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ASYMPTOTIC HYPERFUNCTIONS, TEMPERED HYPERFUNCTIONS,
AND ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS

ANDREAS U. SCHMIDT

ABSTRACT. We introduce new subclasses of Fourier hyperfunctions igédn
type, satisfying polynomial growth conditions at infiniagnd develop their sheaf
and duality theory. We use Fourier transformation and tu#di examine rela-
tions of theseasymptoticandtemperechyperfunctions to known classes of test
functions and distributions, especially the Gelfand-@hbpaces. Further it is
shown that theasymptotichyperfunctions, which decay faster than any nega-
tive power, are precisely the class that allow asymptotjgaasions at infinity.
These asymptotic expansions are carried over to the hidjhensional case by
applying theRadon transformatiofor hyperfunctions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the advent of Sato’s hyperfunctionsi[49] 50], and thieoduction of
Fourier hyperfunctions by Kawal [80], the research field gpérfunctions has
become grossly diversified. Main branches are the algaabic [29] and the
functional analytic approach to the subject. Within théelatin which the present
study takes its place, a large number of special classespafrfunctions has been
considered, cf. the introductions 6f[22] 23] 48]. The cargion of two new sub-
classes of Fourier hyperfunctions in this article is drilsgntwo motives: Firstly,
their relation to known classes of distributions and hypecfions, and, secondly
yet not less, their intended application. The two classdsmperedespectively
asymptotichyperfunctions that we consider, satisfy two extreme cag@slyno-
mial bounds at infinity. The latter fall off faster than anywm, while the former
are allowed to grow as an arbitrary finite power. With resgedhe first motive
above, we show that tempered and asymptotic hyperfuncfiomgo and extend
the scheme of generalized functions introduced by Gelfart @hilov [15]. In
this way, we gain insight in the operations of duality and feutransform on
our and several other spaces of test and generalized foaciaralleling earlier
studies [[56/_117,_43]. The second motive has two roots: Théicapion of hy-
perfunctions in theoretical physics, and the more generdlcassical subject of
asymptotic expansions_[64,163,142]. To the first, there isng lstanding view that
in a fundamental formulation of quantum field theory, the meatatical problems
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of QFT can bee seen as a problem of the choice of the ‘rightsotd generalized
functions for the representation of quantum fields [65] 28445952, 51, 57, $8].
Among other developments, this has led to formulations of @Rerms of ultra-

distributions 819 417] and finally hyperfunctioris [35, &5],[38,39/ 4/ 5]. Fur-
thermore, there are results which relate these problentsegpecially the most
difficult subject of renormalization_[60], to asymptoticpansions|[2, /3, 62]. Also,
infrared divergences show a connection to thesk [54]. Titogether inspired our
interest in the possibility of asymptotic expansions fowdéable class of hyper-
functions, and we are able to show that our asymptotic hypetions are well
suited in this respect.

This article contains some of the essential part§ df [53jaoti®ndB anfl4, and
is organized as follows:

In Section(® we establish the sheaf theory of tempered anusyic hyper-
functions of general type with values in a Fréchet space bydifality method.
The strategy follows coarsely the proceedinglof [22] andsumethods and argu-
ments from other sources, seeg, [40,/46], which are almost classical. Therefore,
to omit superfluous repetitions and in order to clarify time [of argument, we state
only the core results, postponing all proofs to Apperidix Afuither generaliza-
tion to tempered and asymptotic hyperfunctions with valmea general Hilbert
space as ir_ 23] seems possible, but we do not undertake this.

It should be noted at this point that in the one-dimensioraak¢the sheaf the-
ory for tempered and asymptotic hyperfunctions can be littin relatively el-
ementary complex-analytic methods, as in the case of andihgperfunctions,
see[[26/_33]. In essence, this amounts to analogies of Ruagproximation theo-
rem and Mittag—Leffler's theorem with polynomial growth ditions. This is done
in [53], where polynomial bounds at infinity for hyperfurastis in one dimension
are established. For the duality theory of these hyperiometin one dimension, it
is useful to follow the spirit of the famous Phragmén—Liride?rinciple, to obtain
polynomial bounds on integrals along a contour around ammwmied domain in
C from bounds in the interior. This result of separate inteigesontained in[[55].

SectiorB explores the functional analytic structure ofheces of tempered and
asymptotic hyperfunctions. To that end, we combine dusditest function spaces
with behavior under Fourier transformation. We are ablehtmsthe identity of
tempered hyperfunctions to the dual of the Gelfand—SHipace.7*, see [15].
This way, we extend the Gelfand—Shilov-Scheme of test foncind distribution
spaces by hyperfunctions with polynomial growth condision

Sectiorl % contains an application of asymptotic hyperfonstwhich we regard
as essential. We use them to extend the asymptotic expansfodistributions
exhibited in [12]1B] to hyperfunctions, cf. also the rethtesults for ultradistri-
butions in [7]. It turns out that the asymptotic ones are theiral objects in the
category of hyperfunctions for such expansions. We stamiploring the one-
dimensional case. Generalization to higher dimensionddciivially be done
using cartesian products, but we prefer a more symmetricoapp which uses
the Radon transformation for hyperfunctions described bypdko and Takiguchi
in [24].

Finally, the Appendix contains the proofs of the statemenfectior2.
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2. HYPERFUNCTIONS BY THEDUALITY METHOD

At the heart of the duality method lies a general theorem erettistence and
unigueness of a flabby sheaf of Fréchet spaces under quitecmaditions which
are streamlined for the use with duals of appropriate testtion spaces. It first
appeared in[[25] and was further generalized.in [22]. We uskgatly weaker
statement, which is sufficient for our needs.

Theorem 2.1(Shapira—Junker—Ito[_I22, Theorem 1.2.1Tpke X to be a locally
compacto-compact topological space satisfying the second axiorowfitability.
Assume there is a collectidri } of Fréchet spaces labeled by the compact subsets
K of X such that 5 = 0 and for any two compactaKK, C X holds:

i) If K1 C Ky, then exists a continuous injectioq k, : Fx, — Fk,-
i) If K1 C Ky is such that every connected componentohikersects K, then
ik, .k, has dense image.
iil) The sequence of Fréchet spaces

A
0 —— FKlsz _— FKl@FKz —_— FK;LUKZ _— 0,

with A @ (ug,uz) — Ug — Uy, is an exact topological sequence.
iv) Fore every at most countable fami{¥;} of compacta in X holds =
Ni Fx;» where K= N K.
Then, there exists exactly one flabby sh&abn X withl'k (X,.%) = F« for every
compact set K in X.

In practice, the spacds will be spaces of locally analytic functionals on real
subsets ofC". To obtain all types of Fourier hyperfunctions, the basecspais
set out as a combination &" and two types of radial compactifications®f: As
usual we denote bP", n € N, the radial compactification d&" in the sense of
Kawai, seeg.g, [26]. To denote the base spaces on which germs of holonorphi
functions respectively hyperfunctions of arbitrary mixgge live, we use triple
indices of nonnegative integers= (n;,ny,ng), n € I. Here, we denote by the
subset oh € N2 such thatn| £ ny 4 ny+ns # 0. With this, we seQ"='C™ x (D +
iR)™ x (D x iD)™, for n € I. Here, the real subspafd £R™ x (D)™ x (DY)
is conceived as a compact subseQdf We will later introduce separate symbols
for the common special cases of indicesorresponding to ordinary, Fourier-,
modified, and mixed type hyperfunctions. The reader will firgsy to reconstruct
the notation of[[22, Section 2.1] from ours. We set (Z,Z/,Z") for ze CI", with

Z, = (217 cee 7Z|’11)| ZN = (Z|’11+17 cee 7Z|"Il+|’12)v Zi/ = (Z|’11+|’12+17 cee JZ‘I’]‘)' For anySC Qn
we write Som for SNCI". We denote byJ the closure ofJ in Q" and byK® the
interior ofK.

Definition 2.2. For an open sdt) C Q" let 7,,(U) (resp. &_.,(U)) be the space
of all holomorphic functions onUg, such that for any compact s€tC U there
exists ay € R (resp. for ally € R) and

sup|f(2)(1+|Z'|+[Z2"|) Y| <

Keinl

holds. Thesheaves’ ,, of germs of temperedrespectivelyasymptotic holomor-
phic functions are the sheafifications of the pre-sheaves generated by dbessp
0. .(U) of local sections.
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Next we introduce topologies on the spaces of local sections

Definition 2.3. Let K ¢ Q" be compact antd C Q" be open. Fome Z and a
compact seK C Q" we set

[IFllmk = sup| F @)L+ |2+ [2"]) ™|,

cinl

whenever this makes sense for a functionWe denote bﬁi(K) the space of
holomorphic functionsf on Kz ,, which are continuous oK, and such that
Wm’K < o holds. Choose a fundamental syst¢kf,} of neighborhoods oK
with Vin+1 € Vin and a sequencfl,,} of compacta which exhaudts. We set

On(K) Zlim & (V). 0 o(U)EIm &” (L),
ﬁw(u)d:erlleﬁw(Lm)v ﬁ—w(K)d:ef”Ln)ﬁ—oo(Vm)?
thereby introducing locally convex topologies on thesecspa

Proposition 2.4. The space# . ,,(K) are DFS-spaces and . ,(U) are FS-spaces.
All these spaces are nuclear.

