arXiv:2304.01880v1 [cs.LG] 4 Apr 2023

MEASURE THEORETIC RESULTS FOR APPROXIMATION BY NEURAL NETWORKS WITH LIMITED WEIGHTS

Vugar E. Ismailov^{⋆1} and Ekrem Savas^2

1Institute of Mathematics and Mechanics, Baku, Azerbaijan 2Department of Mathematics, Istanbul Ticaret University, Istanbul, Turkey

Abstract. In this paper, we study approximation properties of single hidden layer neural networks with weights varying on finitely many directions and thresholds from an open interval. We obtain a necessary and at the same time sufficient measure theoretic condition for density of such networks in the space of continuous functions. Further, we prove a density result for neural networks with a specifically constructed activation function and a fixed number of neurons.

2010 MSC: Primary 41A30, 41A63, 92B20; Secondary 28A33, 46E27. Keywords: neural network; activation function; density; orthogonal measure; Borel measure; weak^* convergence; lightning bolt; orbit

1. Introduction

For the past 30 years, the topic of artificial neural networks has been a vibrant area of research. Nowadays, neural networks are being successfully applied in areas as diverse as computer science, finance, medicine, engineering, physics, etc. Perhaps the greatest advantage of neural networks is their ability to be used as an arbitrary function approximation mechanism. In this paper, we are interested in questions of density (or approximation with arbitrary accuracy) of a single hidden layer perceptron model in neural networks. A single hidden layer perceptron model with r units in the hidden layer and input x = (x_1, ..., x_d) evaluates a function of the form r∑ i=1 c_iσ(w^i·x − θ_i), (1.1)

where the weights w^i are vectors in R^d , the thresholds θ_i and the coefficients c_i are real numbers and the activation function σ is a univariate function, which is considered to be continuous in the present paper. For various activation functions σ, it has been proved in a number of papers that one can approximate well to a given continuous function from the set of functions of the form (1.1) (r is not fixed!) over any compact subset of R^d , d ≥ 1. In other words, the set

⋆Corresponding author at: The Institute of Mathematics and Mechanics, 9 B. Vahabzadeh str., AZ1141, Baku, Azerbaijan; E-mail: vugaris@mail.ru

M(σ) = span {σ(w · x − θ) : θ ∈ R, w ∈ R^d } is dense in the space C(R^d ) in the topology of uniform convergence on all compacta (see, e.g., [2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 14, 32]). More general result of this type belongs to Leshno, Lin, Pinkus and Schocken [20]. They proved that the necessary and sufficient condition for any continuous activation function to have the density property is that it not be a polynomial. This result shows the efficacy of the single hidden layer perceptron model within all possible choices of the activation function σ, provided that σ is continuous.

We recall that the property of a network to approximate any multivariate function on any compact subset of d−dimensional space is called the universal approximation property. As mentioned above single hidden layer networks with a nonpolynomial activation function possess this property. There are several results (see, e.g., [8, 14, 26, 32]) showing that a single hidden layer perceptron with reasonably restricted set of weights still retains the universal approximation property. But if weights are taken from too “narrow” sets, then the universal approximation property is generally violated and there arisen the problem of identification of compact sets X ⊂ R^d such that the considered network approximates arbitrarily well any given continuous function on X. In [13], the first author considered the problem of approximation by neural networks with weights varying on a finite set of straight lines and thresholds from the whole set of real numbers. He obtained a sufficient and also a necessary condition for well approximation by such networks. The obtained conditions were proven to be not equivalent and the problem of obtaining a necessary and at the same time sufficient condition was remained unsolved.

The main purpose of this paper is to obtain necessary and at the same time sufficient conditions for density of single hidden layer networks with weights from a set of finitely many straight lines and thresholds from an open interval. The obtained results (see Theorems 2.4 and 2.5) are based on properties of so-called ridge functions and measures orthogonal to such functions. These results determine the theoretical boundaries of efficacy of the considered network model. That is, they characterize (in terms of projective measures) compact sets X ⊂ R^d , over which the model preserves its general propensity to approximate arbitrarily well any continuous multivariate function. We also prove that there exist smooth activation functions for which the obtained density property holds even if we keep the number of neurons fixed (see Theorem 2.6).

