*) and (n*,n*) such that (¢*,n*) is equivalent to (1,n). If (¢, n) is admissibly decomposable with
(¥*,n*), then by the Schwartz inequality

(A f,%n9) < | R [ll2| e g2 (81)

Theorem 5.11 (Reconstruction Formula in L?). Let f € L*(R™) and (¢,n) € S x &' be admissibly
decomposable with Ky, = 1. Then,

RN Ry f — f, in L. (82)

The proof is provided in @ Even when 1 is not self-admissible and thus %, cannot be defined on
L?(R™), the reconstruction operator %};%’d, can be defined with the aid of 7.
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6 Neural Network with Unbounded Activation Functions

In this section we instantiate the universal approximation property for the variants of neural networks.
Recall that a neural network coincides with the dual ridgelet transform of a function. Henceforth, we
rephrase a dual ridgelet function as an activation function. According to the reconstruction formulas
(Theorem and , we can determine whether a neural network with an activation function 7 is
a universal approximator by checking the admissibility of 7.

Table [T lists some Lizorkin distributions for potential activation functions. In §[6.1] we verify that they
belong to S)(R) and some of them belong to Oa¢(R) and S(R), which are subspaces of Sj(R). In §[6.2]we
show that they are admissible with some ridgelet function 1 € S(R); therefore, each of their corresponding
neural networks is a universal approximator.

6.1 Examples of Lizorkin Distributions

We proved the class properties by using the following propositions.

Proposition 6.1 (Tempered Distribution &'(R) [40, Ex. 2.3.5]). Let g € LL _(R). If [g(2)| < (1 + |2])*
for some k € Ny, then g € S'(R).

Proposition 6.2 (Slowly Increasing Function O (R) [0, Def. 2.3.15)). Let g € ER). If for any
a € Ny, [0%g(x)| < (1 + |2])*= for some kq € Ng, then g € O (R).

Example 6.3. Truncated power functions zﬁ (k € Ny), which contain the ReLU z; and the step function
29, belong to S)(R).

Proof. For any ¢ € Ny there exists a constant Cy such that |0¢(2%)] < Cy(1+|z|)*~*. Hence, 2% € S{(R). O

Example 6.4. The sigmoidal function o(z) and the softplus o=V (2) belong to Op(R). The derivatives
o®)(2) (k € N) belong to S(R). Hyperbolic tangent tanh(z) belongs to O (R).

The proof is provided in [F]
Example 6.5 (J[40, Ex.2.2.2]). RBF G(z) and their derivatives G*)(2) belong to S(R).
Example 6.6 (40, Ex.2.3.5]). Dirac’s 6(z) and their derivatives 5% (z) belong to S'(R).

6.2 Ky, when 1 is a derivative of the Gaussian

Given an activation function n € Sj(R), according to Corollary [5.5] we can construct an admissible ridgelet
function ¢ € S(R) by letting

¥ = Ao, (83)

where 19 € S(R) satisfies

(1) = [ B(OROIC #0, 20 (34)
R\{0}

Here we consider the case when g is given by
o = GY, (85)

for some £ € Ny, where G denotes the Gaussian G(z) := exp(—22/2).
The Fourier transform of the Gaussian is given by G({) = exp(—(2?/2) = 27 G(¢). The Hilbert
transform of the Gaussian, which we encounter by computing ¢» = A™G when m is odd, is given by

HG(2) %F (\%) , (86)

where F(z) is the Dawson function F(2) := exp(—22) §; exp(w?)dw.

Example 6.7. 28 (k € Ng) is admissible with ¢ = A™GUEFF+D (0 e No) iff £ is even. If odd, then
Ky, =0.
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Proof. Tt follows from the fact that, according to Gel’fand and Shilov [41l § 9.3],

—~ k!
2k = ———
+(<> (i<)k+1

Example 6.8. 1(z) = 6% (2) (k € No) is admissible with ¢ = A™G iff k is even. If odd, then K., = 0.

+7if6®)(¢), ke N. O

In contrast to polynomial functions, Dirac’s § can be an admissible activation function.
Example 6.9. 1(z) = G®)(2) (k € Ny) is admissible with ¢ = A™G iff k is even. If odd, then Ky, = 0.

Example 6.10. 7(z) = 0¥ (2) (k € Ny) is admissible with » = A™G iff k is odd. If odd, then Ky, = 0.
o= is admissible with ¢ = A™G".

The proof is provided in [F]

7 Numerical Examples of Reconstruction

We performed some numerical experiments on reconstructing a one-dimensional signal and a two-dimensional
image, with reference to our theoretical diagnoses for admissibility in the previous section. Table[f]lists the
diagnoses of (A™y,n) we employ in this section. The symbols '+,” ’0,” and ’00’ in each cell indicate that
Ky ,, of the corresponding (v, n) converges to a non-zero constant (+), converges to zero (0), and diverges
(c0). Hence, by Theorem if the cell (¢,n) indicates '+’ then a neural network with an activation
function 7 is a universal approximator.

Table 5: Theoretical diagnoses for admissibility of ¥y = A™y and 7. '+’ indicates that (¢, n) is admissible.
'0’ and ’o0’ indicate that Ky , vanishes and diverges, respectively, and thus (v, n) is not admissible.

activation function n P=A"G ¢Y=A"G ¢=A"G"
derivative of sigmoidal ft. o’ + 0 +
sigmoidal function o e +

softplus o1 (e 0 +
Dirac’s § ) + 0 +
unit step function z(}r e +

ReLU Z4 e} 00] +
linear function z 0 0 0
RBF G + 0 +

7.1 Sinusoidal Curve

We studied a one-dimensional signal f(z) = sin 27z defined on « € [—1,1]. The ridgelet functions functions
¥ = Aby were chosen from derivatives of the Gaussian g = G, (¢ =0,1,2). The activation functions
n were chosen from among the softplus o=, the sigmoidal function o and its derivative ¢’, the ReLU
zy, unit step function 23_, and Dirac’s §. In addition, we examined the case when the activation function
is simply a linear function: n(z) = z, which cannot be admissible because the Fourier transform of
polynomials is supported at the origin in the Fourier domain.

