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The Lizorkin space is well-suited for studying various operators; e.g., frac-
tional Laplacians and the Radon transform. In this paper, we show that
the space is unfortunately not complemented in the Schwartz space. How-
ever, we can show that it is dense in Cy(R?), a property that is shared by
the larger Schwartz space and that turns out to be useful for applications.
Based on this result, we investigate subspaces of Lizorkin distributions that
are Banach spaces and for which a continuous representation operator exists.
Then, we introduce a variational framework involving these spaces and that
makes use of the constructed operator. By investigating two particular cases
of this framework, we are able to strengthen existing results for fractional
splines and 2-layer ReLLU networks.
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1. Introduction

This paper is focused around the Lizorkin space SLiZ(Rd), which was first introduced in
[15] for investigating partial differential equations. It consists of the Schwartz functions
S (Rd) for which all moments vanish. For detailed expositions on the topic, we refer
to [211, 23]. Surprisingly, this space is still rather large and its closure under the L-
norm is the space Co(R?). Another attractive feature of this space is that many non-
invertible operators become invertible if their domain is restricted to SLiZ(Rd); e.g.,
the Radon transform and fractional Laplacians. This makes the space SLiZ(Rd) well
suited for theoretical analysis. In the present paper, we show that Spi,(R?) cannot
be complemented in & (Rd); i.e., continuous projections onto the Lizorkin space cannot
exist. This result is in sharp contrast to the periodic setting, where a projection actually
exists.
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The corresponding dual space Sf ., (RY) of Lizorkin distributions [36] is fairly large and
has attracted increased interest over the past years; e.g., for the shearlet transform [2], for
the ridegelet transform [I3] or for choosing activation functions in neural networks [28§].
It is well known that Sj. (R?) can be identified as the quotient space S'(R?)/P(R%),
where P(R?) denotes the space of polynomials. Naturally, this leads to the problem
of fixing representations if we want to make computations explicit, an issue that has
not been addressed so far. Here, our results directly imply that no continuous linear
projector assigning representatives can exist. At first glance, this result appears quite
discouraging: It implies that it is, in general, necessary to work with equivalence classes.
Fortunately, this can be circumvented by considering appropriate Banach subspaces of

7 (RY). Indeed, due to the denseness of the Lizorkin space in Cy(R?) and due to the
Riesz theorem, the space of Radon measures is an embedded subspace of S}, (R9) for
which unique representations exist. Further, we are also able to provide a positive answer
for more general cases; i.e., if we restrict ourselves to subspaces that can be equipped
with a special Banach space structure. In this case, we are able to provide a continuous
representation operator for which the point evaluations are weak™* continuous.

The procedure for obtaining these subspaces and the representatives is as follows:
Given a well understood pair of Banach spaces (X, X’), we construct Banach spaces
(Xr, X%) based on a linear homeomorphism T: & € X — Sy defined on some dense
subspace of X'. The core advantage of our construction is that many properties carry over
directly to (X, Xf); e.g., the set off extreme points of X% can be specified easily from
those of X’. While our construction is abstract and maybe even artifical at first glance, it
allows us to make use of the fact that many (differential) operators are homeomorphisms
on Spi,(RY), thanks to the denseness of Spi,(RY) in X = Co(R?). Unfortunately, the
obtained space Xf usually still consists of equivalence classes. Therefore, as second
step, we formulate conditions under which the elements of X% can be identified using a
representation operator. These conditions are usually fulfilled when the Greens function
of the operator T is sufficiently regular. Overall, this framework enables us to design a
whole class of interesting new norms for which the related Banach subspaces of Lizorkin
distributions have a continuous representation operator. This makes our framework
usable for applications.

Within the proposed setting, we study variational problems involving the constructed
Banach spaces and the general representer theorems established in [32] B3]. Again, a
drawback of the abstract formulation is that it usually involves spaces whose elements are
equivalence classes. However, this can be circumvented by applying our representation
operator. We investigate two special cases of this framework for which the formulations
become explicit: First, we revisit fractional splines in arbitrary dimensions, which have
been investigated before in [0, B4, B5]. These splines are a generalization of the usual
polynomial splines [26], which preserve most of the properties of the traditional B-
splines. Note that (fractional) splines are still of huge interest and even found their way
into neural network research recently [3, 8, [19]. Although this is not included in our
discussion, we may also use the model for studying polynomial splines. Overall, our
approach leads to a nice unifying setting for the problem, including a straightforward
extension to the multivariate case.



As second example, we strengthen the representation results for 2-layer ReLLU net-
works established by Parhi and Nowak [I8] and Bartolucci et al. [I], which builds up
on the univariate case investigated in [25]. The involved norm was also studied from a
theoretical point of view in [I7]. While both mentioned works rely on the very general
result on existence of sparse solutions for variational problems by Bredies and Carioni
[] in their proofs, we are additionally able to identify the whole solution set as the
weak™ closure of sparse solutions of a given form. Similarly as [I], our construction is
related to reproducing kernel Banach spaces [5], 14} 37], since our representation oper-
ator is constructed in terms of a kernel and the point evaluations are continuous. The
key ingredient that enables us to strengthen the results of these prior works is that we
actually construct a predual space for the optimization domain, which enables us to use
our proposed variational framework.

The paper is organized as follows: The necessary preliminaries are provided in Sec-
tion Then, we proceed with discussing the Lizorkin space in Section [3] and show
that a continuous projection onto this space cannot exists. This part is complemented
with a short discussion of the periodic case, which is actually surprisingly different. In
Section Ml we identify subspaces of Lizorkin distributions for which a continuous repre-
sentation operator exists. Next, we relate these subspaces to several interesting research
questions in Section Bl First, as a warm up, we investigate the construction of periodic
(fractional) splines in Section Bl Here, no representation mechanism is necessary as
we can use the projector. Then, in Section (2] we introduce our general variational
framework involving the constructed Banach spaces, for which we detail two specific
cases: First, we consider the more delicate case of non-periodic (fractional) splines in
Section B3l Then, in Section B4, we discuss a representer theorem for 2-layer ReLLU
neural networks. Finally, conclusions are drawn in Section [Gl

2. Mathematical preliminaries

In this paper, we consider functions f: R? — C. To describe their partial derivatives, we

use the multi-index k = (k1,...,kq) € N? (N includes 0) with the notational conventions
k! = H?Zl kil (k| =k 4 4 kg, 2% = H?Zl xfl for any « € R%, and
oIk -
3kf(a:) _ f(xh 7xd).
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This enables us to write the multidimensional Taylor expansion around @ of an analyt-
ical function f: R — C in compact form as

fay=3 3 THE) g g
n=0 |k|=n

Schwartz’s space [27] of smooth and rapidly-decreasing functions ¢: R — C equipped
with the usual Fréchet-Schwartz topology is denoted by S(R?). This space is an algebra
for the multiplication as well as the convolution product. Additionally, it is closed under



translation, differentiation and multiplication by polynomials. Its continuous dual is the
space of tempered distributions S’(R?). Moreover, S'(R%) (as well as S(R?)) is a nuclear
Montel space; i.e., a sequence in S’(R?) converges w.r.t. the strong dual topology if and
only if it converges in the weak™ topology. Therefore, it does not actually matter which
of the two topologies we choose for the dual space. The Montel property also implies
that the space is reflexive, which means that there exists an isomorphism between the
topological vector spaces S”(R?) and S(R?). Note that the Lebesgue spaces L,(R?) for
p € [1,00) are the completion of the set S(R?) under the L,-norm |[|-||z,. For p = oo, we
have (S(R?), | - ||r..) = Co(R%), namely the space of continuous functions that vanish
at infinity. The dual of Co(R?) is the space M(R?) = {f € S'(R?) : ||f|lm < oo} of
bounded Radon measures with norm

I fllam = sup (f, o).
PESR): o]l £.oo <1

The latter is a isometrically embedded super set of Li(R%); ie., |flz, = ||fllam for
all f € Ly(R%). Further, we also need the weighted Lebesgue space Ly o(RY), a > 0,
defined via the weighted norm || f||s,o = esssup,epra |f(2)[(1 + ||z]]2)~%, which consists
of functions with at most growth of order a.

