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Abstract

For compact domains with smooth boundaries, we present an approximation scheme for sur-
face spline approximation that delivers precise L,, approximation orders on well known smooth-
ness spaces. This scheme overcomes the boundary effects when centers are placed with greater
density near to the boundary. It owes its success to an integral identity using a minimal num-
ber of boundary layer potentials, which, in turn is derived from the boundary layer potential
solution to the Dirichlet problem for the m-fold Laplacian. Furthermore, his integral identity is
shown to be the “native space extension” of the target function.

1 Introduction

In this paper we consider three seemingly unrelated problems. The first — the solution of the
polyharmonic Dirichlet problem with boundary layer potentials — is a basic problem in potential
theory and elliptic PDE. The second seeks a linear operator that provides smooth extensions to
functions defined on bounded domains. The third treats the complication of the boundary in
surface spline approximation — this is a fundamental problem for kernel based approximation and
is of prime importance for treating scattered data.

All three problems involve the fundamental solution ¢, 4 : R? — R to the m fold Laplacian A™
on R%, for m > d/2. Before expanding on the connection between them, we give a more detailed
explanation.

Problem 1: Surface Spline Approximation Radial basis function (RBF) approximation
involves approximating a target function f by a linear combination of translates of a fixed, radially
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symmetric function (the radial basis function) ¢ : RY — R sampled from a finite point-set = C R
The approximant takes the form sy =(2) = > ¢z Ae@(z—¢), where the coefficients (A¢)eez € R= are
to be determined. (For technical reasons, one often permits the addition of an auxiliary, low-degree
polynomial term — we ignore this for now, but it is expanded upon later on.)

A basic family of radial basis functions is the family of surface splines, which are (up to a con-
stant multiple) the fundamental solutions ¢, 4 of the m fold Laplacian in R?. We consider the
approximation power of RBF approximation with surface splines over bounded regions: when {2
is a bounded domain, f : @ — R and = C . Specifically, we wish to determine precisely the
degradation of error estimates for surface spline approximation in the presence of the boundary,
and how this may be overcome. A detailed explanation of these “boundary effects” can be found
in Section [T

Problem 2: Norm Minimizing Extension For a bounded region @ ¢ R? and f € W3*(Q),
we wish to find an extension f, : R — C that is best in the sense that it has a minimal mth

semi-norm
1/2

|felp-mp, = Z (Z) /Rd |D° fo(z)*dx

|al=m

This is the mth Sobolev semi-norm, but in this context it is often called the Beppo-Levi semi-norm.
The Beppo-Levi space D™ Lo(RY) = {f € Wi (RY) | |f|p-mp, < oo} is a reproducing kernel
semi-Hilbert space; it and the above extension have been studied in [12]. There, Duchon has shown
that f. can be expressed as a convolution fe = jiy * ¢y, g + p, where py is a distribution supported
in  and p is a polynomial of degree at most m — 1.

In [28], Johnson demonstrates that the linear map f — juy, is bounded from W3*(Q) to W, ™(R?)

and from the Besov space BZ” 1+ Y 2(Q) to Bé’/fo_m(Rd). The mapping properties of this extension
operator have been exploited in scattered data fitting problems, starting with [12], but continuing
in [28]27] and [30]. The more general notion of a native space extension operator for a conditionally
positive definite kernel, which this is an example of, has been introduced and studied in [36]

The goal here is to identify the distribution py explicitly in terms of f on Q: namely, in terms of
values in 2 and boundary data on 9€2. To date the only case where this is known is when m = 2
on the disk Q2 = B(0,1) in R? [25].

Problem 3: Layer Potential Solution of a Dirichlet Problem For a compact region Q C R¢,
we consider the homogeneous m-fold Laplacian with non homogeneous boundary conditions:

{A u(z) =0, forxe Q; (11)

Apu = hg, for k=0tom— 1.



We employ the boundary differential operators

k
TrAz f ;
A\ = { rAz, or even j; (12)

DﬁA%, for odd j.

(here Tr : C(Q) — C(09) is the restriction to the boundary and 7 is the outer unit normal to
the boundary). Roughly, our goal is to provide a solution using m boundary layer potentials
u(z) = Z;'"”:_Ol Jo0 95 (@) Nja®m.a(x — a) do(a) 4+ p(x) with an extra polynomial term p; in short, we
wish to find auxiliary functions gq ... gm—1 given boundary data hg ... hg,—1.

The connection between the problems The solution of each of these three problems hinges
on the ability to represent a function f :{) — C with a combination of integrals of the form

m—1
f(x) = /Q A™ F (@) bz — a)da + ; /8 Ny (@)oo = a)dole) +p(). (L3

This representation indicates precisely the distribution py used in the norm minimizing Sobolev
extension (Problem 2). A special example of its use is to provide the solution to the Dirichlet
problem (Problem 3); in turn, establishing the boundary layer solution of (L)) yields almost directly
the formula (L3]).

Finally, a certain discretization of the representation yields an approximation scheme which con-
veniently addresses the boundary effects. This scheme replaces the kernels appearing in (I3]),
namely ¢, 4(z, ) and Ajodm a(x — ), by new kernels: k(z,a) and kj(x, ), where k(z, o) =
> eez (@, §)Pmalz — &) and kj(z, @) = 3 ¢z aj(, §)dm,a(z — §). The approximant

m—1
Tef(z) = /Q A" fek(r.0)da+ 3 [N f(a)ky(e.a)da(@) + p(a) (1.4)

generates an RBF approximant and provides precise approximation orders for surface spline ap-
proximation (Problem 1). Moreover, on certain point sets = it successfully treats the boundary
effects by permitting rates of convergence matching those of the boundary-free setting. Such a
scheme has been introduced in [I9] to treat the problem when € is the disk in R?, but earlier
schemes of this sort have been used in [10} [16]. Discretizations of the form k; and k were initially
introduced in [15].