2. Measure theoretic results

In this section, we give a sufficient and at the same time necessary condition for approximation by single hidden layer perceptrons with weights and thresholds from certain limited sets. More precisely, we allow weights vary on finitely many directions and thresholds vary on an open interval.

Assume we are given k directions a^j ∈ R^d \{0}, j = 1, ..., k. Let L_j = {ta^j : t ∈ R}, j = 1, ..., k, and W = ∪^k_{j=1}L_j . Let Θ be an open interval in R and σ : R → R be a continuous activation function. Consider the following set of single hidden layer perceptrons with weights from W and thresholds from Θ: M(σ; W, Θ) = span{σ(w · x − θ) : w ∈ W, θ ∈ Θ}. (2.1) Note that elements of M(σ; W, Θ) are continuous functions depending on the variable x ∈ R^d . We ask and answer the following question. For which compact sets X ⊂ R^d the set of functions from M(σ; W, Θ), but considered over X, is dense in C(X)? In the sequel, for a family of continuous functions K ⊂ C(R^d ), the notation K = C(X) (or the expression “K is dense in C(X)”) will mean that the restriction of this family to X is dense in C(X). Thus, we want to characterize compact sets X, for which M(σ; W, Θ) = C(X). In the following, we give a measure theoretic description of such sets.

We continue with the notion of image of a finite signed measure μ and a measure space (U, A, μ). Let F be a mapping from the set U to the set T. Then a measure space (T, B, ν) is called an image of the measure space (U, A, μ) if the measurable sets B ∈ B are the subsets of T such that F^{−1}(B) ∈ A and

μ(F^{−1}(B)) = ν(B), for all B ∈ B.

The measure ν is called an image of μ and denoted by F ∘ μ. Clearly, ‖F ∘ μ‖ ≤ ‖μ‖ , since under mapping F there is a possibility of mixing up the images of those sets on which μ is positive with those where it is negative. Besides, note that if a bounded function g : T → R is F ∘ μ-measurable, then the composite function [g ∘ F ] : U → R is μ-measurable and ∫ U [g ∘ F ]dμ = ∫ T gd[F ∘ μ]. (2.2) It is well known fact in Functional Analysis that for a compact Hausdorff space X and the space of continuous functions C(X), a subspace M ⊂ C(X) is dense in C(X) if and only if the only Borel measure orthogonal to M is the zero measure. We will use this fact in further analysis. In the sequel, as a subspace M we will take the set of linear combinations of so-called ridge functions. A ridge function, in its simplest format, is a multivariate function of the form g (a · x), where g is a univariate function, a = (a_1, ..., a_d) is a vector (direction) in R^d \{0}, x = (x_1, ..., x_d) is the variable and a·x is the inner product. In other words, a ridge function is a composition of a univariate function with a linear functional over R^d . These functions arise naturally in various fields. They arise in partial differential equations (where they are called plane waves, see, e.g., [15]), in computerized tomography (see, e.g., [16, 21, 31]; the name ridge function was coined by Logan and Shepp in [21]), in statistics (especially, in the theory of projection pursuit and projection regression; see, e.g., [1, 6, 10]), in approximation theory (see, e.g., [3, 11, 18, 19, 23, 25, 27]) and in theory of neural networks (see, e.g., [3, 13, 22, 25, 26, 30, 33]). For a systematic study of ridge functions, see the recently published monograph by Pinkus [28]. Note that the functions σ(w^i·x − θ_i) in (1.1) are ridge functions of the directions w^i. Thus it is not surprising that many approximation theoretic problems arisen in the theory of neural networks are usually reduced to the corresponding problems in the field of ridge functions.

Assume we are given k directions a^1, ..., a^k. Consider the linear combinations of ridge functions R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) = {_k ∑ i=1 g_i ( a^i · x ) : g_i ∈ C(R), i = 1, ..., k } . Note that we fix the directions a^i and vary only functions g_i. Thus R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is a linear space. This space usually appear in mathematical problems of computed tomography (see, e.g., [16, 21, 31]).