The Fourier transform F: Li(R%) — Co(R?) of a function ¢ € Li(R%) is defined as

Plw) = Flew) = g [ elae e,

As the Fourier transform F: S(R?) — S(R?) is an isomorphism, it can be extended by
duality to the tempered distributions S'(R9). Specifically, fe S'(R%) is the (unique)
generalized Fourier transform of f € S'(R?) if and only if (]/‘\, v) = (f,p) for all p €
S(R%). Further, we want to remark that the analytic Schwartz functions form a dense
subset of S(R?), which can be seen as follows. As the smooth and compactly supported
functions D(RY) are dense in S(R?), we also get that F(D(R?)) is dense in S(RY). Due
to the Paley-Wiener theorem, the Fourier transform of any f € D(R?) is analytic and
even entire. Hence, these functions are also dense.

The simplest way of specifying fractional derivatives or integrals is to describe their
action in the Fourier domain. Let us start with d = 1. The one-dimensional fractional
derivative D*: S(R) — S’'(R) of order a > 0 is defined as

D} (t) = FH{(jw)*@(w) } (t)-

For a =neN, D" = (‘1177; coincides with the classical n-th order derivative. The above

formula is also valid for negative orders, in which case it yields a fractional integral [34].
In fact, the impulse response of D™ is the Green’s function of D%, which is given by

() =7 }@):{tﬁ—aw a-1€RNN

(joo) = del i o 1=neNl
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Likewise, the fractional Laplacian (—A)®/2 of order o € (1,00) is the linear-shift-
invariant operator (LSI) whose frequency response is ||w]|“. Its inverse is the fractional
integrator (—A)~%/2, which corresponds to a frequency-domain multiplication by [|w||~?.
Both type of operators are part of the same family (isotropic LSI and scale-invariant)
with their distributional impulse response for v > d being given by

. (=A)~™{d}, a/2=n€eN
ka,d(w) = ]:_1 {W} - Bn,d HmH2n IH(HCCH), a—d=2n¢€2N (1)
Ana |lz]|*4, a—d¢2N
d—a n
with constants Ay, = F(i% and By, = (=)™ -~ For more detailed
; zawd/2r(§) ' 22n+d—1ﬂ.d/2r(n+§)n!

exposition on the topic, we refer to [9, 24, 29)].

3. Lizorkin spaces

Lizorkin’s space SLiZ(Rd) is the closed subspace of & (Rd) that consists of the functions
whose moments of any order k are zero; i.e.,

Stin(RY) = {<p c S(RY) : / 2k o(z)da = 0,7k Nd}.

Rd
A nice overview with properties of this space is given in [31]. Equivalently, we can
describe this space in the Fourier domain and obtain

Stia(RY) = F(Stin(RY) = {y € S(RY) : 9%(0) =0 Vk € N4}

Although closed subspaces of reflexive topological vector spaces are in general not re-
flexive, this property holds for Fréchet spaces. Hence, the spaces Spi,(RY) and Stis (R%)
are reflexive. Further, we have for all ¢ € Si;,(R?), g € R? and a € R that ¢(- — xp) €
Stiz(R?) and ¢(-/a) € Spi(R?). Finally, we note that Spi,(RY) N D(RY) = {0}. Indeed,
if ¢ € D(R?), then @ is entire and hence equal to its Taylor series at the origin. But if
¢ € Sri,(R?), then the Taylor series of @ is 0.

We are going to show that Sp;,(RY) cannot be complemented in S(R?); i.e., a continu-
ous projector Pri,: S (Rd) — SLiZ(Rd) cannot exist. Before we prove this negative result,
we first discuss the easier case of periodic Lizorkin functions, for which a continuous
projection actually exists.

3.1. Periodic Lizorkin spaces

The functions of interest are T-periodic and typically only specified over their main
period T = [0, 7. The corresponding space of test functions is S(T) = C., (T), which is

perio
in one-to-one correspondence with the Fréchet space of rapidly-decaying sequences & (Z

!This space is denoted by “s” in [I0]; it is the discrete analog of Schwartz space S(R).



via the Fourier homeomorphism [7, [30]. More precisely, there are Fourier coefficients
@[] € 8(Z) such that

t) =Y @nle™" in S(T)

nezl

™

with wy = 2%. This expansion of ¢ is unique and @[n] = F [p(t)eI"“0otdt. The
continuous dual of S(T) is the space of periodic distributions &’ (T) = Sperio(R), which
is itself homeomorphic to the space of slowly-growing sequences S'(Z); i.e., f € S'(T) <
fI'] € S'(Z), where f[n] denotes the n-th Fourier coefficient of f.

To ensure invertibility of the continuous fractional derivative operator D*: S(T) —
S(T) given by

D*{p}(t) = Y (jwon)*@ln]e ", (2)

ne’l

we restrict ourselves to the subspace

Sm) = {ip € S (1) = [ oltrat = o}, 3

T
which inherits the nuclear topology from S(T). While ([B]) imposes a restriction on the
mean value of ¢ only, the resulting space Sy(T) is the proper periodic counterpart of the
Lizorkin space Si;i,(R), since the only periodic polynomials are constants. The periodic
setting is simpler in that Sp(T) is 1-complemented in S(T); i.e., S(T) = So(T) & Py with

Poz{bo-l:bQGR}CS(T).
Correspondingly, we introduce a continuous projection operator Py: S(T) — So(T) with

Po{o} = v — (1, )11 (4)

As Sy(T) = Po(S(T)), its dual is S)(T) = P§(S'(T)) with S'(T) = S)(T) & Py. Here, we
can identify P| = Py because the space is spanned by 1 € S(T) € S'(T) with (1,1)7 = 1.
The latter property also implies that P§ = Py, which makes the projection formula (@)
also applicable to periodic distributions.

As the space Py of constant polynomials is indeed the null space of all fractional
derivative operators D*: S(T) — S(T) with a > 0, we can restrict the derivative to an
homeomorphism D%: Sy(T) — So(T) for any o € R. By duality, the same holds true on
S)(T) with the Fourier-domain definition (2]) of the operator being applicable to periodic
distributions as well. In particular, the fractional integrator D=*: S{(T) — S{(T) of
order v > 0 is given by

DRSTHOENSY flnjeim ", (5)

neZ\{0} (ano)



3.2. Non-existence of a continuous projector Pr;,: S(R?) — Sy, (R?)

To prove the non-existence of a continuous linear projection onto the Lizorkin space
Sriz(R?), we first show that the closed set P(R?) is not complemented in S’(R?).