1.1 Background on boundary effects for surface spline approximation

Boundary effects for surface spline approximation (as well as other RBF methods) can often be
observed numerically [I7, B0, [44]. They can also be demonstrated analytically, by showing that
the approximation order from finite dimensional spaces generate by ¢,, 4 is prematurely saturated.
The meaning of this statement is explained below.



For J € N, let

Si(E.0) =Y Aco(-— &) +p|pell, VgellY Aq(é) =0 p;

{e= £e=

this is the space generate by ¢ and =, augmented by II; (polynomials of degree at most J) with
corresponding moment conditions on the coefficients. The L, approximation order is defined as
~v > 0 so that
dist(f, Sy (=, = min — 8|, = O(h”
(F.51(E.0)y = _min_|IF = sz, = O(7)
where h, the fill distance
h = h(E,) := supdist(z, =), (1.5)
el

measures the density of = in 2.

The first positive results concerning approximation orders in this setting were obtained by Duchon.
In [I3] and [12] it was shown that, on domains satisfying an interior cone condition, interpolation
of a function in D~™Ly(R?) delivers L, approximation order +, := min(m,m + d/p — d/2). More
precisely, for the (unique) function Iz f € Sp—1(Z, ¢, q) which satisfies Iz f |z = f |z, the estimate
|f = I=fllp < CR%|| fllwg (o) holds. This approximation order is illustrated in Figuredlas a dotted
line.

In [31], Madych and Nelson introduced interpolation by surface splines on multi-integer grids, i.e.,
where centers are assumed to be hZ? and the domain of f is all of R? (in this case = = hZ? is
not finite and the space S(hZ?, ¢y, 4) consists of convergent infinite linear combination). Bubh-
mann demonstrated that interpolation in this setting enjoys substantially larger approximation
orders than observed in the work of Duchon. In [6] it is shown that interpolation by functions in
S (th, ®m,q) of shifts of ¢, 4 delivers approximation order 2m for sufficiently smooth functions.
Other “free space” results for surface spline approximation were obtained by Dyn and Ron [16],
Bejancu [4], Johnson [26], Schaback [35], and DeVore and Ron [10] — these show for various schemes
that the approximation order 2m can be attained when the boundary can be neglected (by consid-
ering centers that are reasonably sampled throughout R?, or in a sufficiently large neighborhood
of 2, or by considering functions which are compactly supported in 2 or come from some other
(smaller) class of functions for which boundary effects are not an issue). This approximation order
is illustrated in Figure [l as a solid, horizontal line.

The inverse result of Johnson [24], shows that for Q = B, the unit ball in R, Z C (1 — £h)B and
for any J, 1 < p < oo, there exists f € C*°(B) such that

dist(f, S(Z, pm,a))p # o(R"TI/P). (1.6)

Because ¢r,qa has global support, one considers linear combinations generated by a bounded, rapidly decaying
“localization” ¢ = ZjeZd ajPm,a(- — j) of shifts of ¢, 4.




2m
mb----- ot e
d—1
m—d/2|

12 . 1/p

Figure 1: Graphs of the boundary-free L, approximation order (solid), Johnson’s upper bound on
the L, approximation order in the presence of the boundary (dashed) and Duchon’s L, approxima-
tion order (dots). The current best L, approximation order in the presence of a smooth boundary
is the dash-dotted broken line.

(This result holds regardless of the polynomial space I1;, including IT_; = {0}.) This upper bound
on the approximation order in the presence of a boundary is illustrated in Figure [l as a dashed
line.

The current state of the art for surface spline approximation with scattered centers in bounded
domains comes from interpolation by functions in Sy,—1(Z, ¢y, q). We separate this into two cases,
depending on the parameter p. For Q ¢ R? having sufficiently smooth boundary and for sufficiently
smooth f (specifically for f in the Sobolev space WQmH(]Rd) when p = 1 and for f in the Besov

space ngfrl/p(]Rd) when 1 < p < 2), the rate

If = I=fll, = O™ +1/7) (1.7)

holds for 1 < p < 2 — this is to be found in [2§]. By the upper bound (L6), this is the best
possible approximation order. On the other hand, in [27] it has been shown that, for p > 2 and for
sufficiently smooth f (for f in the Besov space B;1 1+ 1/2 (R%)),

If = I=fll, = O *1/?) (1.8)

holds. This result, for the case p = 2, has recently been studied again [30] using techniques from

elliptic PDEs, and confirming the saturation order on B;1 1+ 12

Thus, there is a gap between the best approximation order for p > 2 and Johnson’s upper bound
(LE). This situation is reflected in Figure [l Moreover, the classes of functions for which (L.8]) and



(L7) hold — except when p = 2 — are smaller than one would expect (in particular, for (7)) where
1 < p < 2, smoothness is measured in the stronger Lo norm, rather than the weaker L, norm).

In this article, we show that the convergence rate dist(f, Sy,—1(Z, #)), = O(h™+1/P) holds for target

functions f € pr/p

.1 (©) when 1 < p < oo, and slightly smaller spaces when p = 1, co.

1.2 Overview

The goal of this paper is to demonstrate that the representation (3] holds, to study regularity
properties of auxiliary functions g;, to use this to attack the boundary effects in surface spline
approximation with the aid of the scheme (I[4]), and to give an explicit representation of the
Beppo-Levi extension operator.