The sheaves of germs of temperedespectively asymptotic real analytic
functions are defined by?. ., = & .,|pn. The spaces of section®, ., (K) of 2.,
on a compact s C D" are the DFS-spaceg,,,(K). The spaces of local sec-
tions of the sheave§, ,, and &7, exhibit the usual tensor product decomposition

property:
Proposition 2.5. For compact sets K- Q" and Lc Q™, we have the following
topological isomorphisms:
) Oro(UxV)=0,,(U)® O..(V),UCQ",VC Q™ open.

i) OLw(KxL)=0,,(K)® 0,.(L), KCQ", Lc Q™ compact.

i) P, (KxL)= 2,  (K)®P,.,(L),KcD" LcD™compact.

V) Po(Q2) 2 o (R™) © P4 (DO2),
wheres/ (R") denotes the space of ordinary real analytic functiong®n

By duality, one could derive Schwartz-type kernel theordarsthe tempered

and asymptotic hyperfunctions to be defined below from tlwalproposition, as

in [22, Section 3.1] or[]6], but we will be content with leagirthis issue on the
level of test functions.

Theorem 2.6. For every compact set K D" holdsHg (D"; #2_.,) = 0.

This theorem is the basis for the localization of hyperfiord. Namely, by
considering the long exact sequence of cohomology groups

00— P, (KiUK2) — P, (K1) & P, (K2) — P, (KiNKp)
— H]K;LUKz(]Dn; ‘@:I:OO) —

for two compact set&;, K, C D", we immediately derive from it the following
important conclusion, which is dual to condition iii) of Térem[Z1.:

Corollary 2.7. The following sequence is exact:
0— Z,,(KiUKy) — Z. (K1) ® P10 (K2) — P (KiNKz) — 0.

The last main ingredient is an approximation theorem of Rugpe.
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Theorem 2.8. #,,(D") is dense inZ,,(K) for K c D" compact.

Now let E be any Fréchet space. For an openlset Q" we call the spaces
" o(U;E)EL(0 ., (U);E) of all continuous linear mappings froi, ., (U) into
E the asymptotic respectivelytempered analytic functionals onU with values
in E. Similarly, we define?’.,(K;E) £'L(0..,(K);E) respectively?’, . (K;E) £
L(0,(K);E) for K C Q" respectivelyk c D" compact. All these spaces are
endowed with the topology of convergence on compact sub3éten, by virtue

of [61, Proposition 50.5], see also |41, proof of Theorenj, e have:

Proposition 2.9. For any Fréchet space E holds:
) 0.(U;E) =0, (U)®E, forU c Q" open.
i) 0'(K;E) 2 0", (K)® E, for K c Q" compact.
i) P, (KE)= 2. ,(K)®E, for Kc D" compact.

We say that a compact s€tc U ¢ Q" is acarrier for a sectiorF € &', ,(U;E)
if F can be extended to an element@f,, (K;E). The functionalF is said to be
carried by an open subsétin U if it is carried by some compact subset\of If
a compact se in U c D" has the Runge property, and thgs,,(U) is dense in
2., .,(K) by Theorenl 218, theF is carried byK if and only if it is carried by all
open neighborhoods & inU.

By using the dual of the exact sequence of Corollary 2.7, anidduction, we
easily see thaf), 7., (Ki;E) = 2. .(NiKi; E) for every countable family{K;}
of compacta inD". Then, Zorn’s Lemma implies that for every functiorfale
P! (D" E) with F # 0, we can find a smallest compact gein D" which is
a carrier forF. We callK the support of F and denote it by sugdp), cf. [22,
Theorems 2.3.4 and 2.3.5]. Then, the ident#,,(Ki;E) = {F € £/ ,(D";E) |
supF) C K} easily follows.

With these preparations, we are ready to define the sheavesnpered and
asymptotic hyperfunctions of general type with values in a Féchet spaceE.
Namely, the mappin&k — 27/, (K;E), which assigns a Fréchet space to every
compact seK c D", satisfies all conditions of the Shapira—Junker—Ito-Tagor
27, cf. [22, proof of Theorem 2.4.1]. Thus we have:

Theorem 2.10. There exists exactly one flabby shé#, ., such that for every
compact set K- D" holdslk (D", E2.,) = L (K;E).

There is a natural embedding of flabby sheaves
2 . —F2,-F2

of asymptotic into tempered into ordinary Fourier hypections onD", induced
by the continuous inclusions of the respective test funstigpaces.

3. THE STRUCTURE OFTEMPERED ANDASYMPTOTIC HYPERFUNCTIONS

In this section, we specialize to the case of scalar-valueohodified, tempered
and asymptotic hyperfunctionise., we considet2. ,, = €2, , onD" =D
Q"= Q"9 The following theorem establishes the orthantic boundahye rep-
resentation for global sections of these sheaves|_cf. [24].8We do not go into
developing a duality theory for local sections, resembiaincare—Serre duality
for cohomology groups, but rather present duality theordmclvrelates globally
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defined tempered and asymptotic hyperfunctions to boundines of holomor-
phic functions with the same growth or decay behavior.

Theorem 3.1. There is a linear, topological isomorphism
n
2.(D") 2 O, (WHD") | 5 O (WHD"),
=1

for every open, cylindrical neighborhood WoF in Q".

Here, folW =W x ... x W, and a compact, cylindrical subdet= Ky x ... x Ky
of W we define

WHK Z (W \ K1) X -+ % (Wh\ Kn)
and

WK = (WE\ Kp) - Wi x (Wh \ Kp).

~—

omitted
We will not give a detailed proof of this theorem, since thisemg ones for Fourier
hyperfunctions can be literally applied in our case, geg, the clear exposition
in [4, Part C]. Let us nevertheless comment on the essemiaig For an equiva-
lence classF] in one of the quotients defined above and a funcfien #_,,(D")
one defines an inner product

<[F]’f>:_/'"/F(Zla-'->Zn)f(zl,---,zn)d21"-d2n,

M Mn

where the integration plarffe=TI1 x ... x ', has to be chosen to lie in the common
domain of holomorphy oF andf. Since it is of the form of a cartesian product,
Cauchy’s Theorem ensures independence of the bilineardbthe special choice
of I'. One easily sees that the linear functiofigi = ([F],-) is continuous. That
the mappind= — T is injective is essentially an application of Cauchy’s gra
formula, but with an exponentially decaying kernel. Thisried

n_1 e @-w?
) 2 [ o S
2(W) il:lZm Z— W

is also used to show surjectivity df by evaluating it on a given functiondl
2,,(D"). The functionT (h,) is in &, (W#D"), sinceh preserves the present
asymptotic resp. tempered growth condition as can easilyebiéied by explicit
estimation, se€ [53], and definéwia Tyr(n,); = T and accordinglyT (h;) is called
adefining function for the hyperfunctior .

The setW#D" decomposes into"Zonnected components labeled by the signs
o = (01,...,0y) of the imaginary parts of the componertis, ..., z,) of the co-
ordinatez. By this decomposition, every tempered or asymptotic Hyoetion
possesses th@thantic boundary value representation

f(x) = ZFU(eriFgO), Fo(2) € O, (D" +il 50),

wherel ;£ {x € R"| 0 -x > 0} is the o-th orthant and F, is holomorphic on
aninfinitesimal wedge of typeD" +il ;0, seel[25, Page 82]. Contact with rep-
resentations by boundary values from other infinitesimalges can be made by
convolution of a hyperfunctiord € 2, ,(D") with the exponentially decreasing
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Radon decomposition kerneW, (x, w), w € S'~1, which preserves the polynomial
growth conditions onf, see [[2F, Appendix]. Consistency of all such representa-
tions is assured bWartineau’s edge of the wedge theorem with polynomial
decay conditions which we may cite now in a form suitable for tempered and
asymptotic hyperfunctions:

Theorem ([24, Theorem A.6]) Let f(x) be a Fourier hyperfunction with a set
of defining functiongFj(z) € ﬁiw(]]])”+irj0)}'j\‘:1. Assume £=0in 2,.,(D").
Then for any choice of proper sub—corié‘jS@ I"j there exist wedge-analytic func-
tions Fx € 0,,,(D" +i("; +)0) such that

Fik = —Fj, Fj(2) Z Fik(z

on an infinitesimal wedge of tyfig" + il ;0.

The Fourier transformatio# on 2., (D"), seel[26, Chapter 7], can be defined
as usual by taking the boundary value of the Fourier—Laplaeasformation of
a single boundary value and extending linearly to the forsuahs representing
f € 2,,(D"). Itis consistent with the embedding, ,(D") — 2(D") (since the
boundary value representations are), and the Fouriersioreformula holds.