Theorem 1. There exists no topological complement of P(R?) in S'(RY).

Proof. Assume there is a complement; i.e., a continuous projector P: S'(R%) — P(R?)
S'(R?) exists. We consider 0, € S'(RY), h € R?, and set p, == P{0;} € P(RY). Using
relations such as 5 5
he; — ©0

lim ——— = —V_.§

hso R €70
and similarly for higher derivatives, we observe that P(R?) C span{(ﬂ}” nl|<1, where all
equalities are in the sense of distributions. Since P is a continuous projection onto P(R?),
this implies

P(R?) C span{pn}jn|<1-

In the following, we show that the polynomials p, with ||hlls < 1 have a common
maximum degree m, which results in the contradiction P(R%) C P,,(R9).

If no common maximum exists, then there is a sequence {hy }nen € R? with [|h,|l2 < 1
such that {pp, }nen is a sequence of polynomials with unbounded degree. By passing
to a subsequence, we can assume that h, — h for some h € R? with ||h|| < 1. Due
to continuity of P and of the Fourier transform, we also have p,. — pj in the sense
of distributions. Setting pj, = Z;{L:"O ajmxj with m,, — oo and @, » 7# 0, this can be
written as

- i ol N
Z()(_Qm)]aj’"a—fjéo — Ph-
.]:

Dropping again to a subsequence, we can assume that m,, is monotonically increasing.
Using Borel’s theorem, we then pick ¢ € S(R?) with ggn—milgp(O) = (amy, n) LCy, where
C,, is chosen such that

Jn, . o7
7=0

Hence, py. (¢) — 0o, which contradicts ps,. — pj, € S'(R?). Consequently, all p; with
||h]] <1 have a common maximum degree m. O

Remark 1. The previous theorem also shows that there is no continuous linear projec-
tion P: §'(R?) — S'(RY) with ker P = P(R?). Otherwise, we would have that Id —P is a
continuous projector onto P(Rd). In particular, representatives of Lizorkin distributions
cannot be assigned in a continuous linear way.

Now, the desired non-existence result follows immediately.

Corollary 1. There exists no topological complement of Si,(R?) in S(RY).



Proof. On the contrary, let us assume that a continuous linear projection Pr;,: S(R%) —
Sriz(R?) exists. Then, the adjoint map Pj, : §’'(R?) — S'(R?) is a projection as well.
Due to

<Piiz{f}7 <P> - <f7 PLiz{(p}>
for all f € S'(RY) and ¢ € S(R?), its null space is then given by ker Pj, = P(R9).
Hence, Id — P}, would be a projection onto P(R?), which contradicts Theorem [l ~ O

3.3. Closure of Lizorkin space

Despite the negative finding of Section B2 we are also able to provide a useful result
for applications.

Theorem 2. It holds (Sti,(RY), || - [|0) = Co(RY).
We note hat the result was already mentioned in [22], but without a proof.

Proof. Using the function @p: R? — R with @g(x) = exp(—1/(1 — (2||z]))?))/ng (nq is
the normalizing constant) for ||| < 1/2 and zero else, we define ¢g: R? — [0,1] via
o(x) = (XB,(0) * Po)(2x) With xp, (o) being the characteristic function of the unit ball.
This function is smooth, symmetric and satisfies () = 1 for || < 1/4 and p(x) =0
for |x| > 3/4. Based on this function, we define

n

On = %900 e S(RY, neN?

and set

Ey = span{¢, : n € N9} € S(RY).

Next, we observe that ¢y, —i~1™=4¢, (- /i) = ¢ € Co(RY) as i — oo, where the sequences
have all moments equal to zero. Hence, we have that

= (SLiz(Rd)a [ - ||00)

To conclude the argument, we show that gLiZ(Rd) + E5 contains the entire Schwartz
functions, so that its closure under the Schwartz topology is already the complete space
S(R%). Then, the same holds true for Spi,(RY) + E> and consequently we get

(Stia®9), || - lloo) = (Sin(RD) + Ea, || - loo) = (SR, [ - o) = Co(R?).

For any entire function f, the Taylor series converges absolutely for any € R? and it

holds
g="rfpo= Y O"f(0)¢n € S(RY).

ncNd

Hence, we get that f — g € §L1Z(Rd) and it remains to show that g € F»; i.e., that

gi= Y, 0"f(0)pn—g

neNd |n|<j



in the Schwartz topology. For any o, k € N, it holds

209~ gl < sup 2] S|P LDk @)

|| <3/4 nENd,|n|2j
< sup Yo [MF(0) Y <k> o |9 F1 0o ()]
_‘m‘S3/4n€Nd,|n\2j ki1<kn kl (n_kl)'

k 1

< ™ £(0 —_
e Y ol Y (4 )y

neNd |n|>j k1<k,n

nk:
n

<c > o FO) -

neNd |n|>j

The last expression converges to zero as j — oo if

1< limsup< Z Wn&jk> j.

| —00 .
J In|=j

1
However, it holds that limsup;_,,,j7 = 1 and hence the claim follows since the Taylor
expansion converges absolutely for any x € R9. O

By duality, Theorem [ implies that the Radon measures M(R?) are continuously
embedded into the space of Lizorkin distributions S/, (R%).

Remark 2. In [22], it was shown that the same results hold for L,(RY) with 1 < p < co.

4. Banach subspaces of Lizorkin distributions

In contrast to the periodic case, the space of Lizorkin distributions S}, (R?) is an abstract
space of equivalence classes, which means that assigning representatives for computa-
tional purposes is difficult. Therefore, we want to restrict our attention to subspaces with
additional structure. As our proposed framework is also applicable for other spaces, we
outline it in full generality and explicitly provide the specifications for Lizorkin spaces
as discussion.

Let 81, 82 be two topological vector spaces with a linear homeomorphism T: §; — S
and T*: 8§ — S| defined via duality. The simplest choice for constructing Banach
subspaces of Lizorkin distributions is actually S = Sy = SLiZ(]Rd), but variations of
this setting are clearly possible. In the Lizorkin setting, a possible operator choice is
given by the fractional Laplacian T = (—A)®, which are discussed as first example in
Section Il Further, let (X, X’) be a dual pair of Banach spaces whose norm || - ||x is
continuous w.r.t. the topology of &; such that (S, || -|lx) = X. For S; = Sii,(R?) we
have seen in the previous section that X = L,(R%), p € [1,00), and X = Cy(R%) are



possible choices, as their norms are indeed compatible with the Schwartz topology. The
denseness enables us to write

Hf”/‘” = sup <f7 (P> - sSup <f7 QO> (6)

PEX: ol x <1 pES1:flellx <1

for any f € X’. Given any f € 8] for which (@) is finite, the BLT theorem implies
that there exists a unique continuous extension to some element in X’. Conversely, any
f € X' defines a unique element in S; via restriction due to the compatibility of the
norm and the topology.