The signal was sampled from [—1,1] with Az = 1/100. We computed the reconstruction formula

dadb

al &

|| #ottabimtas—b)
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by simply discretizing (a,b) € [—30,30] x [—30,30] by Aa = Ab = 1/10. That is,

N
Ry f(a,b) Z (a-xy, —Db)|a|Az, x,=z¢+nAz (88)
n=0

I1,J
%;rr%f()" Z %1/;]6(0/1, )(z'x_bj>

(4,)=(0,0)

AaAb

ol a; = ag + iAa, b; = by + jAb (89)

where zg = —1, ag = —30, by = —30, and N = 200, (I, J) = (600, 600).

) = AG )= AC ¥ =AG"

N

30
30
30

20
20
20

10
10
10

\\@// W/

. o - o - © o
] /@‘\
24 =R e .
o o o
] ] ]
o o o l
84 —— gL - . : - 34 : ‘ ‘ ‘ , ,
0 -2 30 2 40 0 10 2 30 30 2 40 0 10 2 30
b b

Figure 2: Ridgelet transform %y f(a,b) of f(z) = sin2rx defined on [—1, 1] with respect to 1.

Figuredepicts the ridgelet transform %, f (a,b). As the order £ of ¢y = AG®) increases, the localization
of Zy f increases. As shown in Figure [3| every %y f can be reconstructed to f with some admissible
activation function . It is somewhat intriguing that the case ¥y = AG” can be reconstructed with two
different activation functions.

Figures[3] [4] and[f]tile the results of reconstruction with sigmoidal functions, truncated power functions,
and a linear function. The solid line is a plot of the reconstruction result; the dotted line draws the original
signal. In each of the figures, the theoretical diagnoses and experimental results are almost consistent and
reasonable.

In Figure 3] at the bottom left, the reconstruction sigl_a\l with the softplus seems incompletely recon-

structed, in spite of Tableindicating '00”. Recall that o(=1)({) has a pole (2; thus, we can understand
this cell in terms of ¢(~1) « AG working as an integrator, that is, a low-pass filter.

In Figure[d] in the top row, all the reconstructions with Dirac’s § fail. These results seem to contradict
the theory. However, it simply reflects the implementation difficulty of realizing Dirac’s §, because 0(z) is
a “function” that is almost constantly zero, except for the origin. Nevertheless, z = axz — b rarely happens
to be exactly zero, provided a,b, and = are discretized. This is the reason why this row fails. At the
bottom left, the ReLLU seems to lack sharpness for reconstruction. Here we can again understand that
z4 # AG worked as a low-pass filter. It is worth noting that the unit step function and the ReLU provide
a sharper reconstruction than the sigmoidal function and the softplus.

In Figure [5] all the reconstructions with a linear function fail. This is consistent with the theory that
polynomials cannot be admissible as their Fourier transforms are singular at the origin.
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Y =AG = AG P =AG”

Figure 3: Reconstruction with the derivative of sigmoidal function ¢’, sigmoidal function o, and softplus
o= The solid line is a plot of the reconstruction result; the dotted line plots the original signal.

17



¥ = AG ) = AG/ ¢ = AG”

Figure 4: Reconstruction with truncated power functions — Dirac’s §, unit step z?r, and ReLLU z,. The
solid line is a plot of the reconstruction result; the dotted line plots the original signal.

¥ = AG ¥ = AG’ b = AG"

0.5
0.5

1.0
-1.0

Figure 5: Reconstruction with linear function n(z) = z. The solid line is a plot the reconstruction result;
the dotted line plots the original signal.
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7.2 Shepp-Logan phantom

We next studied a gray-scale image Shepp-Logan phantom [42]. The ridgelet functions 1 = A%y were
chosen from the /** derivatives of the Gaussian ¢y = G), (¢ = 0,1,2). The activation functions 7 were
chosen from the RBF G (instead of Dirac’s §), the unit step function 2z, and the ReLU z.

The original image was composed of 256 x 256 pixels. We treated it as a two-dimensional signal f(x)
defined on [—1,1]2. We computed the reconstruction formula

dadb
|| #etammax—nTe (90)
R JR?

by discretizing (a,b) € [—300, 300]% x [-30,30] by Aa = (1,1) and Ab = 1.

Figure [] lists the results of the reconstruction. As observed in the one-dimensional case, the results
are fairly consistent with the theory. Again, at the bottom left, the reconstructed image seems dim. Our
understanding is that it was caused by low-pass filtering.

w — A2G w — A2G/ w _ AQG//

Figure 6: Reconstruction with RBF G, unit step 23_, and ReLU z,.
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8 Concluding Remarks

We have shown that neural networks with unbounded non-polynomial activation functions have the uni-
versal approximation property. Because the integral representation of the neural network coincides with
the dual ridgelet transform, our goal reduces to constructing the ridgelet transform with respect to distri-
butions. Our results cover a wide range of activation functions: not only the traditional RBF, sigmoidal
function, and unit step function, but also truncated power functions zf“H which contain the ReLLU and even
Dirac’s 6. In particular, we concluded that a neural network can approximate L' n C° functions in the
pointwise sense, and L? functions in the L? sense, when its activation “function” is a Lizorkin distribution
(8p) that is admissible. The Lizorkin distribution is a tempered distribution (S’) that is not a polynomial.
As an important consequence, what a neural network learns is a ridgelet transform of the target function f.
In other words, during backpropagation the network indirectly searches for an admissible ridgelet function,
by constructing a backprojection filter.

Using the weak form expression of the ridgelet transform, we extensively defined the ridgelet transform
with respect to distributions. Theorem guarantees the existence of the ridgelet transform with respect
to distributions. Table [] suggests that for the convolution of distributions to converge, the class X
of domain and the class Z of ridgelets should be balanced. Proposition states that %2, : L'(R™) —
S’(Y™*1) is a bounded linear operator. Theorem states that the dual ridgelet transform coincides with
a dual operator. Provided the reconstruction formula holds, that is, when the ridgelets are admissible, the
ridgelet transform is injective and the dual ridgelet transform is surjective.

For an unbounded n € Z(R) to be admissible, it cannot be a polynomial and it can be associated with
a backprojection filter. If n € Z(R) is a polynomial then the product of distributions in the admissibility
condition should be indeterminate. Therefore, Z(R) excludes polynomials. Theorem rephrases the
admissibility condition in the real domain. As a direct consequence, Corollary gives a constructive
sufficiently admissible condition.