The basic strategy of using the solution of (LI]) to obtain (L3) is introduced in Section 2l This
section contains the main theorems concerning the solution of (I]), the validity of the identity
(L3]) and the regularity of the boundary operators N; (although the more involved proofs are given
later).

Mapping properties of the boundary layer operators used in (L3)) and in the solution of the Dirich-
let problem are studied in Section Bl In particular, the regularity of such operators “up to the
boundary” is studied here, as well as jump conditions and transposition of the boundary operators.
These results may be well known to some readers (many can be found in [I] for instance); they
are included here to keep the manuscript self-contained and because these results are used in later
sections.

Section M treats the solution of (LI]) by a boundary integral method adapted from a technique
treating the biharmonic problem used in ([8, [7]). It recasts the problem initially as an integral
equation which can be solved by providing a bounded inverse to an integral operator L acting
between reflective Banach spaces.

Section [B] uses the theory of pseudodifferential operators to analyze the problem. It calculates the
(multi-ordered) principal symbol of the integral operator described in Section Fl and shows that it
is elliptic. This is used to determine mapping properties of L, as well as to show that L has closed
range.

Section [6] gives proofs of the main theorems (which have been stated in Section [2).

In Section [7] we present and study the surface spline approximation scheme which treats functions
defined on bounded regions using Sy,—1(Z, ¢m.q). The section is devoted to establishing the approx-
imation power of this scheme, and to showing how oversampling near the boundary can overcome
boundary effects.

In Section [§ we discuss how (L.3]) provides the extension which minimizes Sobolev semi-norm.



1.3 Notation and background

Types of domains considered: We consider bounded, connected, open Q C R? having a C>
outer normal, which we denote by 7 : 9Q — S?~1. In a neighborhood N (9Q) := 99 + B(0, )
of the boundary of  we can describe 9€) as the zero set of a “signed distance function” p :
N(09Q) — (—€p,€0). This means that for all z € N(0N), there is a unique v(z) € 9Q with
dist(z, 09Q) = |x — y(z)| = |p(x)| which satisfies p(x) < 0 if and only if z € Q.

By extending the normal vector field to the neighborhood of the boundary (writing 7 : N'(09Q) —
S%-1 for the extension) via 7i(x) = 7(y(z)), we can smoothly extend the boundary differential

operators (L2)) to N (99) as well:

A%f(:n) for even j,

a 1.9
S (@)= AT f(z)  for odd j. (1.9)

Ajf(x) = {
From this it follows that the boundary operators defined in (L2]) are simply the composition of
these differential operators with the trace operator: A\; = TrA;.

Normal and tangential coordinates If O’ C R* ! and U’ c 99, with ¥ : O’ — U’ a diffeomor-
phism, we can generate, for € < ¢, tangential and normal coordinates in U = U’'+ B(0,¢) C N (99Q)
via

U:0 U :x=(2,2q) = V(@) + gt (T(2))). (1.10)
Here O = O’ 4+ B(0,¢). We define smooth vector fields e;(x) = %\I/(xl, coyxg), for 1 < j <d.

The Gram matrix (of the Jacobian DW of ¥), G : O — GL(d,R), is defined via its entries G; ; =

(ei(x),e;(x)). Its inverse we denote by G™! = (Gi’j)m.

We note that the signed distance p(¥(x)) = z4, so (Vp)(¥(x)) = 7A(¥(z')) = e4(x). For fixed
t € (—€o,€0), let 3 = {u € R? | p(u) = t}. When x4 = t, the image of ¥ is the level set M; :=
0NU = V(0" x{t}). Since (Vp)(¥(x)) is normal to M; at ¥(x), we have that (e;(x), eq(x)) = 0, 4.
Consequently, G and G~! have a two block structure (with a 1 x 1 block and another of size
d—1xd—1). In short, we write

o= Y) o (E7 )

Distributions: For an open set U C R? we denote the space of test functions supported on
compact subsets of U by D(U) = C§°(U). The space of distributions on U is denoted D'(U).
Similarly, the space of C*° functions is £(U) = C*°(U) and the space of compactly supported
distributions is £ (U), while the space of Schwarz functions is denoted S(R?) and the space of
tempered distributions is S’(R?).

For an open set U C 99, D(U) and E(U) retain the same meaning as do D'(U) and &'(U). Because
09 is compact, £(0Q) and D(9N) coincide, as do E'(9N) and D’'(9N). Because 9 is endowed



with the surface measure o there is a natural identification between locally integrable real-valued
functions and real distributions via the pairing (g, ¢) = [5, 9()p(z)do(z) (valid for all ¢ € D(9Q)).
For an operator on distributions, we use () to indicate the transpose with respect to this pairing,
so (M'T, f) = (T, M f).

We identify C°(U, R™) and C°(U,R™) with (£(U))™ and (D(U))™, respectively. The duals are
(D(U))™ and (E'(U))™

Pullback For open sets U,0 C R?% and a smooth diffeomorphism ¥ : O — U, the pullback
of a smooth function is U*(g) = g o ¥. The pullback extends continuously as a map between

ENU) — £(0) and D'(U) — D'(0). See [21]).

