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1 Introduction

sΩs = F(h) : h(n,m) 7→ Φ(n)+Φ(m) 7→
R[Φ(n),Φ(m)]∑

i=1

[
Fi(h(n,m)) + h′(n,m)

ii +Θ(i)Φ(c) · (π(n,m))
n

]
∈ FF

sΩs =F(ϕ.) : P(n,m, k) :=
∞∑
i

Φ(ni)+Π∞
i Φ(mi)+Π∞

k Φ(ki)← (Σi=∞) (Π∞
i=n) Φ(ni)Φ(mi)Φ(ki)

∞∑
i

Φ(ni) + Π∞
i Φ(mi) + Π∞

k Φ(ki) max
[
Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fΘ(ni)Θ(mi)Θ(ki)

]
Ψ

( ∞∏
i

Θ(ni)

∞∏
i

Θ(mi)

∞∏
i

Θ(ki)

)
sup [Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fn,m,k 7→ Φ(n,m, k) | (Φ(n,m, k)) ∈ R] ∼=∈ F

Where denotes some parametric mapping from Φ(n,m, k) 7→ R.
Here, the map F(ϕ.) can be thought of as a function which takes a tuple

(h(n,m, k)) of the form
∑R[Φ(ni),Φ(mi),Φ(ki)]
i=1

[
Fi(h(n,m,k))+h

′(n,m,k)
ii+Θ(i)Φ(c)·(π(n,m,k))n

]
and maps

it to a new function of the form

∞∑
i

Φ(ni) + Π∞
i Φ(mi) + Π∞

k Φ(ki) max
[
Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fΘ(ni)Θ(mi)Θ(ki)

]

Ψ

( ∞∏
i

Θ(ni)

∞∏
i

Θ(mi)

∞∏
i

Θ(ki)

)
sup [Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fn,m,k 7→ Φ(n,m, k) | (Φ(n,m, k)) ∈ R] ∼=∈ F

which can then be applied in various contexts.
Then, for instance, we can apply the procedure to:
F(ϕ.)

∑
s∈Jk

∑
m

∑
i

∑
nω . ,i

[
1

2πλϕmki
∫
xnαii (ai + δai)⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi

]
The resulting expression is

sΩs = F(ϕ.) : P(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) :=
∞∑
s

∞∑
m

∞∑
i

∞∑
n

[
ϕmki

∫
xnαii (ai + δai)⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi

2πλ

]
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max
[
Θ(ψ)Θ(αi)Θ(δai) : fΘ(ni)

]
Ψ

( ∞∏
s

Θ(s)

∞∏
m

Θ(m)

∞∏
i

Θ(i)

∞∏
n

Θ(n)

)

sup [Θ(ψ)Θ(αi)Θ(δai) : fψ,αiδai 7→ Φ(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) | (Φ(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai)) ∈ R] ∼=∈
F

sΩs = F(ϕ.) : P(n,m, k)→ P(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) 7→ ⊗∗ ⇒ ⊗⊗∧L⇔• ⇒ ⊗⊑
⊑⊗∧⊑L⇔⊑•

∞∑
s

∞∑
m

∞∑
i

∞∑
n

[
ϕmki

∫
xnαii (ai + δai)⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi

2πλ

]
max

[
Θ(ψ)Θ(αi)Θ(δai) : fΘ(ni)

]

Ψ

( ∞∏
s

Θ(s)

∞∏
m

Θ(m)

∞∏
i

Θ(i)

∞∏
n

Θ(n)

)
sup [Θ(ψ)Θ(αi)Θ(δai) : fψ,αiδai 7→ Φ(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) | (Φ(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai)) ∈ R] ∼=∈

F=⇒ proétale

⊗∗ ⇒ ⊗⊗∧L⇔• ⇒ ⊗⊑
⊑⊗∧⊑L⇔⊑•

=⇒ proétale.

We obtain the following proétale expression:

⊗∗ ⇒ ⊗⊗∧L⇔• ⇒ ⊗⊗
⊑ ∧ ⊑L ⇔ ⊑• ⇒ ⊗∫

∫ ∧ ∫L ⇔ ∫• ⇒ ⊗
⊑
⊑⊗∧⊑L⇔⊑•

=⇒ proétale.