We first consider the Fourier transform of the spage,(D") of asymptotic
real analytic functions, which is the test function spacefD"). As one would
expect,.7 Z_(D") is a space of exponentially decreasid@-functions. Closer

examination shows that it is one of the spacfé§ introduced by Gelfand and
Shilov. We give an equivalent definition of it:

Definition 3.2 ([15, Chapter IV, §3]) We set
S (RN { f € C*(RM)

35 > 0,Va : sup|DY f (x)|e®™ < oo}.
X

The topology of; (R") is that of an inductive limit
SR = lim .71 A(R"),
A—

of countably normed spaces, whe?gA(]R{”) is the space of all infinitely differen-
tiable functionsf for which all the norms

1.5, mp"—ef sup DY f(x)[e™ AP K,
xlal<p
are finite, wheren=eA, andp=2,3,....

Theorem 3.3. The Fourier transformationZ : &2_,,(D") — .#;(R") induces a
linear topological isomorphism.

Proof. We choose an equivalent representation of the spéacg(D") as an induc-
tive limit of countably normed spaces:

—— def — _

@,W(D“)g@ﬁ?m(uzm),withﬁ (Om) mﬁ

Here we use the spemal systéip = D" +i{|Imz < 1/m} of neighborhoods of
D". Now let f € ﬁ,m(Um) foranme N. Sincef is an asymptotic function on the
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whole domairU:an we can use Cauchy’s Theorem and dominated convergence to
calculate its Fourier transforrh by shifting the integration plane as follows:

DIf(E)= [ (-ie iz
z=R"+iy
with arbitraryly| < 1/m. Choosingz=xFi/mfor & = 0, we estimate

DEFEN < 11 s | f, & e M )i
<Cp-||f ”—|a|—n—l,U:m g l&l/m

with certainC, > 0. This shows thaf is an exponentially decreasi@y’-function,
i.e, an element o7} (R"). Thus, for the nornﬂ-||yl;m’p on.] A(R") with A=m/e
we have

If]

<C-|f|_ _.S?pe—lé/me(l—pl)lé/m

Zm,p p—n—1,Un

SCTI g, supe VM <C T

p—n—10m p—n-10n’

and similarly for everym’ > m, which shows continuity of# with respect to the
inductive limit topologies of7_,,(D") and.#;(R"). Then, by the classical Fourier
inversion formula,# is a continuous linear bijection and the continuity. &t 1
follows similarly as above. O

Since the Fourier transformation acts on the Gelfand—8{8leaces by exchang-
ing the indices, we can immediately plagé . (D") itself into theyf—scheme.
Tempered hyperfunctions also find their place, sife, (D") are their test func-
tions:

Corollary 3.4. The spaceZ_,(D") is topologically isomorphic to the function
space.*(R") and 2,,(D") is topologically isomorphic to the space’V(R").
The Fourier transformation induces a mappitg: 2,,(D") — ./ (R"), which
is a linear, topological isomorphism.

Modeled after the scheme exhibited above, we can now exathen€&ourier
transform of asymptotic hyperfunctions. It is by now clebatt# 2 _(D") is
a space of smooth functions. They exhibit the infra-exptakgrowth property
which is typical for Fourier transforms of Fourier hyperétions.

Definition 3.5. We denote byC”*(R") the space ofnfra-exponential, smooth

functions. These are afl € C*(R") such that: For alk € N ande > 0 exists a

constanCy ¢ > 0 with

2% f(x)
ox

for all multi-indicesa € N" with |a| < k. We equipC®*(R") with the topology of

a countably normed space induced by the norms

R
< Ck,£e£| eZ|>

[ fllgormp= sup |Dg f(x)|e” /™
T xlal<p

for all p, me N, and conside€**(R") to be completed in this topology.
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We note aside that with this topologg™* is isomorphic to the test function
space which was denoted B in [12].

Theorem 3.6. The Fourier transformationZ : 2_,,(D") — C™*(R") induces a
linear topological isomorphism.

Proof. Since.# extends to linearly to sums of boundary values, it suffices to
consider an asymptotic hyperfunctidnrepresented by a single boundary value
f(x) = F(Xx+ilz0) from an orthant” ;. So, letW be an infinitesimal wedge of
typeD" +il ;0 andF (x+iy) € 0_,(W) be a defining function fof. Then, for ev-

ery compact sdt C R" such thak = D" +iL is compact ilW, holds the estimate:

~

Dz £(§) =

/ (—iz)%e % F(2)dz
Imz=y

(f)

< IFIl-jaj—n-1k

with arbitraryy € L. This shows# f € C**(R") sincel|y| can be made arbitrar-
ily small, leaving the integral unchanged by Cauchy’s Tkear On the other
hand, letG(&) € C**(R") be such that all derivatives & decrease exponentially
outside the closed coné,, which can be achieved by eventually decomposing
the original function utilizing exponentially decreasinwltipliers. Then, the in-
verse Fourier transfors = .7 ~1G is a boundary valu&(z) € 6*(D"+il ;0)
and thus a Fourier hyperfunction, df. |26, Proposition3.3lt is an easy calcula-
tion to showG(z) = O(|Rez| ) locally uniformly in Imz This showsZ ~1G e
2_,(D"). The inversion formula for Fourier hyperfunctions, se€l, [ZBeorem
8.3.4], thus implies tha# is a linear bijection from2__,(D") ontoC™*(R") with
inverse.Z L. It remains to show continuity. If we choose a special extiags
sequence of compactK; = D" +iL;};en for W, such that some points of the
cylindrical surface{|Imz = |y| = 1/} are contained ifK;cn, then we can makg

in estimate|[{jf) small enough to conclude

DE (&) <C-IIF | n_1x, - €/,

)

/ e XEQE (14 [x) " Lok
Rn

This yields

-~ -1
Il mp = CIF |- pn-as supe <y

for all j > m, showing continuity of# in the topologies of2_.,(D") andC**(R").
O

Again, we can immediately draw the following conclusion:

Corollary 3.7. The Fourier transformation : Z,,(D") — C**(R") induces a
linear topological isomorphism.

The test function spacﬁo‘,3 for a, B > 1, are ordered in the Gelfand—Shilov
scheme according to two characteristics: Growth orderfrotbed by the lower
index a, which ranges from exponential decay for= 1 to rapid (asymptotic in
our terminology) decay foo = . And regularity, which is that of real analytic
functions in strip-like neighborhoods of the real axis o 1, i.e., the typical
regularity of test function spaces of Fourier hyperfunasioand on the other hand
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- 2 (e@*) 2 D 2

» @F/ Coo*/ y/ y{
5
=]
g’ - C® S 5 C™*
7}

- 7 Sty Sep P (2)

F
TN 0, 7 o, o
1 1 1 1
Growth

FIGURE. A diagram of generalized functions.

simple C*-functions for 3 = « (of course satisfying the growth conditions de-
manded bya to all derivatives). Note thag.g, the Schwartz-Spac¢’ is nothing
but.72, and it is long known, se€[35, Proposition 2.1], t4t(R") is exactly the
spaceZ, (D") of exponentially decaying, real analytic test functionsos dual

is the space2(D") of Fourier hyperfunctions.

We can use our two Paley—-Wiener-Type TheorEmis 3.8and 3.#haindorollar-
ies to extend this scheme largely to include asymptoticptged and Fourier hy-
perfunctions. The result is shown in the figure above. On thaate are marked
four types of growth conditions: Exponential decay, asyotipti.e., rapid decay,
tempered growth and infra-exponential growth, symbolizethat order byo,,
0_., U, 0. Here, the use of the symbol for holomorphic functions igijus
fied by the embedding of the various spaces into spaces offygéons with the
namely growth conditions,e., the existence of representations by boundary values
of holomorphic functions exhibiting these conditions. Thgularities marked on
the abscissa arg” for functions which are real analytic in strip-neighbortep
C® for smooth functionsZ"™ for distributions of finite order, and? for hyper-
functions.

In the lower left corner of the figure we find the part of the @etf—Shilov-
Scheme which has been described above. The Fourier traratfon is a sym-
metry of the diagram which operates by reflection on the diafjd.e., exchang-
ing growth conditions with singularity. The remarkable tfabout the diagram
is that it incorporates a second symmetry operating by pafiection on the
center, namely duality. The combination of these two symies@llowed us to



ASYMPTOTIC HYPERFUNCTIONS 11

draw the cross-conclusions of the above corollaries frarctrresponding Paley—
Wiener-Theorems. The self-dubf in the middle is closed under Fourier trans-
formation. It forms Gelfand-Triplets together with pairs ather spacese.g,
(P_o(D"),L2(R"), 2,,(D").

We note that similar configurations of generalized fundajonhich would fur-
ther enhance our figure, have already been considered bgtigeba Silva in[[55],
Hasumi in [17] and Park and Morimoto iiJ43]. They considethd so-called
Fourier ultra-hyperfunctions % which are the elements of the dual space of the
space$) of entire functions of rapid decay. Via Fourier transforimat § corre-
sponds to a spadé of smooth functions which decay faster thart'& for every
y > 0, and% corresponds to the spad& of distributions of exponential growth.