The pullback of the surface measure dgq : g — |, 50 9(z)do(z) can be computed by writing 02 as
the zero set of the signed distance function p : R? — R. We have p*6 = dgq (cf. [21, Theorem
6.1.5]). If ¥ : O — U maps O NR4! to U N IN (for instance, if we use tangential and normal
coordinates) then it follows that U*dgn = (p o ¥)*0 = Jpa—1, the standard Lebesgue measure
on R4~! x {0}. Distributions of the form f - dpq, supported in U are transformed according to

U* (f - dgq) = (P*f) - dpa—1.
Coordinate change By conjugating with U*, we express an operator A : D'(U) — D'(U) in
coordinates on O as AY. Thus, we write AY = ¥U*A(¥*)~!

For f € C®°(U) let F = foW. Then VYF = Zgzl Z;l:l GIk2E aF ~ey. The Laplace operator in
coordinates is

d
0
v kgy/ F
A F(x E _8% <G detGaxk (x)) .

Operators in normal and tangential coordinates For u = ¥U(x) € 9, the unit normal is
eq(x). The vector fields eqsq,,- .-, ed4—1|oq,, which lie tangent to 9, have corresponding Gram
matrix Gg_1|p,. The Laplace-Beltrami operator A; for 9 is given in coordinates by

| 0
AN F(x (G’w det Gy_{(x)—F > .
t 1;1 Waxj ( ) o I(X)axk (X)

From these observations, it follows that the Laplacian can be decomposed as:
2

d d
AYF =AYF + @F—l—u( )axdF (1.11)
d

with u(x) = maxd\/detG = U*(divii) € C*>(0).



The extension of the normal derivative operator applied to a distribution f € D'(U) obeys

0

U*'Dif = —W,f. 1.12
This follows because ¥*Dyf = (A(V(-)), VYU*f) = (eq, VYU* ). Likewise, the transpose of the

normal derivative DL f = =V (iif) = —(ii, V f) — (divii) f satisfies

* Myt 8 * *
U DL =~ W*f — ], (1.13)
0xg

Fourier transform For f € L;(RY), we define f fRd e~ € d¢. This is extended to

tempered distributions &’ (Rd)Ain the usual way. For f € S'(R%) and g € S(RY), we have the usual
Plancherel theorem (f,g) = (f,9).

Smoothness spaces For 1 < p < co and k£ € N, we denote the standard Sobolev space over §2 by
Wg(Q) When p = oo, we use the standard space C*(€2), of functions having continuous kth order
derivatives up to the boundary of €2. For non-integer orders, we consider two main extensions.

For s € (0,00), 1 <p < oo and 1 < ¢ < oo, the Besov space B, ,(Q2) is the real interpolation space
Wy (Q), Wf(Q)]aq with 6 = = ’Z (0,00) \ N, we consider C*(2) the Hélder
space; it is well known that C*(2) = BS, ,,(Q) = [C™(), C*(Q)]g,oc where m,k € N and § = sk
See [41] for background and further references on Besov and Holder spaces.

For 1 < p < 0o and s € R we define the the Bessel potential space H;(Rd) as
Hy(R?) = {f € S'®Y) | (1 +]-)2])" € L(®Y}.

It is the pre-image under the Bessel potential J° = (1 — A)%/2 of L,(R?) for and has norm
£l = (1 P72R)Y] =1l

When s = k is a non-negative integer, this coincides with the standard Sobolev space WI?(]Rd).
Furthermore, these are particular examples of Triebel-Lizorkin spaces, namely H, = F;,. See [41]
1.3.2] and references therein for background.

We denote the space of compactly supported distributions in H3(R?) (resp., W} (R%)) by Hj (R?)
(resp., WF.(RY)). Likewise, H, (RY) = {f € D'(R?) | (V¢ € DR?)fy € Hi(RY)}, and

p,loc
Wy, +.(R?%) has the obvious modification.

Of special importance is the fact that, for all s € R, pointwise multiplication by smooth functions
is continuous: for every s, p, there is a constant C' and an integer m € N so that if f € H; (RY) and
g € C* then [[fgllgz < Cligllcm||fllms (see [41, Theorem 4.2.2]). Similarly, for a diffeomorphism

® : R? — RY, there is a constant C so that for all f € Hp we have [|®* f[|gs < C||f|lms. It follows



that if K C O is compact and ® : U — O is a diffeomorphism between open sets in R¢, then there is
a constant Ck so that for all f € Hj with support supp(f) C K, the estimate ||®* f[| g3 < Cr || f | ns
holds.

By duality (Lp)" ~ L, (for %4— 1% = 1) and the fact that the operators J* form a 1-parameter group
on &', the dual of H, (R%) is identified with H ;s(Rd) in the sense that for any A € (Hj (Rd))/ there
is a unique distribution g € H;s(Rd) for which A(f) = (g, f)H S Hy» where the pairing (g, f}H;s7H§
is the extension by continuity of the above bilinear form. This is [39, Remark 7.1.9]

Smoothness spaces on 9 Let (U;, ®; : U; — O; C R¥71) be an atlas for 99, and let (7;) be
a partition of unity subordinate to (U;). For 1 < p < oo, we define the Bessel potential spaces
H;(09) by way of the norm

||f||H5(8Q Z || HHs (RA—1)-

Pseudodifferential operators: In Sections[f and [l we make use of the theory of pseudodiffer-
ential operators. Key results will be discussed at the beginning of Section Bl For background on
this topic, we direct the reader to [18] 22| [34], 37, [38].