After investigating the construction of the admissibility condition, we showed that formulas can be
reconstructed on L'(R™) in two ways. Theorem uses the Fourier slice theorem. Theorem uses
approximations to the identity and reduces to the inversion formula of the Radon transform. Theorem
as well as Corollarysuggest that the admissibility condition requires (¢, ) to construct a backprojection
filter.

In addition, we have extended the ridgelet transform on L'(R™) to L?(R™). Theorem states
that Parseval’s relation, which is a weak version of the reconstruction formula, holds on L' n L?(R™).
T heorem follows the bounded extension of %, from L* n L%(R™) to L*(R™). Theorem gives the
reconstruction formula in L?(R™).

By showing that zﬁ and other activation functions belong to S, and that they are admissible with some
derivatives of the Gaussian, we proved the universal approximation property of a neural network with an
unbounded activation function. Numerical examples were consistent with our theoretical diagnoses on the
admissibility. In addition, we found that some non-admissible combinations worked as a low-pass filter;
for example, (¢,n) = (A™[Gaussian], ReLU) and (¢, n) = (A"™[Gaussian], softplus).

We plan to perform the following interesting investigations in future.

1. Given an activation function n € §j(R), which is the “best” ridgelet function ¢ € S(R)?

In fact, for a given activation function 7, we have plenty of choices. By Corollary all
elements of

Ay = {Amwo ‘ Yo € S(R) such that {7, @/ZJB> is finite and nonzero. } , (91)
are admissible with 7.
2. How are ridgelet functions related to deep neural networks?

Because ridgelet analysis is so fruitful, we aim to develop “deep” ridgelet analysis. One of the
essential leaps from shallow to deep is that the network output expands from scalar to vector
because a deep structure is a cascade of multi-input multi-output layers. In this regard, we
expect Corollary [5.8] to play a key role. By using the intertwining relations, we can “cascade”
the reconstruction operators as below

BB R Ry = RFNFTIR(=A)" I RFACIR. (0 < kL < m) (92)
This equation suggests that the cascade of ridgelet transforms coincides with a composite of
backprojection filtering in the Radon domain and differentiation in the real domain. We con-
jecture that this point of view can be expected to facilitate analysis of the deep structure.

20



Acknowledge

The authors would like to thank the anonymous reviewers for fruitful comments and suggestions to improve
the quality of the paper. The authors would like to express their appreciation toward Dr. Hideitsu Hino
for his kind support with writing the paper. This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grand Number
15J07517.

References

[1] N. Murata, An Integral representation of functions using three-layered betworks and their approxi-
mation bounds, Neural Networks 9 (6) (1996) 947-956. doi:10.1016/0893-6080(96)00000-7.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608096000007

[2] S. Sonoda, N. Murata, Sampling hidden parameters from oracle distribution, in: 24th Int. Conf.
Artif. Neural Networks, Vol. 8681, Springer International Publishing, Hamburg, Germany, 2014, pp.
539-546. doi:10.1007/978-3-319-11179-7{\_}68.

[3] X. Glorot, A. Bordes, Y. Bengio, Deep sparse rectifier neural networks, in: 14th Int. Conf. Artif.
Intell. Stat. (AISTATS 2011), Vol. 15, JMLR W&CP, Fort Lauderdale, FL, USA, 2011, pp. 315-323.
URL http://jmlr.org/proceedings/papers/vi5/glorotila/glorotlila.pdf

[4] 1. Goodfellow, D. Warde-Farley, M. Mirza, A. Courville, Y. Bengio, Maxout networks,, in: 30th Int.
Conf. Mach. Learn., Vol. 28, JMLR W&CP, 2013, pp. 1319-1327.
URL http://jmlr.csail.mit.edu/proceedings/papers/v28/goodfellowl3.pdf

[5] G. E. Dahl, T. N. Sainath, G. E. Hinton, Improving deep neural networks for LVCSR using rectified
linear units and dropout, in: Acoust. Speech Signal Process. (ICASSP), 2013 IEEE Int. Conf., IEEE,
2013, pp. 8609-8613. [doi:10.1109/ICASSP.2013.6639346.

[6] A.L. Maas, A. Y. Hannun, A. Y. Ng, Rectifier nonlinearities improve neural network acoustic models,
in: ICML 2013 Work. Deep Learn. Audio, Speech, Lang. Process., Atlanta, 2013.
URL https://sites.google.com/site/deeplearningicml2013/relu_hybrid_icml2013_final.
pdf

[7] K. Jarrett, K. Kavukcuoglu, M. Ranzato, Y. LeCun, What is the best multi-stage architecture for
object recognition?, in: Comput. Vision, 2009 IEEE 12th Int. Conf., Kyoto, 2009, pp. 2146-2153.
doi:10.1109/ICCV.2009.5459469.

[8] A. Krizhevsky, I. Sutskever, G. E. Hinton, ImageNet classification with deep convolutional neural
networks|, in: F. Pereira, C. J. C. Burges, L. Bottou, K. Q. Weinberger (Eds.), Adv. Neural Inf.
Process. Syst. 25, Curran Associates, Inc., 2012, pp. 1097-1105.
URLhttp://papers.nips.cc/paper/4824-imagenet-classification-with-deep-convolutional-neural-netu
pdf

[9] M. D. Zeiler, M. Ranzato, R. Monga, M. Z. Mao, K. Yang, Q. Viet Le, P. Nguyen, A. W. Senior,
V. Vanhoucke, J. Dean, G. E. Hinton, On rectified linear units for speech processing, in: Acoust.
Speech Signal Process. (ICASSP), 2013 IEEE Int. Conf., IEEE, Vancouver, BC, 2013, pp. 3517-3521.
doi:10.1109/ICASSP.2013.6638312.

[10] H. Mhaskar, C. A. Micchelli, |Approximation by superposition of sigmoidal and radial basis functions,
Adv. Appl. Math. 13 (3) (1992) 350-373. [doi:10.1016/0196-8858(92)90016-P.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/019688589290016P

[11] M. Leshno, V. Y. Lin, A. Pinkus, S. Schocken, Multilayer feedforward networks with a nonpolynomial
activation function can approximate any function, Neural Networks 6 (6) (1993) 861-867. doi:
10.1016/50893-6080(05)80131-5.

URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608005801315

[12] A. Pinkus, Approximation theory of the MLP model in neural networks, Acta Numer. 8 (1999) 143-
195. [d0i:10.1017/80962492900002919.

21


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608096000007
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608096000007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0893-6080(96)00000-7
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608096000007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-11179-7{_}68
http://jmlr.org/proceedings/papers/v15/glorot11a/glorot11a.pdf
http://jmlr.org/proceedings/papers/v15/glorot11a/glorot11a.pdf
http://jmlr.csail.mit.edu/proceedings/papers/v28/goodfellow13.pdf
http://jmlr.csail.mit.edu/proceedings/papers/v28/goodfellow13.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICASSP.2013.6639346
https://sites.google.com/site/deeplearningicml2013/relu_hybrid_icml2013_final.pdf
https://sites.google.com/site/deeplearningicml2013/relu_hybrid_icml2013_final.pdf
https://sites.google.com/site/deeplearningicml2013/relu_hybrid_icml2013_final.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICCV.2009.5459469
http://papers.nips.cc/paper/4824-imagenet-classification-with-deep-convolutional-neural-networks.pdf
http://papers.nips.cc/paper/4824-imagenet-classification-with-deep-convolutional-neural-networks.pdf
http://papers.nips.cc/paper/4824-imagenet-classification-with-deep-convolutional-neural-networks.pdf
http://papers.nips.cc/paper/4824-imagenet-classification-with-deep-convolutional-neural-networks.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICASSP.2013.6638312
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/019688589290016P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0196-8858(92)90016-P
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/019688589290016P
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608005801315
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608005801315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0893-6080(05)80131-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0893-6080(05)80131-5
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608005801315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0962492900002919

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[21]

[22]

Y. Ito, Representation of functions by superpositions of a step or sigmoid function and their applica-
tions to neural network theory, Neural Networks 4 (3) (1991) 385-394. doi:10.1016/0893-6080(91)
90075-G.

URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/089360809190075G

P. C. Kainen, V. Kurkové, A. Vogt, A Sobolev-type upper bound for rates of approximation by linear
combinations of Heaviside plane waves, J. Approx. Theory 147 (1) (2007) 1-10. doi:10.1016/j. jat.
2006.12.009.

URL http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0021904507000081

V. Kurkova, (Complexity estimates based on integral transforms induced by computational units,
Neural Netw. 33 (2012) 160-7. |doi:10.1016/j.neunet.2012.05.002.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608012001311

S. M. Carroll, B. W. Dickinson, Construction of neural nets using the Radon transform, in: Int. Jt.
Conf. Neural Networks, 1989. IJCNN., Vol. 1, IEEE, 1989, pp. 607-611. doi:10.1109/IJCNN.1989.
118639.

S. Helgason, Integral Geometry and Radon Transforms, Springer-Verlag New York, 2011. doi:10.
1007/978-1-4419-6055-9.

B. Irie, S. Miyake, Capabilities of three-layered perceptrons, in: IEEE Int. Conf. Neural Networks,
IEEE, 1988, pp. 641-648. [doi:10.1109/ICNN.1988.23901!

K.-I. Funahashi, |On the approximate realization of continuous mappings by neural networks, Neural
Networks 2 (3) (1989) 183-192. doi:10.1016/0893-6080(89)90003-8.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608089900038

L. K. Jones, A simple lemma on greedy approximation in Hilbert space and convergence rates for
projection pursuit regression and neural network training, Ann. Stat. 20 (1) (1992) 608-613. doi:
10.1214/a0s/1176348546.

A. R. Barron, Universal approximation bounds for superpositions of a sigmoidal function, IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory 39 (3) (1993) 930-945. doi:10.1109/18.256500.

P. C. Kainen, V. Kurkovd, M. Sanguineti, Approximating multivariable functions by feedforward
neural nets, in: M. Bianchini, M. Maggini, L. C. Jain (Eds.), Handb. Neural Inf. Process., Vol. 49 of
Intelligent Systems Reference Library, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2013, pp. 143-181. |[doi:10.1007/
978-3-642-36657-4.

E. J. Candes, Harmonic analysis of neural networks, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 6 (2) (1999)
197-218. |doi:10.1006/acha.1998.0248.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520398902482

E. J. Candes, Ridgelets: theory and applications, Ph.D. thesis, Standford University (1998).

B. Rubin, [The Calder6n reproducing formula, windowed X-ray transforms, and radon transforms in
LP-spaces, J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 4 (2) (1998) 175-197. |doi:10.1007/BF02475988.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02475988

D. L. Donoho, Tight frames of k-plane ridgelets and the problem of representing objects that are
smooth away from d-dimensional singularities in R™, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. United States Am. 96 (5)
(1999) 1828-1833. |doi:10.1073/pnas.96.5.1828.

D. L. Donoho, Ridge functions and orthonormal ridgelets, J. Approx. Theory 111 (2) (2001) 143-179.
doi:10.1006/jath.2001.3568.
URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021904501935683

J.-L. Starck, F. Murtagh, J. M. Fadili, The ridgelet and curvelet transforms, in: Sparse Image Signal
Process. Wavelets, Curvelets, Morphol. Divers., Cambridge University Press, 2010, pp. 89-118. |doi:
10.1017/CB09780511730344.006.

URL http://www.cambridge.org/9780521119139

22


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/089360809190075G
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/089360809190075G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0893-6080(91)90075-G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0893-6080(91)90075-G
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/089360809190075G
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0021904507000081
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0021904507000081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jat.2006.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jat.2006.12.009
http://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0021904507000081
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608012001311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neunet.2012.05.002
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0893608012001311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IJCNN.1989.118639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IJCNN.1989.118639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-6055-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4419-6055-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICNN.1988.23901
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608089900038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0893-6080(89)90003-8
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0893608089900038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176348546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aos/1176348546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/18.256500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-36657-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-36657-4
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520398902482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/acha.1998.0248
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520398902482
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02475988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02475988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02475988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02475988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.96.5.1828
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021904501935683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jath.2001.3568
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0021904501935683
http://www.cambridge.org/9780521119139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511730344.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511730344.006
http://www.cambridge.org/9780521119139

[29] B. Rubin, Convolutionbackprojection method for the k-plane transform, and Calderén’s identity for
ridgelet transforms, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 16 (3) (2004) 231-242. doi:10.1016/j.acha.
2004.03.003.