Let X be a compact subset of R^d . By C^∗(X) we denote the class of regular measures defined on Borel subsets of X. When a measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) is orthogonal to R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) ? That is, when ∫ X fdμ = 0, for each function f ∈ R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) ? It follows immediately from (2.2) that μ is orthogonal to R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) if and only if the projective measures μ_ai^{def}= π_i ∘ μ ≡ 0, i = 1, ..., k, where π_i are natural projections in the directions a^i. That is, π_i(x) = a^i · x, i = 1, ..., k. Thus we arrive at the following lemma.

Lemma 2.1. The subspace R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is dense in C(X) if and only if for any regular Borel measure μ satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0.

Let us look at the hypothesis of Lemma 2.1 a little more closely. Consider a finite set {x^1, . . . , x^n} ⊂ X. For each i = 1, ..., k, let the set {a^i · x^j , j = 1, ..., n} has s_i different values, which we denote by γ^i_1, γ^i_2, ..., γ^i_{si} . For each i = 1, ..., k, and each m = 1, ..., s_i, consider the linear equation ∑ j λ_j = 0, (2.3)

where the sum is taken over all indices j ∈ {1, ..., n} such that a^i · x^j = γ^i_m. Combining all these equations we have the system of ∑_n i=1 s_i homogeneous linear equations in λ_1, ..., λ_n.

Note that the coefficients of these equations are the integers 0 and 1. If the system of equations (2.3) has a solution {λ_1, ..., λ_n} with λ_j ≠ 0, j = 1, ..., n, then the finite set {x^1, . . . , x^n} is called a closed path with respect to the directions a^1, ..., a^k (see [12]). The existence of closed paths means that the subspace R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) cannot be dense in C(X).

Indeed, with a closed path l = {x^1, . . . , x^n} we can associate a measure μ_l = n∑ j=1 λ_jδ_xj , (2.4)

where δ_xj is a point mass at x^j , j = 1, ..., n. Note that this measure is nonzero and orthogonal to the subspace R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) . Thus for density R (a^1, ..., a^k) = C(X), the set X must not contain closed paths. For example, let k = 3, a^i, i = 1, 2, 3, coincide with the coordinate directions and ε be a sufficiently small positive number. If X contains the set l = {(0, 0, 0), (0, 0, ε), (0, ε, 0), (ε, 0, 0), (ε, ε, ε)} (or its translation), then for the nontrivial measure μ in (2.4) with the coefficients λ_j equal to −2, 1, 1, 1, −1 respectively, we have μ_ai = 0, i = 1, 2, 3. That is, μ ∈ R^⊥ (a^1, a^2, a^3) but μ ≠ 0; hence R (a^1, a^2, a^3) ≠ C(X). The above analysis shows that by Lemma 2.1, density may hold only for specific sets X with no interior.

For the case k = 2, the condition “for any regular Borel measure μ satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0” is geometrically well understood. In this case, we can paraphrase the condition in terms of measures induced by lightning bolts. A lightning bolt (or concisely, a “bolt”) with respect to two directions a^1 and a^2 is a finite or infinite ordered set of points (p^1, p^2, ...) in R^d with p^i ≠ p^{i+1} and its units p^{i+1} − p^i alternatively perpendicular to the directions a^1 and a^2 (see [17, 24]). A finite bolt (p^1, ..., p^n) is said to be closed if n is an even number and the set (p^1, ..., p^n, p^1) also forms a bolt. Bolts are geometrically explicit objects and can be efficiently used in questions of density. It is easy to see that if R (a^1, a^2) = C(X), then X does not contain closed bolts. Indeed, on a closed bolt (p^1, ..., p^{2n}) one can construct the nontrivial measure μ = 2n∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1}δ_pj ,

for which μ_a1 ≡ 0 and μ_a2 ≡ 0. Nonexistence of closed bolts is a very simple and natural necessary condition for the density R (a^1, a^2) = C(X). However, this condition is not sufficient. There are highly nontrivial cases, when X does not contain closed bolts and at the same time R (a^1, a^2) ≠ C(X). For example, assume X has the following properties:

(1) X is the union of two disjoint closed sets X_1 and X_2 such that a^i · X_1 = a^i · X_2, i = 1, 2. (2) X does not contain closed bolts.