Note. Our definition oftemperechyperfunctions2,,(D") contains an inherent am-
biguity: One has to make the choice whether the boundaryeva( +ir0) €
2,(D") will have fixed growth order, sa@(xV), asy € I' tends to zero or if this
growth order may vary. With our definitions, the latter is taese, for it is imme-
diate from Definitior 213 thaft (x+iy) is of a fixed growth order ix only locally
uniformlyin y € W, W an infinitesimal wedge of typE. This behavior conforms
with that of boundary value representations of temperetfiloligions in.’. As
one would expect, we find:

Remark 3.8. There is a continuous embedding_,,(D") — . (R") of test func-
tion spaces, as a consequence of Cauchy’s estimates.

The above mentioned ambiguity also appears in the casepufnentially de-
creasing hyperfunctionscf. [26, Note 8.3, p. 411], which explains the paren-
theses around?, and & in the figure above: In duality to the space of infra-
exponential analytic functions” is the relative cohomology groupR(Q"; 0,)
which consists of boundary values with an exponential detagfinity that may
vary with Im(z). This was the original definition of the spacg,(D") of ex-
ponentially decreasing hyperfunctions. In contrast, ttaiobthe Fourier trans-
form of &2 Kaneko defined in[[27] exponentially decreasing hyperfionst as

2,.([D") = U£>0e*5‘/m,@(]]]>”), which consists of boundary values @fnstant
exponential decay in 1(z). Note also that this ambiguity does not appear for as-
ymptotic hyperfunctions, since obviously their definingndétions remain asymp-
totic when approaching the real axis.

There is a natural relation between tempered hyperfursmd tempered dis-
tributions: The embedding of the corresponding test famcsipaces? ,(D") —
< (R") remarked above has dense imége [61, Theorem 15.5] , andytfdusabity
yields the following result:

Remark 3.9. The space”’(R") is continuously embedded int@,,(D").

The question comes up naturally, which space of distribstig in the equiva-
lent relation to asymptotic hyperfunctions. The distribng 7 were introduced
in [16] and used by Estrada, Kanwet al. in [L1] for distributional asymptotic
expansions. It will turn out that they are related to asyriptoyperfunctions of
modified type. We define#” and recall some of its properties from[11] ahdl[13].

Definition and Remark 3.10. Denote fory € R by 7| (R) the space of allp €
C*(R), for which ¥ = O(|x|¥~¥) holds for|x| — e and everk € N. ., becomes
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a locally convex space equipped with the system
10l ky Esup|(1+Xx)< YoM (x)
xeK

of seminorms foK C R compact. Thew?|(R) — .7, (R) for y < y’, and we de-

fine¢/”i/(R)d:efIi£1>Hoo J,(R). The function algebraz” is normal, i.e,, .’ is dense

in ', and.# (R) is a nuclear space. We set’(R")<.7" (R)™".

To this point, we have treated normal and modified Fourierehiymctions in
a~unified manner as far as rggards notation. From now, we @sshbrthand
2 .DMNE2_ (DO andz, (D" L 2, (DOOM) for the modified type.

Proposition 3.11. There is a continuous embeddir:@;(]]])“) — 2 (R") which
induces the embedding” (R") — 2_,,(D").

Proof. We need only consider the care= 1 due to the tensor product decom-
position property fo@_w(D”), see Proposition 2.5, and the corresponding prop-
erty of Z'(R"). If f e %(D) then f € ﬁi(ﬁ) for somem e N and a neigh-
borhoodV ¢ Q%Y of D%V Without loss of generality, we can assume that
Ve ={ze C||Imz < &(1+|Rez|)}. Under this conditions, it follows from ele-
mentary properties of holomorphic functions on wedge-sbagiomains, seé |42,
Chapter 1, Theorem 4.2], thé € &>, (U) for every neighborhootd of DY
which is relatively compact iW'. This showsf € % (D) for everyy > mand thus

%(D”) C  (R). The inclusion is continuous, since the topology éf(R) is

weaker than that of”Z,, (D), which in turn is a consequence of Cauchy’s estimates.
It is also finer by definition, and the inclusion has dense mnag O

The counterexamplg™e€? shows that the conclusion of the proposition does not
hold for asymptotic hyperfunctions of ordinary type.

To conclude this section, we provestuctural theoremas it is traditionally
called in the theory of generalized functions, for the asytip and tempered hy-
perfunctionsj.e., that every asymptotic (tempered) hyperfunction can bdessd
by applying a certain differential operator to a continuéwsction with the same
asymptotic decay (tempered growth). Of course, a geneperfiynction cannot
be yielded through a differential operator of finite ordeheTright notion in this
case is that of &écal (pseudo-)differential operator. By this we mean an infinite
order differential operata¥(D) with constant coefficients

gm g%

J(D) =y baDf with Df =~ T
1

ai>0

such that the coefficients satisfy the estimate

im 'YJbglal =0.

|a|—e
Those operators get their name from their property of pwasgrthe supports
of hyperfunctions, thus inducing endomorphisms of the sk2aand as well of
2. .. More precisely we have by combining TheordmsH.10, 3.6 CGordllary[3.3
with [26, Proposition 8.4.8]:
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Corollary 3.12. Every local operator D) with constant coefficients induces an
endomorphism of sheaf®_ ,(R") — 2, ,(R"), i.e., J preserves supports, and
the formula

FAD)F)(E) =I(E) - (F 1))
holds for fe 2,,(R"), where in particular J¢) is an infra-exponential, entire
function.

Theorem 3.13.Every fe 2 ,(R") can be represented agD) fo(x), where JD)
is a local differential operator andpfe C(R") is of asymptotic decay, i.e.(¥) =
O(|x~™) if f € 2_,(R") and $ is of tempered growth, i.e.,(X) = O(|x"), for
somere R, if f € 2,(R").

The proof goes coarsely as follows: Multiply the Fouriensfrm of the given
hyperfunction with an entire function which is then taketéathe reciprocal of the
Fourier transform of a local operator, which in turn is nothbut a multiplication
operator with an entire function. This function can be clnasedecay fast enough
to ensure that its inverse Fourier transform is continuauthe real axis. To ensure
the existence of these multipliers, we need two basic lemmat

Lemma 3.14([Z6, Proposition 8.1.6]) Let ¢(t) be a positive, monotonously in-
creasing function on the half-axist 1 with @(t) > 1 andlim;_,. ¢(t) = . Then

the infinite product
[ ZZ >
J({) = 1+————=,
(@) ﬂ( ko

with 2 d:Efle + ...+ {2, is an infra-exponential, entire function which fulfillseth
lower estimate 7

J({)| > Cex <07>

POI=Cexpl gz
for |Im| < max{(1/v/3)|Rel|,1} and constants C, & 0.

Lemma 3.15([26], Lemma 8.1.7) Let{ f(t) }keny @ Sequence of positive, continu-
ous functions on the half-axist 0 that have infra-exponential growth. Then exists
a functiong(t) as in the assumption of Lemia3.14, and constag®&iCh that

t
fi(t) <G —
0 =5 )
holds for t> 0.

Proof of Theoreriz3:13We first consider the cadec 2 (R"). By decomposing

f linearly into components decreasing exponentially oetsitosen cones, we can
assume that the Fourier transform bftan be represented as a single boundary
value f(&) = F(£ +ir0), and such that the holomorphic functiéhe ¢*(W)

on an infinitesimal wedg®/ of type D" +il" is exponentially decreasing outside
another closed cong®. Let {K;};cn be an exhausting sequence of compact sets
in Q" for W. Then, every one of the functiotg = sup, ., |F (¢ +in)| is infra-
exponential and we can apply the two cited Lemmata to coedlat there exists

a positive, infra-exponential, entire functid({) and constant$C; } < such that
IFj(& +in)| <Cj|3(& +in)| holds forn € K;. By Theoren3BF (&) is aC™-
function on the real axis. Consider the function

co - FO
O S
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which is for Im{ = n andn € W absolutely integrable i§ = Re{ and its restric-
tion to the real axis i€”. Thus the inverse Fourier transforml%,fare vAveII—defined

in the sense of Fourier hyperfunctions as a boundary V&jue.# ~1Fk, on an in-
finitesimal wedge of typ®" +iA0 which is furthermore exponentially decreasing
outside—l’?. Now, Fy can be extended to a continuous function on the real axis,
which can be shown to be of asymptotic decay, since it is therge Fourier trans-
form of a smooth function. Se(x) = Fy(x), then Corollar{-3TI2 shows the claim.
The casdf € 2,,(R") follows by similar reasoning, except for the following mod-
ification: The Fourier transforn# f becomes a distribution of finite order in this
case and one can apply the well-known structural theoreriése, sees.g, [61],

to represent it as a finite order differential operator aguptio a continuous func-
tion. After dividing byJ()(1+ {?)" and inverse Fourier transformation one can
conclude thatfy becomes a continuous function with a certain polynomiial,
tempered, growth. O

4. ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS

4.1. One-Dimensional Asymptotic Expansions.We are now ready to generalize
the moment asymptotic expansions of distributions [12,t@é3he case of asymp-
totic hyperfunctions. We start with the one-dimensionaeca

Definition 4.1. For any asymptotic hyperfunctioh onD and every numben =
0,1,..., we define its-th moment by

u”(f)d:e'/ X" f(x)dx

D

(and writeu" for short if there is no danger of confusion). The space
Q[N](]D))d:ef{f c2_.,(D) ‘ u(f) =0, n:o,...,N—l}

is called theremainder space of orderN.