URL http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520304000168

[30] S. Kostadinova, S. Pilipovi¢, K. Saneva, J. Vindas, The ridgelet transform of distributions, Integr.
Transform. Spec. Funct. 25 (5) (2014) 344-358. doi:10.1080/10652469.2013.853057.

[31] S. Kostadinova, S. Pilipovié, K. Saneva, J. Vindas, The Ridgelet Transform and Quasiasymp-
totic Behavior of Distributions, Oper. Theory Adv. Appl. 245 (2015) 185-197. doi:10.1007/
978-3-319-14618-8{\_}13.

[32] L. Schwartz, Théorie des Distributions, nouvelle Edition, Hermann, Paris, 1966.
[33] F. Treves, Tological Vector Spaces, Distributions and Kernels, Academic Press, 1967.

[34] W. Rudin, Functional Analysis, 2nd Edition, Higher Mathematics Series, McGraw-Hill Education,
1991.

[35] H. Brezis, Functional Analysis, Sobolev Spaces and Partial Differential Equations, 1st Edition, Uni-
versitext, Springer-Verlag New York, 2011. doi:10.1007/978-0-387-70914-7.

[36] K. Yosida, Functional Analysis, 6th Edition, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 1995. doi:10.1007/
978-3-642-61859-8l

[37] W. Yuan, W. Sickel, D. Yang, Morrey and Campanato Meet Besov, Lizorkin and Triebel, Lecture
Notes in Mathematics, Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2010. doi:10.1007/978-3-642-14606-0.

[38] M. Holschneider, Wavelets: An Analysis Tool, Oxford mathematical monographs, The Clarendon
Press, 1995.

[39] A. Hertle, Continuity of the radon transform and its inverse on Euclidean space, Math. Zeitschrift
184 (2) (1983) 165-192. [doi:10.1007/BF01252856.
URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01252856

[40] L. Grafakos, Classical Fourier Analysis, 2nd Edition, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer New
York, 2008. |[doi:10.1007/978-0-387-09432-8.

[41] I. M. Gel'fand, G. E. Shilov, Generalized Functions, Vol. 1: Properties and Operations, Academic
Press, New York, 1964.

[42] L. A. Shepp, B. F. Logan, The Fourier reconstruction of a head section, Nucl. Sci. IEEE Trans. 21 (3)
(1974) 21-43. [doi:10.1109/TNS.1974.6499235.

[43] E. M. Stein, Singular Integrals and Differentiability Properties of Functions, Princeton Mathematical
Series (PMS), Princeton University Press, 1970.

A Proof of Theorem 4.2

A ridgelet transform %, f(u, o, 8) is the convolution of a Radon transform R f(u,p) and a dilated distri-
bution 1, (p) in the sense of a Schwartz distribution. That is,

J(x) = Rf(u,p) = (RF(w,) # 0) (8) = Zuf(w,, B): (93)

We verify that the ridgelet transform is well defined in a stepwise manner. Provided there is no danger of
confusion, in the following steps we denote by X the classes D,&',S, 0, L, or D,.

Step 1: Class X(S™ ! x R) of Rf(u,p)
Hertle’s results found [39, Th 4.6, Cor 4.8] that the Radon transform is the continuous injection

R: X(R™) — X(S™! x R), (94)
where X = D, &', 8,0, L', or D, ,; if f € X(R™) then Rf € X(S™ ! x R), which determines the second

column. Our possible choice of the domain X is restricted to them.
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Step 2: Class B(R) of Zy f(u, a, 8) with respect to f
Fix a > 0. Recall that %, f(u, o, 8) = (Rf(u, \) 1%) (8) in the sense of Schwartz distributions. By the
nuclearity of X' [33] § 51], the kernel theorem

X(S™ I xR) = X(S™ HRX(R), (95)

holds. Therefore, we can omit u € S™! in the considerations for (a,3) € H. According to Schwartz’s
results shown in Table [3| for the convolution g * ¢ of g € X(R) and v € Z(R) to converge in B(R),
we can assign the largest possible class Z for each X as in the third column. Note that for X = L!
we even assumed the continuity Z = LP n C°, which is technically required in Step 3. Obviously for
Z="D,8,LPnC° or D},, if ¢ € Z(R) then ¢, € Z(R). Therefore, we can determine the fourth column
by evaluating X # Z according to Table [3]

Step 3: Class A(H) of Zy f(u, o, §) with respect to (a, 3)
Fix ug € S™~! and assume f € X(R™). Write g(p) := Rf(uo,p) and

Wlwsal(aB) = | gl + 8Nz (96)
then Zy f (ug, o, B) = W[¢; g](«, 8) for every (a, 5) € H. By the kernel theorem, g € X(R).

Case 3a: (Y =Dand Z=D then B=¢& and A=¢)
We begin by considering the case in the first row. Observe that

0aWIt; gl(a, B) = Oa JR glaz + B)P(z)dz = JR g (az+ Bz ¢(2)dz = W[z -4 g, 8),  (97)

OWlisale. ) = 3 [ gfoz+ 80N = | 0z + BTEIE = Wlsgl(o0). (99)
and thus that for every k, £ € Ny,

a0 WIWs gl(ar, B) = WI2* - 45 g% 9](a, B). (99)

Obviously if g € D(R) and ¢ € D'(R) then g*+9 e D(R) and 2* - ¢» € D'(R), respectively, and thus
OROGWI; g](a, B) exists at every (a, 8) € H. Therefore, we can conclude that if g € D(R) and 1 € D'(R)
then W[v; g] € E(H).