In this setting, we define the abstract space

X ={f €S [IT"{fHlar <o} = {T*{g} € Sh:g € ¥},

which is a Banach space if equipped with the norm || - |[x; = [|T*{-}|[x-. In particular,
by choosing Sy = Sti,(R?), we can construct a subspace of Lizorkin distributions and
equip it with a Banach space structure. The norm of X, can be rewritten in dual form
as

[fllag = sup  (T{f}p) = sup (T{f}, T Ho})
pesStillplx<1 pESs | T} v <1
= sup (f,TT Yo}) = sup (f, o).
PE€S | T~ {p} <1 PS5 T {p}| v <1

Consequently, using again the BLT theorem, any f € X} can be extended to a continuous
operator with domain

X = (Sa, [T Hlx),

which is identified as a predual of X7 since T~ is continuous. Further, the operator T—!
can be extended to a continuous and surjective operator T-1: Xr — X. Now, it holds
that (f, ) = (g,T-{g}) for any f = T*{g} and ¢ € Xp. Hence, weak* convergence
of a sequence f, = T"*{g,} to f = T *{g} is equivalent to weak* convergence of g, to
g.

Let us discuss the case of Lizorkin distributions with §; = Sy = SLiZ(Rd) in more detail
now. To simplify the notation, we stick to X = Cy(R%), but the same argumentation
applies to Lp(]Rd). For the remainder of the section, we use the more specific notations

Stiz(RY) = {T7"{u} € S(RY) : p € M(RY)}

and SLiZ,T(]Rd) for the predual, respectively. At first glance, the task of finding represen-
tatives for this subspace is as difficult as before because we are still dealing with elements
in S/ (R?). To resolve this issue, let us assume that there exist continuous elements
pry(x) =T *{5(- —y)} € C(RY) in each equivalence class. Then, we conclude for any

10



f=T"*{u}e Sﬁizm(Rd) and ¢ € Spi,(R?) that

(T7{u}, ) =(u, T {e})
= /Rd T o} y)du(y)

:/Rd@—*{é(- —y)}e)du(y)
= [ [ (prat@) - py@)o(@idaduty),
Rd JRd

where the polynomials py(x) € P(R?) are added to ensure the following properties:
First, the kernel h(x,y) = pr,y(€) — py(x) must be bi-continuous and bounded for some
g € Looo(R?), a >0, and every y € R? by

h(z,y)| < g([z])

Second, we require that h(x,y) — 0 for fixed € R? and ||y|| — co. Using Fubini‘s the-
orem and the growth control, we can than identify the distribution T~*{u} € S}, (R9) as
the continuous function f(x) = [p4 p1.y(x) —py(x)dp(y). Due to the growth bound, this
function corresponds to a unique distribution in S’'(RY). We collect these observations
together with a few properties in the next theorem.

Theorem 3. Assume that the Schwartz kernel h(x,y) = pr y(x)—py(x) is bi-continuous
and bounded for every y € R% by

h(z, )| < g([z]),

for some g € Looo(RY), a > 0. Then, any element f = T~ *{u} € Sﬁiz’T(Rd) can be
identified as the continuous function

f@) = | oryl@) = py(e)duy)

with bounded growth; i.c., | f(x)| < |u|(R)g(||x||). In particular, we get that the operator
Priz7: Sﬁisz(Rd) — Looo(RY) — S'(RY) with T=*{u} +— f assigning the representa-
tives is linear and continuous. Moreover, if e(x,-) € Co(R?) for every = € RY, then the
point evaluations for the representatives are in the predual SLiZ’T(Rd).

Proof. We have already shown in the preceeding discussion that this is indeed a repre-
sentative. The growth bound and the continuity of Py, T follow immediately from the
bound on h(x,y).

Next, we show that point evaluations are weak* continuous. Let f, = T™*{u,} be a
weak™ convergent sequence with limit f = T~*{u}; i.e., u, converges weakly to u as a
measure. Due to the requirement e(z,-) € Co(RY), we directly get that the evaluation
functionals are weak* continuous. To conclude the argument, we recall that the only
wealk* continuous linear functionals on Sf . (R?) are the elements of Spi, T(R?), see [20,
Thm. IV.20]. ’ O

11



While this construction does not cover all Lizorkin distributions, we discuss two inter-
esting examples, which will then be used in Section to revisit representer theorems
for certain problems.

Remark 3. The same argumentations and constructions can be applied if S1 consists
of even or odd (hyperspherical) Lizorkin functions. This setting is actually required for
one of our examples.

4.1. Example 1: Fractional Laplacians

Here, we choose the spaces as S = Sy = Spi(RY) and X = Cp(RY) with T be-
ing the fractional Laplacian described in Section 2] which is self-adjoint. Specifically,
(—=A)*: Spi(RY) — Spiy(R?) for any o € R with (—A)"%(=A)* = Id on Sp;,(RY).
First, we note that the required density result was already established in Theorem [2
According to these choices, X7 is given by

MR = {(=A)"**u € S[;,(R?) : p € MRY)},

with predual space C*(R?) = (SLi,(R9), [|(=A)=2/2 - ||1).

By applying Theorem B], we can get a representation operator for « > d and a«—d ¢ N:
Let prisa = (—A)"*2{5} € M*(RY) with a concrete continuous representation given
by (). Using this representation, we then obtain pri, (- — zx) = (—A)"2{5(- — x;)}.
Now, we have to show that there exist polynomials py(x) € P(R?) such that the kernel
hx,y) = priza(x —y) — py(x) fulfills the requirements. Based on (), we construct
for y # 0 the polynomial py(x) = T1a—g—11{pLiz,a(- — y)}(x) with Tf,_4_17 being the
Taylor expansion of order [ —d — 1] around 0. For this function, we can bound the
kernel h(x,y) = pLiz.a(T — y) — Py(x) by

(2, y)| < Clla|[* sup [|0F priga(tz — y)ll2.
te[0,1],|k|=[a—d]

For any fixed & € R, we then use our estimates from Proposition P in the appendix
to conclude that |h(z,y)| < C|z||* ¢ if ||ly|| > ||=| + 1 and é(z,-) € Co(R?) for every
x € R%. Next, apply a smooth function x: R — R with x(t) = 0if [t| < 1 and x(t) = 1 if
|t| > 2 to define a bi-continuous (both in @ and y) function z — py(x) = x(|ly||)Dy (x) €
P(R%). Now, we can bound the kernel h(x,y) using the bound for h(z,y) by

< alT — a—d | - 2a7d
hw,y) < max{| mox  priga(e = ) + lpy(@)], Cllal* ™} < (] +2)°,

where we used Proposition 2] to estimate

1 o
()l < mmex 3T el < O] +2)0

max
< 2
lyl<lzl+ Ko

Consequently, we can indeed apply Theorem [3] to obtain the desired representations.
The results of this section are summarized in the following corollary.
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Corollary 2. There exists a continuous representation operator Pri, : M“(Rd) —
Looo—a(R?) € S'(RY) with (—A)~/2{u} v f. Further, the point evaluations for these
representatives are in the predual C*(R?).