Here, the integral over an asymptotic hyperfunction is @efias usual by the
integral over a defining function. It is now an easy task towstioe validity of
asymptotic expansions for hyperfunctionsion

Theorem 4.2. Themoment asymptotic expansion
fx) =S{(x) mod2y, (D),
with theasymptotic sum of ordeN, given by

N (_1\n
002 5 SR8,

holds for any fe 2_ (D).

Proof. We have to show that the remainder of tieth order expansion is in the
remainder space of the same order:

R = () — S'(x) € 2y (D),

for everyN € N. The partial sun} is trivially a hyperfunction with support in
the origin. Since the exponentially decaying Cauchy—Hilkernelh, of the last
section induces a continuous embedding&fR) into 2__, (D), we can regard
SY as an asymptotic hyperfunction. Thus the differeffe= f — S} is again
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asymptotic and?'f\' € Q[NH] (D) follows immediately from the definition of the
remainder. OJ

In applications of asymptotic expansions, as well as foretigansions of dis-
tributions as in[[12[ 13, 11], it is useful to state the expamsn the so-called
parametric formi.e., in application to a test function with scaled argument. We
start with a technical lemma:

Lemma 4.3. For any continuous seminorfii|| on Z,,(R) and every functiomp €
Z,(R) with ¢™(0) =0forn=0,...,N holds

lo(z/2)| = O(IA| ™),
for |A| — oo,
Proof. Similar to thgéar@f of Theorein3.3, we represenf, (D) as an inductive
limit 7,,(D) = lim &,(Um), me N, WiéhleighborhoodSJm ={zeC||imz <
1/m}. A locally convex topology o0 ,(Un,) can be generated by the system of

seminorms
def

|0@)]lmeZsup{ [0(2)(1+ |Rez ™)| | 2€ U, [Rezl <R},

for R> 0. This topology is apparently weaker than the original togyp of the
spaceﬁa(u_m), but has the following property, which is sufficient for owrpose:
If @ is a sequence which is boundedﬁfn(u_m) and converges to zero in the

seminorms|. ||, for everyR > 0, then it converges to zero ﬁﬁ} (Uyy) for every
m > m, cf. Definition[Z3B. That means, the systems of semindjrfis r induces
on the bounded subsets &7,,(D) the original topology of that space. Now, for
any g € Z,(D) the set{g(z/A)} ~c>0 is bounded inZ,, (D) and therefore it is
also bounded in som@ﬁ(u_m). We can thus argue as follows: Lete ﬁﬁ(u_m)
such thatp™ (0) =0 forn=0,...,N. Then, there is a constakit> 0 for which

|0(2)| < K|RezN™, ze U, |Rez < 1.
If A > Rthen||@(z/A)|| g < K/ANTE, and thus
1@Z/M)[[mr=O(IA 1)

for all R. Since the topology of”,,(R) is generated by all seminorms for which the

restriction to every subspa@i(uzm) IS again a continuous seminorm, the assertion
follows. O

A lemma of this type is fundamental for every asymptotic eégian in para-
metric form, as the following general arguments will show.

Theorem 4.4. For every fe 2__, (D), the moment asymptotic expansiorpara-
metric form
& (=)"u"(f)3"(x)
f(AX) ~ n; AR ,

holds forA € R, |A| — . This formula holds in the dual sense, i.e., for @l
Z,(D) holds

N un(f) g
(100, 000) = 5 EEEELD o (14 2).
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forA eR, |A| — oo,
Proof. If f andg are as above then
1 -
(F(A%), () = +(f(x), @(A 'x)).
We write the Taylor expansion @f(x/A ) in x around 0 with remainder as

N (N
P(X/A) = Zofpn!)\(”O) X'+ Tn(A;X).

SinceR} € 2, (D), it follows

(F(A%),9(x)) = (S (A%) +R{ (Ax), 9(x))

N pn(f)em
N ;% +A"HRY(¥), Tn(A: %)

Now, Tn(A;X) is in Z2,(D) andDyTy(A;0) =0,n=0,...,N. Consequently, the
assertion follows from the above lemma, the definitiofpfand the fact thaR’;‘
is a continuous linear functional o%,, (D). O

We state clearly at this point that, despite the synonymy, asymptotic ex-
pansions of hyperfunctions have almost nothing to do wittt based on second
microlocalization, seé [28]. Rather itis a proper geneadion of the distributional
expansions by R. Estrada and coworkérs [12, 13].

It is simple but useful to restate the expansion for the Fouriansforms of
asymptotic hyperfunctions.

Proposition 4.5. Let f € 2 (D). Then, its Fourier transfornf fulfills the as-
ymptotic expansion

~ N (_j&g\n ~
fle)= 3 b mod gy, @

aroundO, i.e., for [x] — 0. Here, we denote the image @[Nﬂ] (D) under the
Fourier transformation by

Iay®) 2 {gec”®)|g"(©) =0, n=0,...,N}.

Proof. By Theoren316, we can calculate the derivatives af 0 explicitly:
_ ik/ (=) (X)dx = pX(f).
D

KK () — -kd_k —ixE >
i f9(0) <| dEk/De f (x)dx .

That is, the stated asymptotic expansion is identical tar#hdor expansion of the

smooth functionf around 0 and we ha\lﬁ(\,”)(O) = 0 for n < N by definition of the
remainder space, , (D). O

This allows us to derive the following basic result, €t./[12]:

Proposition 4.6. The moment asymptotic expansion of asymptotic hyperunscti
is acomplete asymptotic schemiee., for any given sequendg@" }nen, C C exists
an fe 2__,(D) with u"(f) = u".
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In order to prove this assertion, we use the classical TheofeRitt in a formu-
lation which can be derived from [0, Section 1].

Theorem 4.7. For {u"}nen, C C and a given sector S {{ € C | a < argl <
B, 0< |Z|} with vertexO in the complex plane, there exists a functip(? ), which
is holomorphic in S, bounded B, satisfiegy({) = O(|{| ") for { = »in S, and
such that furthermore holds

for( —0inS.

Proof of Propositior 416 By Proposition[46 and TheoremB.6, the assertion is
equivalent to: There exists a functidne C**(R) such thatf(" (0) = (—i)"u",
since thenf =.Z1f € 2__ (D) fulfills the original condition. Choose the sector
Sin Theoren{4l7 large enough to cont&n {0} and a functiony as there. This
function is analytic and therefo@” in R\ {0} and has &*-continuation to the
point 0. Furthermore, it is asymptotic along the real axil #hus we can choose
f=yeC™(R). O

We remark thaff can even be chosen to lie i#f (R).

4.2. Radon Transformation of Asymptotic Hyperfunctions. Our final task is
to carry over the one-dimensional asymptotic expansionsigber dimensions.
To this end, we use the geometridaadon transformation of hyperfunctions,
introduced by Kaneko and Takeguchi, de€ [27]. This transftion decomposes a
given asymptotic hyperfunction into a one-dimensionat dapending only on the
radial coordinate and a second part depending on the ramgyaanigle coordinates.
For the readers convenience, we briefly review the generalegi. Note that the
following results, up to Definition and Theordm4.8 are pobire[27].

Foranyf € . (R"), its Radon transform is defined by integrals over the affine
planesP(w,t) = {x € R" | wx =t} for w € " andt € R by

%f(w,t)":ef/Rncs(t—wx)f(x)dx.
Zf is aC™-function onS'~1 with values in# (R), i.e., an element of the topolog-
ical vector spac€”(S'"1;,.#(R)) in the notation of[[6lL, Chapters 40-44]. Since
< (R) is nuclear, this space is isomorphic to a completed tensmiyst and thus
Zf € C*(S1)® .7 (R) holds. It is geometrically clear tha# f is an even func-
tionin (w,t),i.e, Zf(—w,—t) = Zf(w,t).

For a hyperfunctionf, neither its restriction t&(w,t) nor its integral over this
hyperplane is well defined in general, se€ [26, Chapter 3, ®emedy that prob-
lem, Kaneko and Takiguchi introduce a special clasRadlon hyperfunctiongor
which they define the Radon transformation via duality. Bhieadon hyperfunc-
tions are not a proper subclass of Fourier hyperfunctionsfds appropriate sub-
classes of Radon hyperfunctions which are also Fourieriypetions, the Radon
transformation can be defined explicitly using the boundeatye representation
of hyperfunctions. This is especially the case for asynptotperfunctions, as we
will now see.
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Using the decomposition

-1 1 1
5(t—0)X):E <(t+i0)_wx_ (t—iO)—wX>

of the d-function, we are led to the formal definition of the Radom$farm for an
fe2 (D"):

2 (w,t) EG(w,t+i0) — G(w,t —i0),
with
def -1 f(X)
Glw.1)= 27 Jor T — wxdx
for T € C\ R. This result is to be understood as a Fourier hyperfunctan v

ued ordinary function irnw. In a special boundary value representatidmx) =
YLy Fj(x+ilj0), with Fj € &_,(D" +il ;0), this becomes

)

N
Zf(w,t) d:elee,-(w,um) ~Gj(w,t—i0),

with defining functionst given by

@) 2n1 Tj —oozJ oz = 2mi ) t-is) — w(x-+iy;)

Imz;=y;

Here, we set; =t +isj andz; = x+iy; for y; € ['j. The integrals converge ab-
solutely and independently of the damping fadtor— (J)Zj)_l, and yield a defin-
ing function for#f. Furthermore, the definition is independent of the choice of
integration planes Imy =y; by Cauchy’s Theorem. In the sense that for—
w € 1 one hasGj(w, 1j) — Gj(wp, Tj) in the topology of0*(Q\ D), we
can regardZ f (w,t) as a continuous function o8. That is, we havezf
C(S™12(Dy)) =C(S1) & 2(Dy), whereD; denotesD with coordinatet. We
will see below that the Radon transformation is well-defined, does not depend
on the choice of boundary value representatiorf,dby exhibiting its connection
with the Fourier transformation.