Case 3b: (X =& and Z =D’ then B=D" and A ="7D’)
Let g € &'(R) and ¢ € D'(R). We show that W[v; g] € D’ (H), that is, for every compact set K < H, there
exists N € Ny such that

dadp

| remmiiales L s N s AT, ¥TeDK) (100)

ke<n (a,B)eH

Fix an arbitrary compact set K  H and a smooth function T € D(K), which is supported in K. Take two
compact sets A < R, and B < R such that K < A x B. By the assumption that g € £'(R) and ¢ € D'(R),
there exist k, ¢ € Ny such that

JR u()g()dz| s swp W) Vue EB) (101)
f v(2)(2)dz| < sup [0 (2)|, VveD(B). (102)
R zeR
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Observe that for every fixed «, T(a,-) * g € D'(R). Then, by applying (101)) and (102)) incrementally,

dad d
[ @) [ ataz+ 9702 < [T [ [ T - a0t g2)as) 2 o
R R «
da
fo ﬁesshlqu f aﬁ B — az)y(z)dz|— - (104)
SJ sup sup 8k+€T( ,B —Ozz)‘o/*lda (105)
0 pBesuppg =
:J sup a[’;”T(a,ﬂ)‘af*lda (106)
A BeB
< sup ‘&k”T ‘ J —ldq, (107)
(o, B)eK

where the third inequality follows by repeatedly applying 0,[T(«, 5 — az)] = (—a)dsT(a, f — az); the
fourth inequality follows by the compactness of the support of T. Thus, we conclude that W[; g] € D’ (H).

Case 3c: (X =S and Z = 8’ then B = Ox and A = Op)

Let g € S(R) and 9 € S’(R). Recall the case when X = D. Obviously, for every k, £ € Ny, g?*+9 € S(R)
and z¥ -9 € §'(R), respectively, which implies W[v; g] € £(H). Now we even show that W[1; g] € O (H),
that is, for every k, ¢ € Ny there exist s,t € Ny such that

|05 5Ws g (e, B)| S (o + 1/a)*(1 + B2)"/2. (108)

Recall that by (99), we can regard 0%05W[v; g](a, B) as 0909V [¢o; gol(a, B), by setting go := gk +) e
S(R) and g := 2* - 1) € S’(R). Henceforth we focus on the case when k = £ = 0. Since 1 € §'(R), there
exists N € Ny such that

< Z sup |2°u®(2)|, Vue S(R). (109)

s, t<N zeR

JR uw(2)Y(2)dz

By substituting u(z) < g(az + ), we have

Jg(o‘”ﬁ)wdz < D, suplz*dig(az + ) (110)
R S)thzeR
= P=BY\ i
SEN?;H% ( a ) a’g(p) (111)
< Z t— slﬁssup|pg )(p)] (112)
s, t<N peR
< (a+ 1) (L+ 89N, (113)

where the second equation follows by substituting p < az + 3; the fourth inequality follows because every
sup,, [p*gt(p)| is finite by assumption that g € S(R). Therefore, we can conclude that if g € S(R) and
1 e S'(R) then W[); g] € Opq(H).

Case 3d: (X =0, and Z2 =8 then B=8§"and A =5')
Let g € O;(R) and ¢ € S'(R). We show that W[¢; g] € S'(H), that is, there exists NV € Ny depending only
on v and g such that

f T, HWL: g, ) 22V | < sup [D¥{T(a, B)], VT € S(H) (114)
H @ stk 0<N @ PEH
where we defined

DY T(, B) i= (a + 1/a)® (1 + 52)2 005 T(, B). (115)
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Fix an arbitrary T € S(H). By the assumption that ¢ € §'(R), there exist s,t € Ny such that

J}Ru(z)w(z)dz <sup |20 (2)], Vue S(R). (116)
Observe that for every fixed o, T(a, ) * g € S(R). Then we can provide an estimate as below.
—  dad da
f T(a,B)J ooz + )Pz 229 J glaz + B)dB - P(z)dz| = (117)
H R o
d
< [ sunl: j D2ST(0, £)g) (0= + 55| (118)
d
<[ s | DT g o+ 5| (119)
dsd
f f sup[p'g™ (p + B)||DLY, 0T (e, )| ’Baa (120)
dgd
< [ [ suplas o+ 8200 o+ IR, (0, )
RJR P @
(121)
dgd
SJ |Dgft,tT(aaﬂ)} Pda (122)
—e _s2d8d
< sup DM T )] [ (o 1) (14 ) 00
(e,B)eH H !
(123)

where the second inequality follows by repeatedly applying 0. [g(az+ 8)] = a-¢'(az+ ) and o < a+1/q;
the third inequality follows by changing the variable p < a2z and applying (a+ 1/a)®-a™t < (a+ 1/a)st;
the fifth inequality follows by applying |p| < (14p?)"/? and Peetre’s inequality 1+p? < (1+82)(1+|p+8%);
the sixth inequality follows by the assumption that (1 + p2)t/ 2g(p) is bounded for any ¢; the last inequality
follows by Hoélder’s inequality and the integral is convergent when € > 0 and § > 1.

Case 3e: (X =L'and Z=LPnC" then B=LP nC% and A= &")

Let g € LY(R) and v € LP n C°(R). We show that W[g; %] € S’(H), that is, it has at most polynomial
growth at infinity. Because 1 is continuous, g * ¥ is continuous. By Lusin’s theorem, there exists a
continuous function ¢g* such that ¢g*(z) = g(x) for almost every x € R; thus, by the continuity of g = 1,

g = YP(x) = g*(x), forevery zeR. (124)

By the continuity and the integrability of ¢g* and 1, there exist s,t € R such that

9" (@) s (142772, s> 1, (125)
W) s (1+2%)7"2, tp>1 (126)
Therefore,
— v B2 —t/2
J}Rg(x)w (x ; )adx < JR(l o e (1 + (x ; > ) dz|a™! (127)
< J (1 +2%)7/2 (1 + (z— ,6’)2> 2 (1+a?)2a7? (128)
R
< (1 + 62)7min(s,t)/2(a + 1/0()1571, (129)

which means W[v; g] is a locally integrable function that grows at most polynomially at infinity.
Note that if (¢ — 1)p < m — 1 then W[y;g] € LP(H; o~ ™dadf), because |W[¢; g](a, 8)|P behaves as
B min(s:t) o (t=DP at infinity.

Case 3f: (¥ =D}, and Z = D}, then B=D}, and A =§’)
Let g € D). (R) and ¢ € D},. We estimate (114]). Fix an arbitrary T € S(H). By the assumption that
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1 € D, (R), for every fixed «, T(a, ) # 1) € & n LP(R). Therefore, we can take * € &€ n LP(R) such that
YP* =1 ae. and T(a,-) ** = T(a, ) * 9. In the same way, we can take g* € £ n L' (R) such that g* = ¢
almost everywhere and T(a, -) * g* = T(a, ) * g. Therefore, this case reduces to show that if X = L' and
Z = LP then A = §’. This coincides with case 3e.