4.2. Example 2: Radon domain splines

In this example, we work with certain hyperspherical counterparts of the Lizorkin space
Spiz(R?) described in Section 2} i.e., the Euclidean indexing with x € R? is replaced by
(t,€) € R x S ! and we distinguish between even and odd functions. We express this
distinction with an index m € N, which simplifies the notation later on, and define

Stizm(R x §T71) = {so € Sp(R x 1) : /

Pl E)p(t)dtdE =0 Vp e P(R)},
RxSd—1

where d¢ stands for the surface element on the unit sphere S¥~!. Further, the space
Sm(R x S971) is defined as the even functions in S(R x S1) if m is even and the odd
ones otherwise. Correspondingly, an element g € Sﬁizm(R x §%1) is a continuous linear
functional on Sty ., (R X S%=1) whose action on the test function ¢ is represented by the
duality product (g, ¢)rad. If g can be identified with a function g: R x S¥! — R, then

.= [ [ att. g0t e,

The evaluation functional on Sp;, (R x S1) is 6., = 6(-—t0)d(- — &) with zg = (to,&,) €
RxS% 1. A brief overview for properties of the Radon transform R and its filtered version
K. .qR related to these spaces is given in Appendix [Bl In particular, it holds that both
R and K;,qR are homeomorphisms. Next, we briefly review Lizorkin ridges, which play
a key role for the construction of representatives.

Lizorkin ridges The 1D profile (or ridge) along the direction &, € RY associated to
r € 8], (R) is the distribution r¢, € Sf;,(R?) given by

Vo € SLi(RY) : (reg. ) = (nR{}( &)

The most basic ridge is §(§gx — ty) = ¢, with 7 = (- — 1g); i.e., a Dirac ridge along
&, with offset ¢y5. Since the Fourier transform of such ridges is entirely localized along
the ray {w = wé; : w € R}, their Radon transform must vanish away from +&,. This is
generalized and formalized as follows.

Proposition 1 (Radon transform of Lizorkin ridges). Let (to,&,) = zo € R x S*1 and
r e S, (R). Then,

KiadR{O(§0 T — t0) }(t, &) = Peven{0zy } € Si;,(R x ST
R{6(&02)}(t,€) = Peven{qa(t)3(- — &)} € iz, (R x §971)
KadR{r (€] @)} (t,€) = Peven{r(1)3(- — &)} € S{1, (R x ST
R{r(&5@)}(t,€) = Peven{(ga * ) (1)3(- — &)} € 811, (R x §771)

13



where qq(t) = 2(2m)4 L F~H1/|w|¥1}(t) is the 1D impulse response of the Radon-
domain inverse filtering operator K;il Here, the first distribution can be identified as
an even measure.

Proof. For any ¢ € Spizo(R x S¢71) it holds RR*K,aq{¢} = ¢ and therefore also

(KraaR{rg, }, ) = (reg, R Kraa{}) = (r RR Kraa {9} (- €0)) = (r: (-, €0))-

from which the first and third identity follow. In a similar way, we obtain for any
(RS SL1Z70(R X Sdil) that

(Rirg,}, ) = (nRRY{@}(, €0)) = (n K a{w}(€0)),
from which the second and fourth identity follow as K L{¢}(t,&,) = qa* (-, &) (). O

An equivalent form of the first identity in Proposition [ is

(5(58—33 - to) - R*Peven{ézO}(m)7

which results from R*K,,qR = Id on S, (R?). Note that also the other identities can
be rewritten in a similar form.

Constructing Radon splines In this example, we choose the spaces for constructing the
Banach subspaces as S = Stiz,m (R S%1), Sy = Spip(R?) and X = C’o7m(Rd), where the
last space consists of even and odd continuous functions vanishing at infinity, respectively.
Next, we recall that the derivative operator 0;": Spizm(R X Se-1) — SLizo(R x s4-1)
is self-adjoint and a homeomorphism whose inverse can be constructed by iterating

o e} (t, &) = [ (r,€)dr. Then, we choose T = R*K;aq8;" such that the dual T* =
8 K. .qR is the concatenatlon of the filtered projection K,qR: SI’AZ(Rd) — SIIJIZ,O(R X
S%1) with the partial derivative 0;". To begin, we show the required density result for
constructing the spaces related to Theorem [B, which also applies in this hyperspherical
setting, as pointed out in Remark Bl

Lemma 1. It holds that

CO,even(Rd) zfm 18 even,

Siszd, OO:Cde:
(Stizm (RY), || - oo) = Com(R7) {Copdd(]Rd) if m is odd.

Proof. By using the Stone—Weierstrass theorem and the continuity of the projection onto
even and odd functions, respectively, we first get that Cp ,(R) x C(S%1) = Cp,,(R9).
Then, we conclude from Theorem @] that Sii;m(R) x C>(S41) ¢ SLizm(R x S41) is
dense in C ,, (RY). O

According to these choices, our Banach space X7 with smoothness exponent m is given

by

MRad m Rd {R* m{:u'} € Sle(Rd) IS Mm(Rd)}
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with predual Craqm(R?) = (SLiz(R?), |0, "R{-}||z..)- In the following, we show that
Theorem [3] can be applied for m > 2 to obtain continuous representations of elements
in MRad’m(Rd). Define

pradm (@) = max{0, )™ /(m — 1)L (7)

Then, as shown in Proposition [l prad,m({:, &) — to) with zg = (t9,&,) € R x S9! is an
element of the equivalence class

%R*Peven{pRad,m(' - tO)(S(' - 50)} = %R*a;m{(szo + 6—zo} € MRad,m(Rd)a

where the sign depends on m. Now, we have to show that there are polynomials p; ¢ €
P(RY) such that the kernel h(x, 2) = pradm((x, &) —t) — pre(x) with z = (¢,€) fulfills
the requirements. As m is a natural number, no Taylor expansion is necessary and we
can provide the correcting family of polynomials directly. More precisely, we set

Prai = max{0,min{—t,1}} ((-, i) — )" /(m — 1)! € P(RY),

which indeed ensures that praqm((@,-) — ) — ppy(x) € Co(R x S¥1) together with
[PRad,m (T, ) =) — Py (®)[loo < C|lz|™*. Hence, we can indeed apply Theorem [l to
obtain explicit representations.

Corollary 3. There exists a continuous representation operator Prad m : ./\/lRad,m(Rd) —
Loom-1(RY) € S'(RY) with R*0; ™{u} ~ f. Further, the point evaluations for these
representatives are in the predual CRad,m(Rd).

5. Variational problems involving Lizorkin spaces

As a warm up, we first revisit periodic (fractional) splines [6]. For this problem, we do
not require a representation operator as the involved spaces in the corresponding vari-
ational problem do not consist of equivalence classes. Our chosen approach for dealing
with periodic splines is actually applicable to a much broader class of problems; i.e.,
whenever a continuous projection operator and a suitable extension are available. After
this introductory example, we study variational problems where such a projection onto
the involved spaces is not available. Here, we focus on problems involving our previously
constructed Banach subspaces, which usually only consist of equivalence classes. This
makes the situation much more delicate than before and using a representation operator
is necessary. Based on this operator, we are able to obtain similar results as before.

5.1. Periodic fractional splines

Here, we use our tools to derive a representer theorem that is an alternative to the one
in [6]. To this end, we need the space C(T) = (S(T),|| - ||z..) of continuous, T-periodic
functions. Its topological dual M(T) (namely the space of T-periodic Radon measures)
can be specified as

M(T) ={f € S'(T) : | fllmemy <oo}  with [[f[pem) = sup  (f, ).
PES(T):[|l| oo <1

15



Since the projection formula (@] continuously extends to these spaces, we can decompose
them as C(T) = Co(T) ® Py and M(T) = M(T) & Py with Co(T) = Po(C(T)) and
My(T) = Co(T)" = P§(M(T)). The final ingredient is to identify the projection of the
Dirac impulses in M(T).