2 Multilayer representation of functions

In this section we discuss the key identity
m—1
f@) = [ Ao —a)da+ 3 [ g@haie—a)doe) o). (@21
§=0

(with p € IT,;,—1), which we later show is valid for sufficiently smooth functions The identity deter-
mines f from its m-fold Laplacian and m boundary layer potentials V;g;(z) := [, 00 97 (@)Aj ad (T —

a)do(a), each involving an auxiliary boundary function g; and a kernel )\J,aqﬁ( «) obtained by
applying the jth boundary operator to the function (which depends on the order m and spatial
dimension d)

|z|>~ log |z| dis even

(Zﬁ(%) = ¢m,d(x) = Cm,d {\x!Qm_d dis odd, (2.2)

which is notable for being a fundamental solution of A™ in R?, cf. [3, (2.11)]. As such, it is in
C>®(R?\ {0}); in fact, A™¢(x) = 0 for = # 0. The extension of the operators V; to distributions is
discussed in the next section.

10



By direct differentiation of (2.2)), one easily sees that

Craplz/*=4Plloglz| +1), |8 <2m—d

2.3
Conapla?m 18], 8] > 2m —d (23)

|DP ()| < {

(see [20, Claim 5] and the subsequent discussion). A consequence, used throughout this article,
concerns convolution of ¢ with compactly supported distributions that annihilate polynomials (such
convolutions are well defined, at least on the complement of the support of the distribution).

Lemma 2.1. Let L > 2m — d. For a compactly supported distribution F for which F' L Il and

for x ¢ supp(F)
|F* ()| < C(1 4 |o|)2m—d-L-1,

Here the constant C' depends on F'.

Adopting the terminology of [29, Chapter 2|, we note that for any positive integer v, the system of
boundary operators ()\j)]’f;é forms a Dirichlet system of order v (cf. [29, Definition 2.1]) and that

{am, ()\j);”:_ol} is self adjoint (cf. [29] §2.5]). Indeed, we have Green’s formula

2m—1

/Qv(a:)Amu(x) —u(x)A™v(x)dx = jzz:o /69 Aju(z)Agm—j—1v(z)do(z) (2.4)

which follows directly from the divergence theorem and holds for a general class of domains Q (we
will be satisfied by considering bounded domains with smooth boundaries) and for all functions u, v
in C?™(Q). A consequence of this is Green’s representation (see [3, (2.11)]) for smooth functions:

2m—1

/Q A™ f(0)p(x — a)da + ; (—1) /6 Ou1)(@) Mo 1,06z — a) dofa)

(2.5)

f@) x e,
0 r € R\ Q.

This identity determines f from its m-fold Laplacian and 2m boundary values A;f, with j =
(0,...,2m —1).

Note that (2.4]) involves twice as many boundary terms as (2.1]). It is unsatisfactory for our purposes
(i.e., producing an approximation operator using scattered translates of the fundamental solution
¢). Although we could attempt to discretize (2.4]) to obtain an approximation operator similar
to (L.4]), the higher order derivatives of ¢ at the boundary are too singular, and would cause a
degradation in the approximation power of the scheme.

To simplify the problem, we may decompose f = fi + f2 into the solution of a homogeneous PDE

with inhomogeneous boundary conditions and a complementary part which vanishes to high order
at the boundary.

11



The first part, fi, is the solution of the polyharmonic Dirichlet problem (LI]) with boundary values
obtained from f. The second part, fo = f — fi, vanishes to m' order at the boundary and satisfies
A™fy = A™ f. The identity (21 will follow if we can write the polyharmonic part f; in the form

m—1

file) = X | e)ole - a)do(a) + pla) (2.

<

and if we can justify taking higher (up to 2m — 1) order derivatives of f; at the boundary. By
Green’s representation, we apply (2.5) to obtain

m—1
fo = /Q A"f(a( —a)da+ 3 (1) /8 denone1fof) Mgl —a)dofe). (27

where we have used the fact that the lowest order boundary values of f, vanish (for j =0...m—1,
Njfa = Aif —Xjfi =0). To obtain (2.I]) we show that:

[ A | solutions of Dirichlet’s problem are of the form (2.6l);

[B ] for sufficiently smooth boundary data, functions of the form (2.6) are smooth near the
boundary.

Item [A] is the subjection of Sections Bl-[6 where we will demonstrate the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. For functions hg, ..., hp—1 with hy € C®(0NQ), there is a function u satisfying
(I1) and having the form (2.6) with g; € C*°(09) for each j. Moreover, for each j =0,...,m—1
and 1 < p < oo, we have, for s >0

||9jHH;+J'+1*2m(aQ) < Csp g o ||hk||H;*k(8Q)‘

Proof. The proof is given in Section [l O

We note, in particular, that if hy = A\;f for some f € W3"(2), then the trace theorem states that

hy € HY' —k=1/ 2(89). A consequence of the above theorem is an extension which gives the weak
boundary layer solution of (L) with such data.

Corollary 2.3. Suppose h;, € H;n_k_l/z(ﬁﬁ) fork=0...m—1. Then there exist p € Il,,,_1 and
gj € Hgﬂ/z_m(@Q) forj=0,1,...m—1, so thatu= 7> Vjg; +p € WﬂOC(Rd) and u solves (I1).

Item [B] requires understanding the boundary behavior of the layer potential solution (2], which
will be developed along the way.

Of course, along with the representation (21I), we also expect the auxiliary boundary functions g; to

be sufficiently regular, determined by operators (trace operators) applied to f that map appropriate
L,, smoothness spaces continuously into L,,. This is summarized in the main theorem of this section:
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Theorem 2.4. For f € C?™(Q), the representation (Z1)) holds pointwise, and for 1 < p < oo, the
representation (2.1)) holds a.e. for f € ng(Q). The functions g; are given by linear operators:

gj = Njf. Fors >0 and 1 < p < oo, the operator Nj : B;jzm_j_lﬂ/p(ﬁ) — H(09) is bounded.