Note that there exist compact sets with these properties (see, e.g., [17]). From the properties (1)-(2) it follows that X contains an infinite bolt, which we denote by l = (p^1, p^2, ...). With this bolt we associate the sequence of measures

μ_n = 1 n n∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1}δ_pj , n = 1, 2, ... (2.5)

Obviously, ‖μ_n‖ = 1, for each n. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem (see [29, p. 66]), the sequence {μ_n}^∞_{n=1} has a weak^* limit point μ^∗. We claim that μ^∗ ∈ R^⊥ (a^1, a^2) and μ^∗ ≠ 0. Indeed from the definition of bolts and (2.5) it follows that

| | | ∫ X (g_1 + g_2)dμ_n | | | ≤ 2 n (‖g_1‖ + ‖g_2‖),

for any g_1 + g_2 = g_1 (a^1 · x) + g_2 (a^2 · x) in R (a^1, a^2) . Tending n to infinity, we obtain that ∫ X (g_1 + g_2)dμ^∗ = 0,

and since g_1 + g_2 is an arbitrary sum from R (a^1, a^2) , we conclude that μ^∗ ∈ R^⊥ (a^1, a^2) . The assertion that μ^∗ ≠ 0 is obvious, since for a continuous function f : X → R with the properties f(x) = 1 for all x ∈ X_1 and f(x) = −1 for all x ∈ X_2, we have | | | | ∫ X fdμ_n | | | | = 1

and hence | | | | ∫ X fdμ^∗ | | | | = 1. There are (worthy of consideration) cases when existence of infinite bolts does not violate the density condition of Lemma 2.1. First note that the relation x ∼ y when x and y belong to some bolt in a given compact set X ⊂ R^d defines an equivalence relation. The equivalence classes are called orbits. If orbits of X ⊂ R^d are topologically closed sets, then R (a^1,a^2) = C(X) is equivalent to nonexistence of closed bolts in X (see [24]). For example, let k = 2, a^1 = (1, 1), a^2 = (1, −1) and X be the set { (0, 0), (1, −1), (0, −2), (−1 1 2 , − 1 2 ), (0, 1), ( 3 4 , 1 4 ), (0, − 1 2 ), (− 3 8 , − 1 8 ), (0, 1 4 ), ( 3 16 , 1 16 ), ... } . Note that X is an infinite bolt forming a single orbit. Since this orbit is a closed set, we obtain that M(σ; W, Θ) = C(X).

The following proposition is a special case of the known general result of Marshall and O’Farrell [24] established for the sum of two algebras.

Proposition 2.2. Assume X is a compact subset of R^d . The space R (a^1,a^2) is dense in C(X) if and only if X does not contain closed bolts and μ_n converges weak^* to zero for each infinite bolt (p^1, p^2, ...) ⊂ X.

We have discussed the hypothesis of Lemma 2.1. That is, we analyzed the situations when any regular Borel measure μ satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0 is the trivial measure. Our analysis is summarized in the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. Assume we are given a compact set X ⊂ R^d and directions a^1, ..., a^k ∈ R^d \{0}. 1) Let k > 2. If for any regular Borel measure μ in C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0, then necessarily the set X contains no closed paths.

2) Let k = 2. For any regular Borel measure μ in C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0 if and only if the set X does not contain closed bolts and for any infinite bolt (p^1, p^2, ...) (if such exist), the sequence of measures μ_n in (2.5) converges weak^* to zero. If orbits of X are closed, then μ_n always converges weak^* to zero.

Remark. Note that Corollary 2.3 is complete only in the case k = 2. When trying to generalize (unclosed) lightning bolts to the case k > 2, we face big combinatorial difficulties. We do not know a reasonable description of a sequence of points (p^1, p^2, ...) and weighted point mass measures μ_n (similar to (2.5)) such that any weak^* limit point of μ_n is orthogonal to R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) . For k > 2, the complete description of measures orthogonal to R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) seems to be beyond the scope of methods discussed herein. Even in the simplest case when k = d and a^i are the coordinate directions in R^d , this problem is open (see, e.g., [17, 24]).

Now we apply the above material to the problem of approximation by neural networks M(σ; W, Θ) (see (2.1)). The following theorem is valid.