Theorem 4 (Periodic Lizorkin sampling functionals). The Lizorkin Dirac functionals
do(- — to) == P§{0perio (- — to)} with to € T have the following properties:

1. Explicit representation: 6p(- — to) = dperio(- — to) — 1.

2. Sampling at to: Yo € Co(T) :  (do(- — t0), @) = ¢(to)-

3. Zero mean: (5(- —to),1) =0 for all ty € R.

4. It holds 6o(- — to) € Mo(T) with ||do(- — to)||pmo(ry = 1 for any to € T.

5. For a finite set of distinct points {t} in T, we have ||, ardo(- — t&)l|pmo(m) =

>k lak].
6. If ex,. € ExtB(My), then e = +60(- — t) for some t € T.

Proof. The first 3 items follow directly by construction. Now, we prove Item 4. For any

(f,d) € M(T) x Cy(T), it holds

(Po{f}, 0) = (f,Po{d}) = (f.¢).

In particular, (0o(- — o), ¢) = (Iperio(- — t0), ). By definition of the dual norm, we have
that

H(SO( - tO)HMo = sup < ( - tO) ¢> - sup <5perio(' - t0)7 ¢>
$€Co(T): (4]l Lo <1 #€Co(T):(|9]| Lo <1
< sup <5perio(' - t()), ¢> = ||5perio(' - 750)”./\/1 =1

PeC(T):[|9l| Loo <1

Next, we show that this bound is sharp by fixing 0 < ¢ < T'/2 and choosing a test

function T —t
. n fe—
¢5,perio(' - tO) = Z ‘100(70)7

nez €
here ¢o: R — [—1,1] is continuous with ¢g(0) = 1, [z o(t)dt = 0 and supp(po) C
[—1,1]. Then, the statement follows as it holds ¢e7per10(to) = 1 and ||Pe periol| 1 < 1.
Similarly, for Item 5, we first observe that

sup <Zak50 (- —t), >— Hzak50 — Iy HM @ < Z’ak’

$€Co(T): (|9l Loo <1

by the triangle inequality. Since the ¢;’s are distinct, there exists € > 0 with |t —tg/| > 2¢
for all k" # k. Then, we take the critical function ¢erit(t) = >, sign(ak)de perio(t — tk)
satisfying ||perit||L., = 1, which saturates the bound.

The extreme points of the unit ball of M(T) are {£d(- — t) }ter. These project into
{%00(- — t) }rer with [[do(- — t)||am, = 1. Then, we apply Proposition Bl in Appendix [C]
with U = P§(X) and X = M(T). O
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Now, we are able to formulate the approximation problem. Given a series of (possibly
noisy) data points (Ym,tm) € R x T with m = 1,..., M, we consider the task of recon-
structing a periodic function f: T — R such that f(t1) = y1,..., f(tym) = yu without
overfitting. Since this problem is inherently ill-posed, we put a penalty on the M-norm
of D*{f} in order to favor solutions with “sparse” a-th derivatives. The corresponding
native space is

MAT) = {f € S(T) : [D*{fHpmr) < o0}
={f=D""{w} +po: (w,po) € Mo(T) x Po}.

In particular, this means that M*(T) = U’ & Py with U’ = D=*(M(T)), which is iso-
morphic to Mg(T) x Py. The basic atoms for representing minimum-norm interpolators
in U’ are the extreme points ey of the unit ball By,(1). Due to the isometry between U’
and M (T), we have that ExtBy (1) = D™*(ExtBa, (1)), which in light of Items 1 and
6 in Theorem [ yields

er = D™ {do(- — tk) }(t) = pperio,al(- — tk),

where

1
(jnwo)

Pperioa(t) =D {0o}(t) = e, (8)

neZ\{0}

The latter formula is obtained from (Bl) by using that 50 [n] = g[n] for n # 0. The resulting
Fourier series () is converging to a continuous function for a > 1. The functions pperio,a
are the building blocks of the (non-periodic) fractional splines of degree o — 1. Now, the
direct application of the third case of [33, Thm. 1] yields the following.

Theorem 5 (Minimum energy periodic spline reconstruction). Let E: R xR — R be a
strictly convex loss function and A > 0 some fixed regularization parameter. Then, for
any given data points (Ym,tm) € R xT,m =1,..., M, the solution set of the functional
approximation problem with a > 1

S = argmin Y E(ym, f(tm)) + MDD fllper).

is non-empty and weak™ compact. It is the weak™ closure of the convex hull of its extreme
points, which are all of the form

Ko

fExt (t) = bO + Z akpperio,a(t - Tk)
k=1

for some Ky < M — 1, expansion parameters (weights and adaptive centers) (ag,Tr) €
R xR, k=1,...,Ky, and the periodic basis function pperio.o: R — R specified by (§).
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Proof. First, we identify the (unique) predual space C§(T) = U &Py such that M*(T) =
U @ P|. By invoking the injectivity of D** on Co( ) = (So(R), || - ||z, ) and by setting
U = D*(Cy(T)), we readily verify that U’ = D™%(My(T)). This allows us to identify
the predual space as

C((]I(T) = U@Po = {I/ = Da*{v} + po : (U,po) S Co(T) X ,Po},

which is a Banach space isomorphic to Cy(T) x Py as expected. The technical prerequisite
for applying [33, Thm. 1] is the weak® continuity of the sampling functionals (- — t,,),
which is equivalent to §(- — t,,) € C§(T). To this end, we have

Dia*{(;(' - tm) - 1} = pperio,a(tm - ')a

with the latter function being included in Cy(T) if and only if o > 1; i.e., when the
Fourier coefficients in (8) are in ¢1(Z). O

5.2. A general variational problem framework

In the following, we first state a general variational problem framework involving the
constructed Banach spaces, which shares some similarities with the approach presented
in Section Bl but for which no projector is available. Here, the derived representation
operator from Theorem B makes the framework explicit again with the advantage that
we can rely on the general abstract machinery for deriving theoretical results. Based on
this concept, we then treat several useful special cases related with the Banach subspaces
of Lizorkin distributions Sj, (RY) introduced as examples in Section [l

By construction, we immediately deduce that the extreme points of the unit ball in
X} are given by e = T *{e;} € X[, where ej are the extremepoints of the unit ball
in X’. Now, we are able to formulate the variational problem involving our constructed
Banach spaces and provide a representer theorem for the structure of the solutions.

Theorem 6 (Representer theorem, [33]). Let the linear operator v: Xp — RM be
giwen by f — ((v1,f),.-.,(vnm, f)) with v; € Xy being linearly independent.  Fur-
ther let E: RM x RM — R, U {+o0} be proper, lower-semicontinuous and convexr and
: Ry — Ry be strictly increasing and convex. Then, for any fivred y € RM | the solution
set of the generic optimization problem

S = argmin E(y, v{f}) + (| fllx;)
fexy

is nonempty, convex, and weak*-compact. If E is additionally strictly convex or if it
imposes the equality constraint y = v{f}, then S is the weak*-closure of the convex hull
of its extremal points, which can all be expressed as

Ko

fo=>_ T " {ex}

k=1

with Ko < M and ¢, € R.
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Remark 4. Note that the result can be slightly strengthened if X' is strictly convez, see
[33] for details.