The above expression can be used to represent the composition of the maps

F(ϕ.) and
∑∞
s

∑∞
m

∑∞
i

∑∞
n

[
ϕmki

∫
x
nαi
i

(ai+δai)⊗∧Γ→Ω== (ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi

2πλ

]
.

sΩs =
∫
γ

F (xi, ϕm, ki, ai, δai, αi)⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi

⇒

= F(h): h 7→ Φ(n) + Φ(m) + Φ(k) 7→
∑∞
i

[
Fi(h(n,m))+h′(n,m)

ii+Θ(i)Φ(c)·(π(n,m,k))i

]
∈ FF

sΩm = T (F(ϕ.),F ′(ϕ.)) =

∫
γ

F (xi, ϕm, ki, ai, δai, αi)⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ F ′ (xi, ϕm, ki, ai, δai, αi) dxi

(1)
where γ is the contour in Fig. ??, F is a function of the parameters dependent
on xi, ϕm, ki, ai, δai, αi, and F ′ is a function of the same parameters dependent
on xi. This transform can be used to more accurately and precisely calculate
the integral by focusing only on the area under the cone.
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The contour plot of the transform in Eq. ?? is shown in Fig. ??. It can be
seen that the integral converges within the area of a funnel-like structure. By
changing the parameters in the transform, we can adjust the area of the funnel,
which gives us even greater control over the convergence of the integral. This
enables us to accurately calculate the integral by focusing on the desired region.

Lastly, the transform can be expressed as follows:

sΩm = T (F(ϕ.),F ′(ϕ.)) := F(h) : h(n,m) 7→ Φ(n)+Φ(m) 7→
R[Φ(n),Φ(m)]∑

i=1

[
Fi(h(n,m)) + h′(n,m)

ii +Θ(i)Φ(c) · (π(n,m))
i

]
∈ FF

⇒ sΩm = T (F(ϕ., xi),F ′(ϕ., xi)) : P(n,m, k)→ P(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) 7→ ⊗τ ⇒ ⊗⊗∧L⇒• ⇒ ⊗⊑
⊑⊗∧⊑L⇒⊑•

Ψ

( ∞∏
i

Θ(ni)

∞∏
i

Θ(mi)

∞∏
i

Θ(ki)

)
sup [Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fn,m,k 7→ Φ(n,m, k) | (Φ(n,m, k)) ∈ R] ∼=∈ F

sΩm = T (F(ϕ., xi),F ′(ϕ., xi))⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi (2)

where F and F ′ are functions of the parameters dependent on xi, ϕm, ki, ai, δai,
αi and∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ is a function of the same parameters dependent
on xi. This transform converges within the area of a funnel-like structure, which
enables us to accurately calculate the integral by focusing only on the desired
region.

conclusion:
In conclusion, we have discussed the use of a transform to calculate integrals

under the surface of a cone and shown how it can be used to accurately and
precisely evaluate integrals. We also discussed how this transform can be math-
ematically applied to calculate the desired integral and how it can be related to
the functions graphed in Fig. ?? and ??. This transform is able to focus the
area of the integral, enabling us to obtain more precise and accurate results.

sΩm = T (F(ϕ.),F ′(ϕ.)) := F(h) : h(n,m) 7→ Φ(n)+Φ(m) 7→
R[Φ(n),Φ(m)]∑

i=1

[
Fi(h(n,m)) + h′(n,m)

ii +Θ(i)Φ(c) · (π(n,m))
i

]
∈ FF

⇒ sΩm = T (F(ϕ., xi),F ′(ϕ., xi)) : P(n,m, k)→ P(s,m, i, n, ω, ai, δai) 7→ ⊗τ ⇒ ⊗⊗∧L⇒• ⇒ ⊗⊑
⊑⊗∧⊑L⇒⊑•

Ψ

( ∞∏
i

Θ(ni)

∞∏
i

Θ(mi)

∞∏
i

Θ(ki)

)
sup [Θ(n)Θ(m)Θ(k) : fn,m,k 7→ Φ(n,m, k) | (Φ(n,m, k)) ∈ R] ∼=∈ F

sΩm = T (F(ϕ., xi),F ′(ϕ., xi))⊗∧Γ→Ω==(ZJupiterη+βΓ∆)ψ∗⋄ dxi 7→ ∧M∆∧L⇒•
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sup
x∈RΘ(x)

[Θ(x) : f(nx)→ Φ(x)] ∼F
∞∏
i=0

Ψ(xi) ∧ Λ⇒Mθ

(3)

where
Θ

is a function,
Φ

is a classification map,
Ψ

is an autoencoding function and
Λ

is a Markov chain.
Here,

Mθ

typically denotes a probabilistic latent factor model. This equation provides
a limit to the accuracy of the model, which is used to represent the ultimate
performance of the model. The expression shows how the accuracy of a model is
dependent on the accuracy of its components. The accuracy of the components
varies depending on the context, and in turn determines the ultimate accuracy
of the model.
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