To see thatZ f is an asymptotic hyperfunction trfor all w, we first recover the
original representation of the Radon transform by integosker hyperplanes from
the above definition of th&;:

(W, 1) /5 +isj — w(x+1y;))Fj(x+iy;j)dx

/ FJ x+|yJ

P(w,T))

Here,P(w, Tj) is then — 1-dimensional real affine plane

def

P(w, 1)) = {zj =x+1iyj | t+isj = w(x+iyj)} c C".

Now, the estimatéx| = O([t|) holds locally uniformly ins; andy; on P(w, T}).
From this it follows, thatG; is an asymptotic function inlocally uniformly iny;.
Thus indeedZ f (w,-) € 2_,,(Dy) for all w € "1,
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There is a close connection between the Radon and the Foansformations,
which is given by the formula

_ 1 /- jtp
Zf(w,t) = 271/,00 f(pw)€ePdp.
For f(x) € 2_,(D") we havef (&) € C**(R") by Theoreni36, and its partial back
transformation along the fibér= pw can be interpreted as a Fourier hyperfunction
as follows: Split the integration path at 0 and compute th@damponents

+oo .
Gi(w,r)d:e'i%/o f(pw)e™dp

of the defining function ofZ f for +Im1 > 0 separately. We show that this yields
the same result as the original formula @®fw, 7):

1 e iT ipwX
Gi(w,1) = 51/0 e p( - f(x)eP dx> dp,

for £1Im1 > 0. The inner integral is an absolutely convergent integral defining
functions and can thus be exchanged with the outer one, dgcts to

+oo |
Gu(w,7) = / () (%T /0 éP<T—wX>dp> dx

-1 f(x)
= — ———dx=0G(w, 1),
Danr—wxX (@.7)
as we wanted to show. As an aside, this also shows the incariahthe def-
inition of Zf under a change of the boundary value representatioh lmf the
namely property of the Fourier transformation, segy, [26, Lemma 8.3.3 and

Theorem 8.3.4]. We compile the information we won so far mftbllowing

Definition and Theorem 4.8. We define th®adon transformof f(x) € 2__,(D"),
denoted byZ f(w,-), by the functions G(w,14) € C*(S"1;0_,(Q4)), called

def

canonical defining functionsand whereQ. ={z| Imz = 0} \ D, via the boundary
values

Zf(w,1) = [G(w, T)]r=t = [C+(w,t+is),G_(w,t —iS)]s—o.

We haveZzf € CK(S"™1) & 2_,(Dy), Zf is an even function ifw,t), and the
canonical defining function (v, 1) fulfills the estimates

(lah?

a
DaG(w,T)| <Ctos

bl
with constanty, C > 0.

Proof. We only have to show the bounds on the derivative&ofThe proof fol-
lows |24, Propositions 2.3 and 2.8]. As in TheorEml 3.6, we @ssumef to be
represented by a single boundary vafue F(x+ilr0), F € ¢_,(D"+ir0), such
thatF decreases exponentially outside a certain dsheA coarse estimate for the
Fourier transform of is

DEF()| < /Rne*izz(—iz)“F(z)dx

gc/ 1Y X7 |F (X +ly)|dx,
Rn
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with { = é +in andz= x+iy. Now, for every compact sét C —A andn €L,
there is a constard, > 0 such that we can further estimate

~ |
DR <cef [ &8 x| F (x-+ iy < € 191 e,
RN 5&‘”

cf. the proof of [26, Theorem 8.3.2]. Since the derivati%fA(pw) exist for
arbitrarya, we can calculate that of,g, G.:

D46 (@t +i9) = |5-0% [ é<"+i°><t“s)ﬁ<<p+ia)w)dp',

wherew € —A if we chooseo > 0. This can be estimated by

A

1 /= .

—ps—at Alal ipya ;
_271/0 e p (DEF)((erla)w)dp‘.
Using the first estimate above, we further get for every 0

00 2
< |a||a|! pa—ps—ot < (|a‘|) —ot
_C/O p me"e dp_C(ég(s—K))\“\e

a

Since this final result is finite for every, we can replace the denominator &'
for a suitable constant > 0. This proves the assertion. O

The regularity ofZ f expressed by the bounds on its derivativeajnis the well
known one ofultradifferentiable functions, cf. [32]:

Definition 4.9. A function g € C*(R") is said to be in th&evrey-Class of order
sfor s> 1, if and only if for every compact s& C R" there are constantsand
C > 0 such that

ID%gllcoky < CH(Jat)®
holds for|a| =0,1,2,....

For f € 2__,(D"), we immediately find by Theorefn 3.8 that Gevrey-Bounds
hold for all derivatives of%Z f (w, -) with respect taw € S"1, for h= v—1 and with
s=2, thatis:

Corollary 4.10. For f € 2__(D"), Zf(w,t) is a function in the Gevrey-Class of
order 2 on $-1 with values in2_,(Dy).

This result is analogous tb [27, Proposition 2.8], where gtiown that this type
of regularity holds for the Radon transforms of exponelytidécaying hyperfunc-
tions, and is the best possible in this case.

4.3. Radon Asymptotic Expansions. The moments of a Radon transforsf,
which are the last ingredients for asymptotic expansiortigher dimensions are
known as théHelgason momentssee[[18], and are defined by the formula

p;?f(w)“:‘*‘pk(%f(w,-)):/ . Zt(wt)dt, fork=0,12,....
Dy

The p%f(w) satisfy theHelgason moment condition cf. [18, p. 100]:

Proposition 4.11. For f € 2_(D") and k= 0,1,2,..., the Helgason moment
p{'ézl‘ (w) is a homogeneous polynomial of total degree koin
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Proof. We first calculate the Helgason moments as in the proof ofdaitpn[4.5,
to obtain

Pl (w) = ( %f(w,t)tke—"f’dt>

K .
= <i"d—k %’f(co,t)e‘”pdt>
p=0 dp D¢

D¢

Sincef is C*, we can write down its Taylor series up to the orllevith remainder
around the point 0 as

f(&)=Y ax&%+R1(8),

p=0

p=0

la|<k
with ag = D¢ f(0)/a! and
DEf(o¢)
Rk+1(f) = 57,63,
& P

for a suitable® € [0,1]. Inserting this in the formula above yields, since we have
DXRe:1(pw) = O(|p]) for |p| — 0, the exact form op¥,( (w), namely:

Plor(@) =i S aqwf,
la[=k
proving the assertion. O

Now, we have collected all necessary facts about the Radosformation of as-
ymptotic hyperfunctions, their Helgason moments, and ¢kegion to their Fourier
transforms to carry over the asymptotic expansions of Téra&£2 and Proposi-
tion[43 to the case of dimensior> 1.

Theorem 4.12.For f € 2__,(D"), theRadon asymptotic expansion
= (DX ®) 1
Zf(w,t) ZKZOTP%(CO)'5 (t) modZ2) 1(S" x D)

holds good. Here, we defined tRadon remainder space of ordé + 1 by
ALy (ST x D) < {%’g € R2_,(D") | Poy=0,k=0,..., N} .

Furthermore, the following relation to the Taylor expansiof the Fourier trans-
form f around the origin holds:

N
ZACHEDY Z (—)*agw®-3M(t) modZ2y, (S x Dy),
k=0|a[=k

where g = DZf(0)/a!.

Proof. By [27, Theorem 2.4], thBl-th partial sunﬁ%f of the Radon asymptotic ex-
pansion has a unique preimage under the Radon transform&yathe same theo-
rem, this preimagez 1S} is a hyperfunction with compact support and therefore
especially in2__,(D"). Thus, the remaindef —%’*13% is asymptotic and its
image undetZ is exactly the remainder of the Radon asymptotic expansitie.
Helgason moments of the remainder vanish up to axtdBy definition. O
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Note aside how every partial sus},; becomes an even function w,t): When
changing the variable to-w, —t), the sign o6 cancels that op¥,,. We refrain
from rewriting the Radon asymptotics in parametric formra3heoreni4}4, and
instead give a very basic example.