Theorem 2.4. Assume σ : R → R is a continuous nonpolynomial activation function and X is a compact subset of R^d . Then the set M(σ; W, Θ) is dense in C(X) if and only if for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0. Then by Lemma 2.1, the set R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is dense in C(X). This means that for any function f ∈ C(X) and any positive real number ε there exist continuous univariate functions g_i, i = 1, ..., k, such that | | | | f(x) − k∑ i=1 g_i ( a^i·x ) | | | | < ε k + 1

(2.6)

for all x ∈ X. Since X is compact, the sets Y_i = {a^i·x : x ∈ X}, i = 1, 2, ..., k, are also compacts. Note that if σ is not a polynomial, then the set span {σ(ty − θ) : t ∈ R, θ ∈ Θ} is dense in C(R) in the topology of uniform convergence (see [26]). This density result means that for the given ε there exist numbers c_{ij} , t_{ij} ∈ R, θ_{ij} ∈ Θ, i = 1, 2, ..., k, j = 1, ..., m_i such that | | | | g_i(y) − m_i∑

j=1 c_{ij} σ(t_{ij}y − θ_{ij} ) | | | | < ε k + 1

(2.7)

for all y ∈ Y_i, i = 1, 2, ..., k. From (2.6) and (2.7) we obtain that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(x) − k∑ i=1 m_i∑

j=1 c_{ij}σ(t_{ij} a^i·x − θ_{ij} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ C(X) < ε. (2.8)

Hence M(σ; W, Θ) = C(X).

Necessity. Let X be a compact subset of R^d and the set M(σ; W, Θ) be dense in C(X). Then for an arbitrary positive real number ε, inequality (2.8) holds with some coefficients c_{ij} , t_{ij} and θ_{ij} , i = 1, 2, j = 1, ..., m_i. Since for each i = 1, 2, ..., k, the function ∑_{mi} j=1 c_{ij} σ(t_{ij} a^i·x − θ_{ij} ) is of the form g_i(a^i·x), the subspace R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is dense in C(X).

Then by Lemma 2.1, for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.4.

For the case k = 2, by applying Proposition 2.2 one can obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5. Assume σ : R → R is a continuous nonpolynomial activation function, X is a compact subset of R^d and k = 2. Then the set M(σ; W, Θ) is dense in C(X) if and only if X does not contain closed bolts and the measures μ_n in (2.5) converges weak^* to zero for each infinite bolt (p^1, p^2, ...) ⊂ X.

Examples.

(1) Let X ⊂ R^d be a compact set with an interior point. Then in an open neighborhood (lying in X) of this point we can construct a nontrivial measure of the form (2.4). Thus by Theorem 2.4, M(σ; W, Θ) ≠ C(X).

(2) Let we are given directions {a^j}^k_{j=1} and a compact curve γ in R^d such that for any c ∈ R, γ has at most one common point with each of the hyperplanes a^j ·x = c, j = 1, ..., r. Then, clearly, for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X), the condition μ_ai ≡ 0 implies μ ≡ 0. Thus, M(σ; W, Θ) is dense in C(X).

(3) Let k = 2 and X be the union of two parallel line segments not perpendicular to the given directions a^1 and a^2. Then X does not contain closed bolts and infinite bolts. Therefore, by Theorem 2.5., M(σ; W, Θ) = C(X).

The above theorems mean that to have a density result we have a wide choice; we must chose the activation function σ from the set of “nonpolynomials”. Although we were able to make some restrictions on weights and thresholds, the number of neurons in the single hidden layer may grow depending on approximation accuracy. That is, if the conditions of Theorem 2.4 are satisfied, then for given f ∈ C(X) and ε > 0 there exists a network h ∈ M(σ; W, Θ) such that ‖f − h‖ < ε. But this inequality does not mean that the number of neurons in h is uniformly bounded for all f and ε. Note that in applications it is necessary to define how many neurons one should take in hidden layers. The more the number of neurons, the more the probability of the network to give precise results. But unfortunately, practicality decreases with increase of neurons in hidden layers. There are several results aimed at this problem, which show that neural networks with two and more hidden layers can approximate arbitrarily well any given continuous multivariate function even if the number of neurons in hidden layers are uniformly bounded (see, e.g., [7, 22, 26]).

The following result allows us to make restrictions not only on the set of weights but also on the number of neurons of approximating single hidden layer networks. It turns out that among nonpolynomials there exists smooth activation functions σ for which density holds, even if we have a limited number of neurons in the single hidden layer.