Step 4: Class Y(Y™ 1) of Zy f(u, «, B)

The last column () is obtained by applying Y(Y™*!) = X(S™ H)®A(H). Recall that for S™~1, as it is
compact, D =8 =Op =& and &' = O, = §' = D}, = D'. Therefore, we have ) as in the last column
of Table [

B Proof of Theorem [5.4]

Let (¢,n) € S(R) x §'(R). Assume that 7 is singular at 0. That is, there exists k € Ny such that

k

A(¢) = >, ¢;89(Q), ¢efo}. (130)

J=0

Assume there exists a neighborhood 2 of 0 such that 7 € C°(2\{0}). Note that the continuity implies
local integrability. We show that ¢ and 7 are admissible if and only if there exists u € Ox(R) such that

. k
A"y =% [ n— o d 2(0)d¢ # 0. 131
u =1 <77 PNCE ) , an JR\{O} u(¢)d¢ # (131)

=0

Recall that the Fourier transform O (R) — OF(R) is bijective. Thus, the action of % on the indicator
function 1g\ (o} (¢) is always finite.

Sufficiency:
On Q\{0}, 7 coincides with a function. Thus the product 1/)( )N(C)|¢|~™ is defined in the sense of ordinary

functions, and coincides with @(¢). On R\, |¢|™™ is in Ox(R\Q). Thus, the product $()A(¢)[¢|~™
is defined in the sense of distributions, which is associative because it contains at most one tempered
distribution (S -8’ - Op), and reduces to @(¢). Therefore,

Ko _ O)d 132
(2m)m=t (Jﬂ\{m JJR\Q) e (132)

which is finite by assumption.

Necessity:
Write Qg := Q n [=1,1] and ©; := R\y. By the assumption that SQO\{O} J(g)ﬁ(()\q—mdg is absolutely
convergent and 7 is continuous in 0\{0}, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

BOAQ| S 6™, ¢ e o\fob. (133)

Therefore, there exists vg € L'(R) n C°(R\{0}) such that its restriction to 0\{0} coincides with

=~

BOAC) = 1¢™v0(0), ¢ e Q\{0}. (134)

By integrability and continuity, vo € L*(R). In particular, both lim. 4 vo(¢) and lime_,_¢vo({) are
finite. _

However, in 1, |{|7™ € Oar(21). By the construction, ¢ - 7 € O;(R). Thus, there exists v1 € Op(R)
such that

DOAE) = Km0 (Q), e (135)
where the equality is in the sense of distribution.
Let
vi=1vg-lg, +v1-1q,. (136)
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Clearly, v € O, (R) because vy - 1o, € £'(R) and v; - 1o, € O(R). Therefore, there exists u € O (R) such
that & = v and

=

() = I¢[™u(C), ¢ e R\{0}. (137)

By the admissibility condition,

f a(¢)dc = f vo(<>d<+f o1(O)dC # 0. (138)
R\{0} Q0\{0} Q1

In consideration of the singularity at 0, we have

( ch ) cma), CeR (139)

By taking the Fourier inversion in the sense of distributions,

l ( chzﬂﬂ = A"u(z), zeR. (140)

C Proof of Theorem 5.6

Let f e L'(R™) satisfy f e L*(R™) and (¢,7) € S(R) x S}(R) be admissible. For simplicity, we rescale 1
to satisfy Ky, = 1. Write

I(x;¢,9) Lm 1J J%’wf u,a,u-x —az)n(z )dziadu (141)

We show that

lim I(x;¢e,0) = f(x), a.e. xeR™. (142)

§—0
e—0

and the equality holds at every continuous point of f.
By using the Fourier slice theorem in the sense of distribution,

[ 0t (w05 - azyne)dz = o [ Fowdlaw)iaw)e o (143)
R T JR
_ 1 f(wu)ﬁ(aw)\awrnewﬂdw, (144)
2m Jwoy

where |¢[™(¢) 1= P(O)A(C) (€ # 0) is defined as in Theorem

Then,
0 da 1 RS ~ m_iwf
J; |D = J}R\{O}J flww)u(ow)|w|™ e dadw (145)
= J f . Flwu)e™P|w[™ T d¢dw (146)
e S&
0 5a<<>f<sgn<<>ru> exp(sgn(C)ir)r™dCdr, (147

where the second equation follows by changing the variable ¢ < aw with o™ tda = |w|™71[¢|7™d(; the
third equation follows by changing the variable r < |w| with sgnw = sgn (. In the following, we substitute
f < u-x. Observe that in {g,,_, du,

J f(fru) exp(—iru- x)du = J f(ru) exp(iru - x)du; (148)
gm—1

§m—1

hence, we can omit sgn (.
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Then, by substituting 8 < u - x and changing the variable £& « ru,

I(x;¢e,0) = J du (149)
Sm—l
_ i * a iy r eiru~x,,,m71 r
S| Umlm (C)dC] Frw) drdu, (150)
“ U a<<>d<] f(e)es<dcde. (151)
T Jrm [ JglesicI<]glls

Recall that @ € O, (R); thus, its action is continuous. That is, the limits and the integral commute.
Therefore,

%;%wf(x) = 51LHOIO I(x;¢,0) (152)
e—0

- (2%) J]Rm U}R\{O} ﬁ(C)dC] A(é)eig.)CdE 153

= (271)m N F(e)e't=dg (154)

= f(x), ae xeR™ (155)

where the last equation follows by the Fourier inversion formula, a consequence of which the equality holds
at xq if f is continuous at x.