Examplel. Let f(x) =J(D)d(x—a), withac R", and let)(D) = ¥ 4/00ba DY be
a local operator. The Radon transformfaf

Zf(w,t) =I(wDy)d(t —aw),
see [ 27, Example 3.3], by which the Helgason moments calydasicalculated.
This yields the Radon asymptotic expansion

e CO L a aklal . 50
Zf(w,t) kZOM%k all (bg ) (aw) o(1).

This representation makes the Helgason moment conditioifesa

We conclude our analysis by giving a condition on the suppba hyperfunc-
tion in terms of the moments of its Radon asymptotic expansito do so, we
apply a recent result by Kingt al.:

Theorem 4.13([66, Theorem 3.1]) A sequencé X }«cn, is the moment sequence
of a hyperfunction f 2, (R) with support in the interva]-R R}, if and only if
for every S> R ande > 0 there exists a constant;C- 0 such that the estimate

2 pk 1 rmig\®
L kl2s\ s

This result was originally formulated for cubic domaingRA, but for our pur-
pose a one dimensional version suffices, since we want tchedeadon transfor-
mation again to generalize to higher dimensions. To thatwedeed an adaption
of another result ot [27], which connects the support of adRadansform with that
of its Radon—preimage. This so calledpport theorem goes back to Helgason,
see (18, pp. 105], where it is proved for functionsZR").

Theorem 4.14([27, Theorem 4.1))If f € 2_,(D") is such thatZ f (w,t) van-
ishes forjt| > R, then {x) vanishes foifx| > R.

< Ceefld )

holds for all ge Z.

We finally give the intended result which allows one to resttine support of
hyperfunctions to spherical domains, provided that a gnawindition on the Hel-
gason moments of the Radon asymptotic expansion holds:

Theorem 4.15. A sequencéaX(w) ke, Of polynomials on'S* which fulfill Hel-
gason’s moment condition is the sequence of Helgason msroérhe Radon
transformZf of a hyperfunction fe %, (R") with support in the ball B(0) =
{x€R"| |x| <RY}, if and only if thea satisfy the estimat().

Proof. If f € 2_,(D") has support iBg(0) thenZ f (w,t) vanishes forft| > R
and allw. The estimate is then immediate from Theofem¥.13. Let asele
aX(w) be a sequence of polynomials satisfying Helgason’s candiind the esti-
mate [}). From Propositidn 4.6 and the formula for the Helgasoments found
in the proof of Propositiol 411 it follows that there is aiyraptotic hyperfunc-
tionge 2_,(D") such thaipf‘ézg(w) = . By the assumption and Theor€mZ2.43,
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can be chosen such that every compor#gtw, -) has compact support [rR,R].
Theng itself vanishes fofx| > R by Theoreni44. O

We finally want to give a very simple example that shows howRlaelon as-
ymptotic expansion can be utilized to solve differential&ipns by an asymptotic
series ansatz. Naturally, the Radon transform becomes effestive when the
equation in question exhibits a spherical symmetry.

Example2. Consider the ordinary differential equation BA

g N 1/2
2= _ - - 2
<r ” 1> f(x) =0. wherer <izlx,>

After Radon transformation this is easily seen to corredporthe equation
d
t2— — 1) Zf(w,t) =
< @ ><%’ (w,t)=0

on S x D¢ only depending on, i.e., an one-dimensional equation. It is well-
known, seel]33, Example 3.9.7], that this irregular-siag@quation has two pure
hyperfunction solutions which we try to recover by an asyotiptseries ansatz.

We first calculate

d —11%(-1)™(n+1)! -1 (-1 n-1)
27 5My = | = - B S S
gl [zm il } (n+Dn [Zm' -1
)0 forn<1;
1 (n+1Dn-5D(t) otherwise,

where we used the usual notation for hyperfunctions in teridgfining functions.
With that the equation becomes

d [oe] [oe]
t2——1> A (t) = 5 d(n+1 )na"=1( d
(%5 1) 280702 0 gm0
=5 (da(n+1)n—dh-1) 8" V(1) =0,
n=1
yielding the recursive prescriptioty, = d,_1/(n(n+ 1)) for the coefficients. We
solve it with initial conditiondy = 1 through settingl, = ((n+1)!n!)~1, for all
n=0,1,.... These coefficients decay fast enough to tlira 3_,d,Df into a
local operator and thus the asymptotic series in this casmlc converges to a
hyperfunction with support in the single poifd}. This yields the first hyperfunc-

tion solution:
00 1 (<) (_1)n+1
w,t) = M (t) = — —_—
) n;” =53 [n;(nJrl)!r”“ .

- % [eﬁl/r B 1] 1=t - % [eil/r] =t

In this case, the inverse Radon transform exists and is ansgel[2l7, Theorem
2.4]. 1t can be explicitly calculated and seen to fulfill thegmal differential
equation. The second hyperfunction solution can be reedvby the following
trick: Changing the sign of th&_-part of the canonical defining function for
=2mid(t) = [Gy(14),G_(1-)], whereG, (1) = G_(1) = 1/1, essentially gives
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the Cauchy principal value.e., the finite part distribution associated witltland
likewise for the higher derivatives. We therefore consithernew ansatz

Z)hnf p —

(where fp. denotes Hadamard’s finite part, and with the conventignlf= 1).
Inserting

> d 1 1
Ef Pt = (n+1)f.p.t—n
yields
,d & 1 © 1
n= n=

With the initial conditionhg = 1 we geth, = (-1)"/(n+1)!, n=0,1,.... On
subtracting the constant hyperfunction 1 to compensatdeitm hy we get the
second hyperfunction solution by a converging series ohdwefifunctions

[oe] _ n ) -
fa(w,t) =1+ z ( %) f 1 1 <e71/(t+|0) _|_e71/(t7|0))'
n=1 n:

pt—n—2

These two hyperfunction solutions span, together with kgsical solutiorfs(t) =
e Yt t >0, continued by 0 td—oo, 0], the solution space of the original equation.

APPENDIXA. PROOF OF THEASSERTIONS OFSECTION[A

A.1. Proof of Proposition [Z4. We refer to [31] and[[14] for the essentials of
locally convex spaces defined by limits of inductive or pctijee sequences. For
the corresponding results in the context of ultradistridng see(|44, 45]. To show
thato ., (K) is DFS, respectively that, .,(W) is FS for every compactuid C Q",
respectively for every open sé&t ¢ Q", it is enough to show the following lemma.

Lemma A.1. The natural inclusion mapping: ﬁi(L) — ﬁE(K) is a compact
mapping whenever ri n and K€ L ¢ Q" are compact.

Proof. Let {fq} C ﬁi(L) be a bounded sequence. Then, we have the estimate

sup| fq(2)| < M| o[l < Nsl[ ol

which holds, with constant®ls, Ns > 0, for every compact s C KZ,, every

open neighborhootd of Sin K¢, and uniformly ing. Under these conditions,
[20, Corollary 2.2.5] implies that there is a subsequefigeconverging to a limit

fe ﬁ(K&n‘) uniformly on compact subsets &f.,. The second inequality above
shows thatfy, converges td in 17 n (K). This shows the assertion. O

To show nuclearity of the four types of spaces in questionpveeeed as in
the proof of [40, Proposition 2.12] of [22, Proposition 2]1.by first showing
nuclearity of yet another space. Llétc Q" be open and define for every integer
the Fréchet space

O4V) "ef{f € 6(Ucn) | Ifllspx <. K CU compact p= 2,3,...},
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with the following system of seminorms fqr> 2:

fllap [ 11@MpEI0 (), where My(z) = (1+ [Red) /P
clnl

Here,A denotes the Lebesgue measureCoh.
Lemma A.2. The spac&ig(U) is nuclear.

Proof. Repeat the proof of [40, Proposition 2.11],lorl[22, Lemmad].Wwith minor
modifications. O

Now, choose a fundamental systébi, }men Of 0Open neighborhoods &f such
thatUm 1 € Up, and further an exhausting sequed®g }mer for W such thavy, €
Vi1 are open sets iw.

Lemma A.3. There are linear, topological isomorphisms

Ou(K) 2 liM Op(Um),  and 0 ,(W) = lim 0_ (V).

Proof. We have a continuous inclusicﬁi(uzm) — ﬁm+\n|(um+ln\)- On the other
hand, an application of Cauchy’s integral formula as in tfeopof [22, Lemma
2.1.4] yields an embedding,(Um) — ﬁ,irl(umﬂ). This suffices to show equiv-
alence of the inductive limits in the tempered case. The psytic case follows

by similar considerations. O

The permanence properties of nuclearity, §eé [61, Propo$0.1], then imply
all assertions of Propositidn2.4.

A.2. Proof of Proposition[Z.8. Since the proof is mainly an application of general
facts about locally convex spaces and their tensor prodwetsefer the reader to
the proofs ofl[22, Proposition 2.1.7-2.1.10], which in téotows [40, Proposition
3.6], and merely note the only modification that has to bertede There is an
auxiliary spaces, of C*-functions which has to be replaced by

£ a(U) 2] €C(Ugn) ( vy>0: sup [f@(2)(1+2))Y| <o},

ZGKCM

{f € C®(Ugm) ‘ JyeR: sup |[F D) (1+]7)| < 00},

Z€K<C|n|

def

&a(U) &

for the asymptotic and tempered case of the assertionsatesgg and any open
subsetU of Q". The conditions in the definitions above are meant to hold for
every compact sek C U and every real partial derivative@®), a € N3, The
proof can then be carried out as in the reference indicatedealusing further the
results [61, Theorem 39.2 and Proposition 36/1]] [21, Qarpll of Lemma A],
and [1, Theorem 5 of §4].