By M_r(σ; W ; R) we will denote the set of networks in M(σ; W ; R) with exactly r neurons in a hidden layer. That is,

M_r(σ; W ; R) = {_r ∑ i=1 c_iσ(w^i·x − θ_i) : c_i ∈ R, w^i ∈ W, θ_i ∈ R, i = 1, ..., r } .

Theorem 2.6. Let X be a compact subset of R^d . Let, besides, a^j ∈ R^d \{0}, j = 1, ..., k, and W = ∪^k_{j=1}{ta^j : t ∈ R}. Then there exists an infinitely differentiable activation function σ : R → R, for which the following statement is valid: the set M_k(σ; W, R) is dense in C(X) if and only if for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0. Then by Lemma 2.1, the set R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is dense in C(X). This means that for any function f ∈ C(X) and any positive real number ε there exist continuous univariate functions g_i, i = 1, ..., k, for which the inequality (2.6) is satisfied. Since X is compact, the sets Y_i = {a^i · x : x ∈ X}, i = 1, ..., k, are also compact. Assume all the sets Y_i are contained in a line segment [−l, l].

Let α be any number. Divide the interval [α, +∞) into the segments [α, 2α], [2α, 3α], .... We construct σ, obeying the hypothesis of Theorem 2.5, in two stages. Let {p_m(t)}^∞_{m=1} be the sequence of polynomials with rational coefficients defined on [−l, l]. First, we define σ on the closed intervals [(2m − 1)α, 2mα], m = 1, 2, ... as the function

σ(t) = p_m( 2l α t − 4ml + l), t ∈ [(2m − 1)α, 2mα], or equivalently, σ( α 2l t + 2mα − α 2 ) = p_m(t), t ∈ [−l, l]. (2.9) At the second stage we extend σ to the intervals (2mα, (2m + 1)α), m = 1, 2, ..., and (−∞, α), maintaining the C^∞ property.

For any univariate function g ∈ C(R) and any ε > 0 there exists a polynomial p(t) with rational coefficients such that |g(t) − p(t)| < ε k , for all t ∈ [−l, l]. This together with (2.9) mean that | | |g(t) − σ( α 2l t − r) | | | < ε k , for some r ∈ R and all t ∈ [−l, l]. Thus for the functions g_i in (2.6) we can write that

| g_i(a^i·x) − σ(λa^i·x − r_i) | < ε k , (2.10)

where λ =^α_{2l} . From (2.6) and (2.10) we obtain that | | | | f(x) − k∑ i=1 σ(λa^i·x − r_i) | | | | < ε (2.11)

The inequality (2.11) can be written in the form | | | | f(x) − k∑ i=1 c_iσ(w^i·x − θ_i) | | | | < ε, (2.12) where w^i ∈ W, c_i = 1 and θ_i are some real numbers. This means that the set M_k(σ; W, R) is dense in C(X).

Necessity. Let X be a compact subset of R^d and assume the set M_k(σ; W, R) is dense in C(X). Then for any positive real number ε, the inequality (2.12) holds with some coefficients c_i, θ_i ∈ R and w^i ∈ W, for i = 1, ..., k. Since the function ∑_k i=1 c_iσ(w^i·x − θ_i) is a function of the form ∑_k i=1 g_i(a^i·x), the subspace R ( a^1, ..., a^k ) is dense in C(X). Then by Lemma 2.1, for any measure μ ∈ C^∗(X) satisfying μ_ai ≡ 0, we have μ ≡ 0.

References

[1] E. J. Candès, Ridgelets: estimating with ridge functions, Ann. Statist. 31 (2003), 1561-1599.

[2] T. Chen and H. Chen, Approximation of continuous functionals by neural networks with application to dynamic systems, IEEE Trans. Neural Networks 4 (1993), 910-918.

[3] C. K. Chui and X. Li, Approximation by ridge functions and neural networks with one hidden layer, J. Approx. Theory 70 (1992), 131-141.

[4] D. Costarelli and R. Spigler, Constructive approximation by superposition of sigmoidal functions, Anal. Theory Appl. 29 (2013), 169–196.

[5] G. Cybenko, Approximation by superpositions of a sigmoidal function, Math. Control, Signals, and Systems 2 (1989), 303-314.