As an illustration, we briefly derive two corollaries from this theorem based on the
two Banach subspaces of Lizorkin distributions introduced in Section [l

5.3. Fractional splines

Here, we extend our investigations from Section (] to non-periodic splines using The-
orem [0l and the discussion from Section ], which is summarized in Corollary 21 Since
the point evaluations are in the predual, applying Theorem [0 together with the explicit
representation of elements in M%(R?) yields the following.

Corollary 4 (Minimum energy Lizorkin splines). Let E: RxR — R be a strictly convex
loss function, (€, Ym) € REx R,m = 1,..., M, a given set of data points, and X > 0
some fized reqularization parameter. Then, for a > d and o —d ¢ N, the solution set of
the functional optimization problem

S = argmin Z (s Priz.a L} (@m)) + A=A {FHm,

femMeR) 5

s non-empty and weak™ compact. It is the weak™ closure of the convex hull of its extreme
points, which are all of the form

Ko

fisa () Pm{zak A5 (. —m}} Stk (Line (@ — 24) — g ()

k=1

for some Ko < M, expansion parameters (weights and adaptive centers) (ay,xy) € R X
R for k=1,...,Ko, pa, € Pra—d—1] (R?) and the radial basis function pri,«: R — R
from Section [{1]

Remark 5. Starting from the chosen representative, we could replace Prizof{f}(Tm)
with Prige{f}(@m) + p(xm) where p € Po_g (RY), resulting in a minimization over
Loo,a_d(Rd). Hence, we are back in a more classical setting and a similar result holds,
see [33, Thm. 3]. Proving the weak* continuity of the evaluation functional in this
extended setting follows along the lines of the Lizorkin distribution setting.

5.4. Radon splines

The native Banach space for interpolation with Radon splines given some order m € N is
the space ./\/lRadm(]Rd) introduced in Section &2l Due to the form of the function prad,m,
this problem is closely related to approximation with 2-layer neural networks as pointed
out in [IL[I8]. Since the point evaluations are in the predual, applying Theorem [0l together
with the explicit representation of elements in MRad’m(Rd) obtained in Corollary Blyields
the following.
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Theorem 7 (Minimum energy Radon splines). Let E: R x R — R be a strictly convex
loss function, (x;,y;) € RIxR,i=1,...,M, a given set of data points, and X\ > 0 some
fized regularization parameter. For m € N,m > 2, the solution set of the functional
optimization problem

M

S = argmin ZE Yi> PRad m{f}($z)) + )‘HamKradR{f}HMm,
JEMRad,m(RY) 5=

s non-empty and weak™ compact. It is the weak™ closure of the convex hull of its extreme
points, which are all of the form

Ko
fExt(x) - PRad,m{ZakR*at_m{é(' - wk)}}

k=1

Ko
Z pRad m ska > - tk) — Pty & ($))

k=1

for some Koy < M, expansion parameters (weights and adaptive centers) (ag,tx,&r) €
RxRx S fork=1,...,Ko, prw, € Pm—1(R?) and the Radon radial basis function

PRad,m: R = R defined by (D).

Remark 6. Starting from the chosen representative, we can also add the minimization
over Prm—1(R%) to the problem and replace Praa m{f}(Tm) with PRagm{f}(@m)+p(Tm)
where p € Pp_1(RY), resulting in a minimization over Loom—1(R?). As this rules out the
dependence on the representation operator Praqm, we are back in a classical setting and
a similar result holds (with Ko < M —m), see [33, Thm. 3. Further, we can also evaluate
10" K raaR{f}l a1, in the sense of S'(R?) since Pp_1(R?) C ker 0K aqR. Compared to
previous results in the literature [1, (18], this leads to a stronger characterization of the
solution set S together with a nice and elegant proof.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we have shown that continuous projections onto the Lizorkin space cannot
exist. Therefore, we had to resort to other ways of finding representatives of Lizorkin
distributions. Using the property that the space is dense in Cp(R?), we have established a
framework for finding representatives of distributions lying in certain Banach subspaces.
To this end, we only require representations of the related Green functions with sufficient
regularity. Based on the obtained representation operator, we have introduced a powerful
variational framework for studying a wide class of inverse problems. In particular, this
enabled us to strengthen results obtained in prior works. As future work, we want to
use this framework to also study other subspaces and related variational models.
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A. Fundamental solutions of the fractional Laplacian

Given a € R and d € N with @ > d and o — d ¢ N, we want to provide an estimate
for the asymptotic behavior of f,4: R? — R with f,4(x) = ||2||* ¢ and its derivatives.
For this purpose, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2. For any k € N it holds that 9%||-|| = pr(-)/|| - | ~*T2*! for some polynomial
p € P(R?) of order at most |k|.

Proof. We proceed by induction. For k = 0 the result is obviously true. Assume that
the claim holds for any k € N? with |k| < n and let k € N? with |k| = n + 1. For
simplicity of notation, we assume that the derivative w.r.t. &1 is included and define
k=k—e. Using the induction assumption, it holds

R o N o) Il 1 o o
Ozl = 00,0 o] = 0~ = (
[Ja|| 121k o] (2(~1+21k])
@)=l P py(a)
ol CCRD ]
which concludes the proof. .

Based on this, we can now show the actual result.

Proposition 2. For any k € N with |k| < [a—d] and z # 0 it holds that |0% f, 4(x)| <
COla|| o=kl

Proof. We proceed inducetively over [a — d|. For [a — d| = 1, we can estimate using
the previous lemma that

00, foa()] = (0 = d = 1) for.a()0 ]| < Caf .

If k£ = 0, there is nothing to show. Assume now that the results holds for [a — d] =n
and let o, d be such that [« —d] = n + 1. For simplicity of notation, we assume that
the derivative w.r.t. & is included and define k = k — e;. Then, using the Leibniz rule,
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we estimate
0% ()| = 070, fai(x)] < C|OF (fa1,a(@)0z, ||2]))]
< O |05 ot @) ||
i<k
<O flafot-dk=il)jg) il < ¢ )o-d- Ik
i<k

which concludes the proof. O

B. Radon transform

Here, we recall some important properties of the Radon transform, for which an extensive
overview is given in [I2]. The Radon transform is first described for Lizorkin functions
and then extended to distributions by duality.

Classical integral formulation The Radon transform of f € L;(R%) is defined as
R{f}(t, &) = / 6(t — &) f(x)dx, (t,€) € Rx ST (9)
Rd
Its adjoint is the backprojection R*, whose action on g: R x S¥~1 — R is defined as

R(ohe) = [ oz ekl
t

Given the Fourier transform f = F{f} of f € L1(R%), we can calculate R{f}(-,&,) for
fixed &, € S?~! using the relation

R{FHE&0) = 5 | Flwtole'do = 7L {Flugo) ek (10)

a property that is referred to as the Fourier slice theorem. The key property for analysis
is that the Radon transform is continuous and invertible if the spaces are chosen properly,

see [111, 12} 6] for details.