D Proof of Theorem

Let f e L'(R™) and (¢,7) € S(R) x S'(R). Assume that there exists u € £ n L'(R) that is real-valued,
A™u = 9 % and §p u(¢)d¢ = —1. Write

5
I(x;¢e,0) := _mel J JR Ry f (0, 0,u-x — az)n(z) dz;l;:@du. (156)
We show that
611_{130 I(x;¢,6) = R*A™ 'R(x), a.e. xeR™. (157)
e—0
In the following we write ()4 (p) = (-)(p/a)/a. By using the convolution form,
| o (w5 -z a1z = [Re(w )« (en) |3 (158)
R o
= [Rf(u,) = (A™u),] (B). (159)
Observe that
5 [ o
[ @maam) e = amr| [ aw (2) i"“] (160)
m—1 :1 P/e
—ant L . (Au)(z)dz] (161)
ot g (P Lay (P
=A 7pH (E) pH (5)] (162)
= A" ke (p) — ks(p)], (163)

where the first equality follows by repeatedly applying (Au), = aA(us); the second equality follows by
substituting z < p/«; the fourth equality follows by defining

k(z) := %Hu(z) and  ky(p) := %k <:) for v = ¢, 0. (164)
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Therefore, we have

o
[ @8 - ws ) @19 (165)
= [A™TIRf(u, ) # (ke — ks)] (B). (166)

We show that k € L' n L*(R) and ; k(z)dz = 1. To begin with, k € L*(R) because there exist s,¢ > 0
such that

|k(2)| < \z|_1+s, as |z| = 0 (167)
|

k()| S |27 as |z] — oo (168)

The first claim holds because w is real-valued and thus % is odd, then

Hu(0) = fngnM@dc (169)

_ J aQdc— | ad (170)
(~o0,0] (0,00)

=0. (171)

The second claim holds because u € L'(R) and thus u as well as Hu decays at infinity. Then, by the
continuity and the integrability of k, it is bounded. By the assumption that {;, 4(¢)d¢ = —

[ ks = - [ Py, -
- —u(O) (173)
~ 1 (174)
Write
J(u,p) == A" 'R (u, p). (175)

Because k € L'(R) and ; k(z)dz = 1, k. is an approximation of the identity [43, III, Th.2]. Then,

gl_r}%) J(u,") # ko(p) = J(u,p), ae. (u,p)eS™ xR (176)
However, as k € L*(R),
|7 % ksl oo sm—1 xmy < 8T L3 (em1 xmy 1Kl oo ). (177)
and thus,
511_)11;0 J(u,) xks(p) =0, ae. (u,p)eS™ ' xR. (178)

Because it is an approximation to the identity, J % &, € LY(S™~! x R) for 0 < 7. Hence, there exists a
maximal function M (u,p) [43, III, Th.2] such that

sup|(J(u, ) #ve)(p)| £ M(u,p). (179)

O<e

Therefore, |J(u, ) * (ve — vs)(u-x)| is uniformly integrable [35, Ex. 4.15.4] on S™~!. That is, if Q = S™~1
satisfies SQ du < A then

J |J(a,-) * ky|(a- x)du<Asup|M( p)l, Vy=0. (180)

Thus, by the Vitali convergence theorem, we have

RN Ry [(x) = ) [J(u,) * (v = v5)] (u - x)du (181)
= f J(u,u-x)du, ae. xeR™ (182)

Sm 1
= R*A"™ 'R f(x). (183)
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E Proof of Theorem [5.11]

Let f € L?*(R™) and (¢, n) be admissible with Ky, = 1. Assume without loss of generality that (¢,v)
and (n,n) are self-admissible respectively. Write

oo = [ [ [ o anex—anne 2ot (184)

In the following we write Q[e, 6] := S™~1 x [R;\(¢,0)] x R < Y™ L. We show that
i |f = 1Lf: (e, 0], = (185)

Observe that

|7 = 11150, = sup [(f = 11f5(9)].9)] (186)
= s | (% £, Bn9) g 51| (187)
< H;Eg ’%WC‘H [e 6])”'%779”L2(YM+1) (188)
= 5o 1Sl ol (189)
—0-1, ase—0,0 > (190)

where the third inequality follows by the Schwartz inequality; the last limit follows by [ %y f12(q[e,67)
which shrinks as the domain Q[e, é] tends to .

F Proofs of Example [6.4 and Example
Let o(2) := (1 +e7*)~L. Obviously o(z) € £(R).

Step 0: Derivatives of o(z).
For every k e N,

oM (2) = Si(a(2)), (191)

Su(z)i={ - (192)

which is justified by induction on k.

Step 1: o,tanh € O\ (R).
Recall that |o(z)| < 1. Hence, for every k € N,

o™ (2)] = |Sk(o(2))] < Inax 1Sk(2)] < 0. (193)

Therefore, every k € Ny, ¢*)(z) is bounded, which concludes o(z) € O (R).
Hence, immediately tanh € O (R) because

tanh(z) = 20(2z) — 1. (194)
Step 2: o) e S(R), ke N.
Observe that

o'(z) = (e*/* + e7*/?)72, (195)
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Hence, o’(z) decays faster than any polynomial, which means sup, |2°0’(2)| < oo for any £ € Ny. Then, for
every k,{ € Ny,

sup |20V (2)| = sup |2*Sy11(0(2))| < max |z°0(2)| - max | S},(0(2))| < oo, (196)

which concludes ¢’ € S(R). Therefore, ¢*) € S(R) for every k € N,

Step 3: o=V e Oy(R).
Observe that

oV (z) = fz o(w)dw. (197)

Hence, it is already known that [o(-D]*) = g(#=1) e 0 ((R) for every k € N. We show that o(~1)(z) has
at most polynomial growth. Write

p(z) =TV (2) — 2. (198)

Then p(z) attains at 0 its maximum max, p(z) = log 2, because p’(z) < 0 when z > 0 and p’(z) > 0 when
z < 0. Therefore,

6 D) < ()] + 24| < log2 + 1, (199)
which concludes o= (2) € O .
Step 4: n = ¢ is admissible with 1) = A™G when k € N is positive and odd.
Recall that = 0®) € S(R). Hence, (7,10) = {1,%). Observe that if k is odd, then o(*) is an odd

function and thus (1), vo> = 0. However, if k is even, then o(®) is an even function and thus (1, 1) # 0.

Step 5: ¢ and (=) cannot be admissible with ¢ = A™G.
This follows by Theorem because both

Gxo (2)dz  and Gxol-D (2)dz, (200)
R R
diverge.

Step 6: o and o(~1) are admissible with 1) = A" G’ and ¢ = A"™G”, respectively.
Observe that both

ug =G xo=Cx0" and U_q :26*0(71)26*0/’ (201)

belong to S(R). Hence, ug and u_; satisfy the sufficient condition in Theorem [5.4
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