[6] J. H. Friedman, W. Stuetzle, Projection pursuit regression, J. Amer. Statist. Assoc.

76 (1981), 817-823.

[7] G. Gripenberg, Approximation by neural networks with a bounded number of nodes at each level, J. Approx. Theory 122 (2003), 260-266.

[8] B. I. Hong, N. Hahm, Constructive approximation by neural networks with positive integer weights, Korean J. Math. 23 (2015), 327-336.

[9] K. Hornik, Approximation capabilities of multilayer feedforward networks, Neural Networks 4 (1991), 251-257.

[10] P. J. Huber, Projection pursuit, Ann. Statist. 13 (1985), 435-475.

[11] V. E. Ismailov, Characterization of an extremal sum of ridge functions, J. Comp.

Appl. Math. 205 (2007), 105-115.

[12] V. E. Ismailov, On the representation by linear superpositions, J. Approx. Theory 151 (2008), 113-125.

[13] V. E. Ismailov, Approximation by neural networks with weights varying on a finite set of directions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 389 (2012), no. 1, 72-83.

[14] Y. Ito, Approximation of continuous functions on R^d by linear combinations of shifted rotations of a sigmoid function with and without scaling, Neural Networks 5 (1992), 105-115.

[15] F. John, Plane Waves and Spherical Means Applied to Partial Differential Equations, Interscience, New York, 1955.

[16] I. Kazantsev, Tomographic reconstruction from arbitrary directions using ridge functions, Inverse Problems 14 (1998), 635-645.

[17] S.Ya.Khavinson, Best approximation by linear superpositions (approximate nomography), Translated from the Russian manuscript by D. Khavinson. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, 159. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1997, 175 pp. [18] A. Kroó, On approximation by ridge functions, Constr. Approx. 13 (1997), 447-460.

[19] V. Ya Lin, A. Pinkus, Fundamentality of ridge functions, J. Approx. Theory 75 (1993), 295-311.

[20] M. Leshno, V. Ya. Lin, A. Pinkus and S. Schocken, Multilayer feedforward networks with a non-polynomial activation function can approximate any function, Neural Networks 6 (1993), 861-867.

[21] B. F. Logan and L. A. Shepp, Optimal reconstruction of a function from its projections, Duke Math. J. 42 (1975), 645-659.

[22] V. Maiorov and A. Pinkus, Lower bounds for approximation by MLP neural networks, Neurocomputing 25 (1999), 81-91.

[23] V. E. Maiorov, On best approximation by ridge functions, J. Approx. Theory 99 (1999), 68-94.

[24] D. E. Marshall and A. G. O’Farrell, Approximation by a sum of two algebras. The lightning bolt principle, J. Funct. Anal. 52 (1983), 353-368.

[25] P. P. Petrushev, Approximation by ridge functions and neural networks, SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 30 (1998), 155-189.

[26] A. Pinkus, Approximation theory of the MLP model in neural networks, Acta Numerica 8 (1999), 143-195.

[27] A. Pinkus, Approximating by ridge functions, in: Surface Fitting and Multiresolution Methods, (A.Le Méhauté, C.Rabut and L.L.Schumaker, eds), Vanderbilt Univ. Press (Nashville), 1997, 279-292.

[28] A. Pinkus, Ridge Functions, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 205. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2015, 218 pp.

[29] W. Rudin, Functional analysis, McGraw-Hill Series in Higher Mathematics. McGraw- Hill Book Co., 1973, 397 pp.

[30] M. Sanguineti, Universal approximation by ridge computational models and neural networks: a survey, Open Appl. Math. J. 2 (2008), 31–58.

[31] L. A. Shepp, J. B. Kruskal, Computerized Tomography: The New Medical X-Ray Technology. Amer. Math. Monthly 85 (1978), 420–439.

[32] M. Stinchcombe and H. White, Approximating and learning unknown mappings using multilayer feedforward networks with bounded weights, in Proceedings of the IEEE 1990 International Joint Conference on Neural Networks, 1990, Vol. 3, IEEE, New York, 7-16.

[33] T.F. Xie, F.L. Cao, The ridge function representation of polynomials and an application to neural networks, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 27 (2011), 2169–2176.