Theorem 8 (Continuity and invertibility of the Radon transform on Sii,(R?)). The
Radon operators R: Spi,(RY) — Stizo(R x S%1) and R*: Stizo(R X S1) — Spis(RY)
are bijective and continuous. Moreover, R*K;,qR = KR*R = R*RK = Id on SLiZ(]Rd)
and KpqRR* = 1d on Spio(R x ST, where K = (R*R)™F = cg(—A)4=D/2 with
ca = (22m)4N71 is the so-called “filtering” operator, and K..q its one-dimensional
radial counterpart that acts along the Radon-domain variable t. These filtering operators
are characterized by their frequency response K (w) = cgllw||?! and Kyaq(w) = cqlw|®.

We note that the impulse response of the filtering operator K in Theorem [§] is pro-
portional to k_g11 4, cf. (@), which tells us that it asymptotically decays like 1/||a|/?¢~!
when d is even, or is a power of the Laplacian (local operator) otherwise. Further, the
previous theorem actually implies that R is actually a homeomorphism
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Distributional extension This framework is extended to distributions by duality.

Definition 1. The distribution g = R{f} € Sj;, o(R x S?1) is the Radon transform of
f € 81, (RY) if

Vo € SLizoR xS 1) 1 (g, 0)raa = (f,R*{8}).

Likewise, g = KR{f} € Sf;, o(R x S%1) is the filtered projection of f € Si. (R?) if

Vo € SLino(R x ST 1 (3, @) Rad = (f, R"Kraa{0})

Finally, the backprojection f = R*{g} € S|._(R?) of g € Stino(R x S¥1) is defined via

Vo € SL(RY) 1 (R*{g},¢) = (9, R{®})Rad.

The distributional extension of the Radon transform inherits most of the properties
of the “classical” operator defined by (@) due to duality.

Theorem 9 (Invertibility of the Radon transform on Sf. (R%)). It holds R*K;sqR =
KR*R = Id on S/, (R?). Hence, the “filtered projection” operator K,,aR: St (RY) —
St o(RY) is a homeomorphism with inverse R*: i ,(RY) — S, (RY).

The Fourier slice theorem expressed by (I0)) yields a unique (Fourier-based) character-
ization of R{f}. It remains valid for tempered distributions whose generalized Fourier
transforms can be identified as continuous functions of w. It is especially helpful when
the underlying function or distribution is isotropic.

An isotropic function pis: RY — R is characterized by its radial profile p: Rsq — R;
i.e., piso(x) = p(||x|]). The frequency domain counterpart of this characterization is
Diso(w) = Prad(||w|) with radial frequency profile

N o d/2 +o00 B
Pend(®) = |(w|d321 | o s e,

where J, is the Bessel function of the first kind of order v. In the following proposition,
we characterize the isotropic Lizorkin functions.

Proposition 3. Let @i, € S(R?) be an isotropic test function. Then, piso € Sriy(RY) if
and only if @rad(t) = R{¢iso}(t, &) € SLi,(R).

Proof. Since @i, is isotropic, for any k € N¢, we have that
ek = (2%, i0) = M *Piso(0) = *D*{Fraa }(0) = ¢ with k = |k,

The last equality also implies that ¢, = [ Oraa(t)tFdt, where @raq = F HPraa(w)} =
R{¢}(-, &) is the radial profile (by the Fourier slice theorem). This shows that indeed

Prad € SLiz(R) = Yiso € SLiz(Rd)-
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Finally, we provide a result on how to compute the Radon transform of isotropic
Lizorkin distributions.

Proposition 4 (Radon transform of isotropic distributions). Let pis, be an isotropic
distribution whose radial frequency profile is pyaq(w). Then,

R{piso(' )}(t ) = Prad(t - ETCCO)
KradR{Piso( - $0)}(t 5} = prad(t - 5 $0)
R{a plso}(t, ) EmD‘m‘{prad}( ) (11)
with praa(t) = F Y Praa(w)}(t) and praa(t) = 2(% Em =T w4 praa(w) }(2).

Proof. These identities are all direct consequences of the Fourier slice theorem. For
instance, by setting w = w& in the Fourier transform of 9™ p;4,, we get

ampiso(WE) = (jwé)mﬁrad(w) = sm(jw)‘m‘ﬁrad(w)a
which, upon taking the inverse 1D Fourier transform, yields (IIJ).

C. Extreme points

First, we recall the definition of extreme points.

Definition 2 (Extreme points). Let C be a convez set in a Banach space X. The extreme
points of C are the points x € C such that if there ezist x1,x9 € C and 0 € (0,1) with
x = 0x1 4+ (1 — 0)xa, then it necessarily holds that x1 = xo. The set of extreme points is

denoted by Ext(C).

Proposition 5 (Isometric projections and extreme points). Let U be a closed subspace
of the Banach space (X,|| - ||x) with some corresponding continuous projection operator
Proj,;: X = U. Then, the following hold:

1. The unit ball in the Banach space U = Proj,(X) satisfies
By (1) € Projy(Bx (1)) € Bu([[Projul),

where By(r) = {x € U : ||ul|lu < r} and ||Projy|| is the norm of the underlying
projector. Consequently, By (1) = Proj,(Bx (1)) if and only if ||Projy|l = 1.

2. Let E = {¢ = Proj,{e} : e € Ext(Bx(1))}\{0}. If [Projy |l = 1 and all € € E
satisfy ||€||x = 1, then By(1) is the closed convex hull of E so that Ext(By(1)) C E.

Proof. For the first statement, note that the unit ball in U is By(1) = Bx(1) NU.
In particular, u = Proj,{u} and [Ju||x < 1 for any u € By(1), which implies that
By(1) € Projy (Bx(1)). Next, we recall that the norm of Proj,,: X — U is given by

. Proj; {x}|x
[Projull = sup 1xCkutedlx
zeX\{0} ]| x
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Therefore, any x € By(1) satisfies ||Proj{z}||x < ||[Projyl l|z|lx < ||Projyll, which
implies that Proj,,(Bx (1)) € By(||Projyl)-

The Krein-Milman theorem ensures that By (1) is the closed convex hull of its extreme
points e, € E = Ext(Bx(1)); i.e., Bx(1) = cchE. Due to ||Projy|| = 1, it holds By(1) =
Proj,(Bx(1)). Further, as By(1) is convex, each u = Projy (31, Orer) = Sor, Oér
with 6 > 0, Zszl 0 = 1 and e € F lies in By(1). In other words, the convex hull of
the e maps onto the convex hull of the €, = Proj;er with ch{éx} C By(1). Since Projy,
is continuous and By (1) is closed, the argument carries over to limits as well. Hence, it

holds By(1) = Projy(cchE) = cch(Projy(F)) = cch(E). O
Example 1. The projector Projaye,: S(RY) = Seven(R?) onto the even Schwartz func-
tions is given by

J@)+ f(—z)

Pr0jesen{ fH) = 2L

By duality, we can define Projqye,: S'(RY) — S!

! en(RY). The extreme points of M(R?)
are (0(- — T))yepa. Since

IPr0jepen{d(- = T)}Hlm = 50+ 7) + 50( = 7)[lm =1

for all T € RY, the extreme points of Mepen(R?) are of the form 16(- + ) + 36(- — )
with T € RZ.
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