A.3. Proof of Theorem[Z.6. This proof follows [22, Theorem 2.1.14]. It heavily
depends on a notion originally designed for slowly increggdie., infra-exponen-
tial functions in the context of Fourier hyperfunctionse 480], but which is also
applicable in our case due to its mainly geometric nature.

Definition A.4 ([40, Definition 5.1]) An open subseV¥ of Q" is called an&*-
pseudoconvesset if

i) sup{|ImZ’|,|ImZ"| — |ReZ"| | Z€ Vg } < .
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ii) There exists a smooth, plurisubharmonic functipp(z) on Vp which is
bounded ori_@m for every compacturil C V, and such tha¥. is compact
inV, whereVe = {z€ v | $(2) < c}.

Condition i) only states that a pseudoconvex domain is ofefinidth around
D" in the second part of the coordinates= (n;,ny,n3), and of finite inclination
aboveD" in the third part. The second condition is a direct genestibn of the
notion of pseudoconvexity in the complex domain, seé [2@&ofém 2.6.7]. The
following is an analogue of Grauert’s Theorem:

Theorem A.5 ([40, Theorem 5.3], [[22, Theorem 2.1.13]JFor every open
Sc D" and an open neighborhood O Q" of S, there exists aft*-pseudoconvex
setVc U such that SSVND".

Thus the compact sé€ in the statement of Theorel 2.6 has a fundamental
system of neighborhoods @" consisting of¢*-pseudoconvex sets. Therefore, we
have only to prove that{{Q"; ¢_,,) = O for every&*-pseudoconvex sé&t C Q",
such thafimZ| < ¢, |ImZ’| < &, and|ImZ”| < £(1+ |ReZ"|) onUgy for some
e sufficiently small for our later purposes. Sindeis paracompact, the relative
cohomology groups coincide with tHeéech cohomology groups and it remains
only to show H({Uj}jen; ..,) = O for any locally finite coverindU;}jey of U
such thav; = Ujcin is 0*-pseudoconvex.

We prove the assertion faf,, only, since a very similar argument applies in
the case of asymptotic functions. LE¥(Z'°°({V;})) be the space of cochains
c={c;|JI=(jo,...,Js) € N1} such that

i) dcg=0o0nV;=Vj,N...NVj,
i) ¥ 3em fy,ICa[?dA < oo, for any finite subse of NS*2.
If d={dij } represents a cocycle in{U; }jen; O,,) then there is & > 0 such that

def

dij - j-ylv; isin CY(Z'°c({V;})), where the multiplieij, is defined fory € R by j, =

(1+2'2+2"%)"?. Here, we assume that tisebove is small enough such that,
andj_y_> (to be used below) are holomorphic Ogy. , i.e., we implicitly consider
the simultaneous inductive limit over neighborhotlisf K and increasing growth
order of forms in H(U; &,,). Definec = {c;j } € CY(Z'°°({V;})) such thavc = 0,
by c.J dIJ j—y—2lv;» whered is the coboundary operator. Lgx;} be a smooth
partition of unity subordinate t({)V,} and sebJ = Z XiGij. Thendc = 0 implies

db = c and consequentlgdb = dc = 0 by condition i). Sincg xi =1landy; >0

we have
bi|?dA < / 1ci|2dA < o
/Vj| J‘ hS EI Vin‘ IJ‘

by the triangle inequality and condition ii). Sintkis &*-pseudoconvex, there
exists a smooth plurisubharmonic functignon V d:efu@m that satisfies the two

conditions (1)3 ; 10x;(2)] < exp(Y(2) and (2) SUR_, Y < Cx for every relatively
compact subsdf of U. Thus, (1) and condition ii) above, together with the defini-
tion of c andb imply

2 /V |0b;[?(1+[2%)? exp(— Y (2))dA < oo,
Je ]

for all finite setsM c N. Sincedb is closed, it defines a global sectidnon
Ucn . This and the last estimate allow us to make usé_of [20, Thedrd.2], and
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conclude that there exists a smooth sectian U, such thatdu = f, and with
Jk o luj?dA < oo for all relatively compact subsek§ of U (this theorem increases
cin

the growth order by two, but remember the estimate on thegn'ate)ver\ﬁbj\
above.) Set’j d:efb,- —Uly;. Thendc’j =0, 8¢ = db=c, andc is an element of
CYZ"°°({V;})). Finally, with dj = ¢ - j,4lv; we find that the collection’ = {d/ }
is a subset 0¥, such tha®d’ = d, which means thad = 0 in H({U; }jen; O.,).
Sinced was a generic element, we findH{U; } jen; 0.,) = 0.

A.4. Proof of Theorem[Z38. The proof follows the original one in the case of
Fourier hyperfunctions 130, Theorem 2.2.1], see also [40pfof Theorem 3.1]
and [22, Section 2.2].

Again, we consider only the cas#,,. SinceD" is g-compact, the assertion of
the theorem factorizes in the first and the last two variablesit is sufficient to
prove:

Theorem A.6. If L = {X € R™ | [X| < a} x D™ x D™ contains the compact set
K c D" for some a> 0then Z,,(L) is dense inZ,,(K).

ForW c Q" open andy > 0, we define'°°(W) to be the space of all holo-
morphic functions oW\, such that for all compactsé C W holds: [ o | f2(1+
cin

|Z’| +12"])~"dA < 0. This space is a FS-space (consider any exhaustive sequence
of compacta folV), and we have

Lemma A.7. If {W,} is a fundamental system of neighborhoods for a compact
subset K inQ", then there is a linear topological isomorphism

O(K) = lim G712 (W),

To see this, note that for sufficiently large there are numbers, | such that
there exist continuous inclusio@jB(Wj) < ﬁjzfl’f(V\/jJrk) and ﬁjzfl’f(V\/jJrk) —
—B
O it Wik

Now, let{W;} and{V;} be fundamental systems of neighborhoods for the com-
pact setd C K C D" of TheorenfATB respectively, such thgtc W, for all j. Then

Ou(L) = lim ﬁjZJOC(VVj) andd,(K) =lim ﬁjz"oc(vj). We are done if we are able to
show thatﬁjz'oc(vvj) is dense irﬁjz'oc(vj) for sufficiently largej, cf. [22, Lemma
2.2.7]. For this, it trivially suffices to show that>'°°(W;) is dense inﬁjz"“(vj)
for | < j sufficiently large. Setting for brevitW =W,V =V;, the Hahn-Banach
Theorem tells us that we only need to prove the followingu K ﬁ’jz"oc(V), and
(V) = 0 for allv e GZ"°°(W) theny = 0.

The solution of our problem requires finding solutions of theal Cauchy-
Riemann differential equation with growth conditions. $&esolutions tradition-

ally live in L>-spaces, and so we have to make another definilliﬁgﬁq.c(W) is
the space of locally square integrable functions/gn, that satisfy the same in-

tegrability condition as the functions iiZ"°°(W). L5'°°(W) is a FS*—space and
05'°°(W) is a closed subspace of it. The dual space §P°(W) is the space
L>¢ (W) of functions € L2°°(Wp ) with compact support iV, and such that
o | L 2]+ 27])70A < oo
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Now, sinceﬁjz"OC(V) is a closed subspace bf"OC(V), there exists a representa-
tiveu € L%‘j‘(V) of ue ﬁjz"OC(V)', i.e.,

(uv)= [ wvodA, forve 6%%v).

V(c\nl

Thus we only have to prove thatis orthogonal ta>'°°(V).

e i

SetT = supfu). By [22, Lemma 2.2.6], there exists a neighborhabaf T
which is relatively compact iN, and a strictly plurisubharmonic smooth function
6 on W, such that i)8(z) < 0 on Tgp, ii) 6(z) > 0 on a neighborhood of
(0U) ¢, and iii) SUR_, 0(z) < o for any relatively compact sétC W. Then, [19,

Theorem 2.3.2] ensures that there exists afme(ZO’l) (Wi (2—j)log(1+12]))
such thau =3 f, whered is the adjoint of the-operator. Furthermore, sufip C
{zeWgn | 8(2) <0}. Choose a smooth functignonW, such that 6< x(z) <1,
X(2) =10nTgp, X(2) =00n(U UN)gp, supddx) N, and supd x| < ». Then,

for everyw € 67'5°(V) holds

(W) = / wodh = [ (xw)udh
Vel Weln|
_ / w)3fdA = [ a(xw)Tdr =0,
Weln| Weln|

by the constraints o andx. A trivial analogue of of([22, Lemma 2.2.5] implies
that ﬁjz;'%c(V) is dense irﬁjz'oc(V) if we choose the shape Wfas in [22, p. 234].
This completes the proof of TheorémA.6.
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