Proof. The proof of this theorem is given in Section [6l O

3 Boundary layer potential operators

We now consider the boundary layer potential operators V; defined initially on L;(052)

Vigw) = | gle)yaola - o) do. (3.1)

In this section we first demonstrate that there is a natural extension of V; to distributions acting
on 9Q and producing tempered distributions over R¢. These distributions have singular support
in 99 (meaning they are smooth functions away from 9€2). This is followed by an investigation of
the smoothness of functions Vjg; near to the boundary.

3.1 Boundary layer potentials as convolutions

The boundary layer potential operators introduced in ([BI]) can be viewed as convolutions of deriva-
tives of ¢ with certain distributions supported on the boundary 0€2. The distributions in question
are the measures g-dpq : @ — (g 0o, @) = [4o w(a)g(a)do(a). This convolution can be rewritten
as a convolution of ¢ with derivatives of g - dgq; we now briefly discuss this.

For an integrable function defined on R%, and the general jth boundary layer potential is
Vig =+ [A(g - 6an)].-

where the formally transposed operator A;- is a differential operator of order j. Specifically, it is
A = A? when j is even, and Af =~ S ﬁg(ﬂ:)%A% + 2 181<j-1 Ag(z)DP for odd j.

The expression ¢ [A; (g- 559)], interpreted as a convolution between the tempered distribution
¢ and the compactly supported distribution [A; (g- 539)], is thus a tempered distribution as well.
In other words, the operators V; produce distributions on R? with singular support 0 that are
polyharmonic in R4\ 9Q. In particular, on R%\ 9Q they can be represented (pointwise) as the C™

function Vjg(x) = <(Aj)t(9 : 569)7¢(33 - )>

Extension to distributions For a distribution g € D'(9Q), let g-050 € £'(R?) be the distribution
(supported on 9€) satisfying (g - daq,p) = (g, ¢|aa) for ¢ € C®°(R?). The map g + g - Spq is
continuous from D'(9N) to &'(RY).

13



For g € D'(09Q) we define Vjg as a the convolution Vjg = ¢ * ((Aj)t(g . 559)). It follows that the
restriction to R\ 9 is Vjg(z) = <(Aj)t(g - 000), Pz — )> and Vjg € C®(R%\ 0Q). The above
convolution is an important representation of the operator Vj, but it does not adequately indicate
the behavior of V;g near the boundary 0€2; this is considered in the next subsection.

3.2 Boundary regularity

By (2Z3) the kernel \; n¢(x — ) is locally integrable on 0, provided that 0 < j < 2m — 2 (this is
the case in the construction of f; = Z;-n:_ol Vjg; + p in (28] — only nonsingular kernels are used).
Unfortunately, this only guarantees a limited smoothness near the boundary 0f); by dominated
convergence, for each j = 0,...,2m — 2, V;g € C?m=i=2(R9). This is enough to guarantee the
existence of the boundary values A\ f1 for K = 0...m — 1 required by (I.T]), but it is insufficient for
higher derivatives — for instance, those required by (2.7)).

Smoothness up to the boundary The smoothness of boundary layer potentials in the vicinity
of the boundary has been treated in different forms under the heading of “transmission conditions”
(cf. [B]), and earlier (cf. [1]). We follow the approach of Duduchava [14], by manipulating Green’s
representation, to get the following result, which illustrates that for smooth g, boundary layer
potentials Vg have smoothness at the boundary — this is a topic we return to in the next section,
where we consider the mapping properties of operators TrA;Vjg.

Lemma 3.1. For an integer 0 < 57 < 2m — 1, let s be an integer greater than j + 1. For g €
C*(09Q), there is a function F € C?"Ts7I=YRY), so that \yF = 0 fork =0...2m +s —j — 1,
k#2m—j—1 and Aoy—j—1 F' = g. Furthermore, there is a constant C' (independent of g) so that
[ Fllgstzm—-1may < Cllglloson)-

Proof. Let L =2m+s—j—1. Consider the sequence of L+1 “boundary values”, r = (rg,...,r) =
(0,...,0,9,0,...,0) where each entry is zero except the 2m — j — 1 entry, which is g. We construct
F' as follows. After considering a partition of unity (7;) subordinate to (U;), we work locally with
normal /tangential coordinates given by ¥, : O; — U; as described in Section [[3l On each O;, we
extend the pullbacks U¥r; : O} — R to a function f;: O = R; F =Y 1,(¥*)~1f

The transformed boundary operators on O are denoted (A;)¥ for j = 0,1,2,.... The fact that

((Aj)‘l’)f:_ol is a Dirichlet system allows us to obtain new boundary values

dJ * * *
fr= 5V = D Tok(AR)YF =Y Ty,
d k<J k<J
where T, is a differential operator of order J — k on O'. This is [29, Lemma 2.3].

We produce the full collection of “jets” of order L along O’ by defining, for 0 < J < L, and
o € Zjl__l, Ugr g(2',0) := D f7(2/,0). These satisfy the requirement of Whitney’s extension
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theorem over O’ given in [2I, Theorem 2.3.6], so there is an extension f : O — R in C?™+s=i=1(0)
satisfying D f(x) = uq and || fllcr ey < Cmax||fr]]oo-

Because (A))Y =3, o, T JJgdcfc—kk with each T, a differential operator of order J — k (again by [29,
- d

Lemma 2.3]), we have (A;)¥ f = U*r; and [ fllor ey < Cmax [[Whr o

O

Lemma 3.2. For integers j,s, with 0 < j < 2m —1 and s > j+ 1, let g € C*(0Q) and let
F € O?mFs=i=L(R%) be the function guaranteed by LemmalZdl Then there is G € C*~I7HR), so
that
i exG(x) — F(x), €
ng(x):(_l)j 1 ( ) ( ) L=
o x G(x), x e R\ Q

Proof. By applying Green’s representation (Z.3]), we see that,

/ A™F(a)p(z — a)da + (—1) / g(@)Ajap(z — a)do (o)
Q

oN

) F(x) z€Q

o z e R\ Q.
Let G = xqoA™F denote the extension by zero of A™F outside of 2. With L =2m +s—j — 1, it
follows that G € C*=2™(R9), since A™F € CF=?™(R%) and \gppyxF =0 fork=0,...,L—2m. O

Corollary 3.3. For j € N, let s be an integer greater than j+ 1. For g € C*(09) the boundary
layer potential Vig = [0 9(a)Aja¢(- — a)do(a) € CT2M=I72(Q) as well as in C5T2m=I=2(R4\ Q).
Furthermore,
1Vigllgsram—i—2@)y < Cllglles o)
as well as
1Vigllostem-i-2(krravo) < Ckllglles e

for each compact K C R,

Proof. Since both G * ¢ and F — G * ¢ are in CF~1(R?), the proposition follows in case j < 2m.

For general j € N, we simply observe that for j = 2mr + 5/ (with 0 < j' < 2m), the identity
Vig = [50 g(q))\j,,iqb(' —a)do(a) = A’"mVj/g is valid for x ¢ 0. The result follows because leg
is in C*T2m=7"=2(Q) (resp., is in C*+?M=I=2(R%\ Q)) and therefore A™ Vg is in C5+2m=1-2(()
(resp. C5T2m=i=2(R4\ Q)) .

O

At this point, we note that increased smoothness (beyond C*™~7=2) of V;g cannot be extended
across the boundary. Indeed Lemma gives the following classical jump conditions.
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Corollary 3.4. For integers j,s with 0 < j <2m —1 and s > j+ 1, let g € C*(02). Then for
k=0...2m+s—j—2, k#2m —j— 1, we have for x € 0N

lim AxVig(y) = lim AxVig(y)
yeQ yERNQ
while for k =2m — j — 1, we have

lim Ay Vig(y) — lim AxVig(y) = (=1)’g().
yeQ yERNQ

We will return to these jump discontinuities in Section

3.3 Boundary operators

Note that Corollary B3] implies that V; : C*°(9Q) — C*°(§2) is continuous (with the usual Fréchet

space topologies on C*°(92) and C'*°(£2)). This permits us to define the following operators, which
we call “boundary operators”.

Definition 3.5. For j, k € N, let v,:ij : C°(0Q) — C*°(09) be the operator defined for g € C*°(02)
as

fu]:jg(a:) = lim  AgVjg(y).
yeR\Q—z

Likewise, let v ; : C°°(982) — C*°(9Q2) be defined as

vpy9(@) = lim AcVig(y).

Remark 3.6. By the local integrability of Ay ;A;f(x — ) when k + j < 2m — 2, it follows that
we can take v,": =V = Tr(ALVj ‘Coo(aQ) ). In this case, we drop the £ notation and simply write
Vk,j-

We note also that when k + j < 2m — 2, then v}, ;= Uik This follows because ¢ is even, so

Apad(z — a) = Apod(a — x) for all k. Hence [, s(z)v g(x)do(z) = [5q9(x)vjrs(z)do(z)
follows, with exchange of limits justified by the local integrability of the kernel Ay ;\j o d(x — ).

In contrast to the case j+k < 2m — 2, we note that we have for k4 j = 2m —1, Vg #* v]jj. Indeed,
V9 — v,":’ 9= (—1)7g, by the observation in Corollary B.4l

In subsequent sections we will express the boundary operators v,ic ; as pseudodifferential operators.
The symbol classes to which they belong (determined in Section [5.3)) resolve their regularity.

Lemma 3.7. Let 1 < p < o and take s € R. Then for j,k € N, the operators v,":j and U are
bounded from H;(09) to HyPPm=1=07k 90).

Proof. The proof is postponed until Section (.31 O
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4 The Solution of the Dirichlet Problem

We now focus on solving the polyharmonic Dirichlet problem (L1) using boundary layer potentials.
To this end, we follow the approach taken by Chen and Zhou [7][Chapter 8], with our main points
of departure being that we consider the Dirichlet problems in higher dimensions (i.e., d > 2), for
higher order polyharmonic equations (i.e., m > 2) and for boundary data from Sobolev spaces
Hj x H;_l X - X H;_m“ with p in the range 1 < p < oo rather than for data from Lo Sobolev
spaces H3 x H2S_1. (Many of these changes are modest, if technical. However, the change to higher
order m requires greater care in demonstrating ellipticity of the system — this is considered in

Section [5.4)).

We may seek a function of the form T'g := Z;-”:_Ol Vigi : R4 — R. with g = (gj);.n:_ol. Such
an operator can be expressed as a convolution of ¢ with a distribution supported on 012, i.e.,
Tg = ¢ * g as was discussed in Section 3.1l In particular, it solves A™T'g = 0 in 2. Thus, we
simply require T'g to satisfy the boundary conditions, which yields the system of integral equations

m—1 m—1
hi = Mg Z Vigj = Z vg,jg9; fork=0..m—1 (4.1)
=0 =0

where the operators vy, ; := AV} have been introduced in the previous section.

Unfortunately, this system is not invertible, in general. To treat this, we modify the system by
augmenting it with certain polynomial side conditions. This is explained in the following subsection.
Our goal is to solve this augmented system, and we do so in stages. First, we develop the problem
further, so that it becomes a problem of inverting an operator on a product of reflexive Sobolev
spaces. Then we show that this operator possesses an inverse of a sort: a parametrix. Finally, we
use the parametrix to prove that a slightly modified version of system of integral equations ([@.I]) is
invertible.

4.1 The System of Integral Equations, Some of the Operators Involved and the
Sobolev Spaces Used

As a starting point, we consider the system of integral equations,

90 V0,090 + 00,191 + *** + V0,m—19m—1 ho
I T V1,090 + V1,191 + -+ Vim—19m—1 B h1
Im—1 Um—1,090 + Um—1,191 +** + Um—1,m—-19m—1 hm—1
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By the discussion in Section 3.3, namely Lemmal[3.7 L is continuous from (D'(92))™ — (D'(99Q))™.
By Remark it is self-transpose. We look for solutions of the modified system

Aq Ay By
Ay Ao By
: 0| pt . .
90 90 ho
Im—1 Im—1 hm—l

Here N = % = dim(Il,;,_1), and P : RN — C°°(99,R™) is the Vandermonde-style matrix

whose j™ column consists of the basic boundary operators applied to the j* basis element for
I1,,—1, namely (P)y; = Agp;. Thus,

Ay Aidopt + -+ + AnDopN
Pl |:= :
An At m—1p1 + -+ AN Am—1DN

The operator P': (D'(9€2))™ — RV is its natural transpose,

90 (90, Aop1) + (g1, A\1p1) + -+ + (Gm—1, Am—1DP1)
| (90, Aop2) + (g1, A1p2) + -+ + (gm—1, Am—1P2)
Im—1 (90, Aopn) + (91, \ipN) + - + (Gm—1, Am—1PN)

The function Aip1 + Aspa+ -+ Anpn + Vogo + - - - + Vin_1gm—1 solves the Dirichlet problem with
N extra “side conditions”. The relevance of these extra conditions will be made clear in Section
4.2

We restrict L? to various products of Bessel potential spaces and recast the problem in the context
of reflexive Banach spaces. Thus we make the following definition.

Definition 4.1. For 1 < p < oo and s € R, let

m—1

Xps =[] HyV(09) (4.2)
§=0

Xt = RV xX,, (4.3)

Similarly, let

m—1 .

Yoo = [ Hy7(09) (4.4)
=0

Vi, = RV xY,, (4.5)
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Remark 4.2. We have defined the Bessel potential space H,(9) in Section [[3l We remark that
these are smoothness spaces over the manifold 9 which, are reflexive, the dual of H;(952) being
H_,*(09) under the bilinear form Hj(0) x H,*(0Q2) — C : (g,h) = (g,h) inherited from the
pairing (¢, 1) = [5,, ¢(x)1(x)dz defined on test functions.

From this, we naturally identify the dual of X, ; with Y}, _s and vice versa. We have the identifi-
cation ng with Ypﬁ, _, Vvia the pairing

—

N
((4,9), (§7 h)) = (g,h) + ZAJBJ
=1

4.2 Bounded invertibility of Lf

The problem we now face is to show that the restriction of L to ng maps onto Yﬁ,s 4+om—1, and
that this map is boundedly invertible. To do this, we make use of the following three lemmas,
which are proved in the coming subsections.

The first lemma concerns regularity of the operator L. It is a direct consequence of the map-
ping properties of the constituent pseudodifferential operators vy j, and follows in a more-or-less

immediate way from Lemma 3.7, which in turn, shows boundedness of Lf from ng to Ypﬁ,s.

Lemma 4.3. For 1 < p < oo and s € R, L* is a bounded map from ng to Yzj,s—l—2m—1‘

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma [3.71 O

The second lemma concerns the range of the map L,¢ := LF : ths — Ypﬁ’S tom—1- The

x5,
following section will demonstrate that there is a near right inverse R : Y}, s19m—1 — X, s (known

as a parametriz) so that LR =1d + K, where K : Y}, s4om—1 — Yp s+om—1 IS a compact operator.

Lemma 4.4. For 1 <p < oo and s € R, LY(X} ) is closed in Y;ij,s+2m—1'
Proof. Postponed until Section [(.4] O

We remark that the theory of pseudodifferential operators on manifolds can be called upon to prove
both Lemmas .3 and 4.4l Specifically, Lemma [£.3] follows by showing that L is a pseudodifferential
operator of a certain order and Lemma [£.4] follows by showing it is elliptic (elliptic pseudodiffer-
ential operators are Fredholm operators). This is essentially the approach we take in the coming
subsections.

The third lemma shows injectivity of the operator Lf. This is the moment where using L is
insufficient, and the auxiliary polynomial operators P and P' must be used. Essentially, the
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injectivity of L fails to hold because the polyharmonic Dirichlet problem does not have unique
solutions in the unbounded region R?\ Q.

Lemma 4.5. L, is 1—-1.
Proof. Postponed until Section O
Together, the previous three lemmata imply the following result, which is the key to solving the

polyharmonic Dirichlet problem, and consequently to obtain the desired integral representation.

Proposition 4.6. For 1 <p < oo and s € R, the map L, s = Lt is boundedly invertible from

ngs to Yﬁ,s-i—%n—l'

Xps

Proof. It suffices to show that Llﬁ,,s is invertible from X}is to Yli s+2m_1; the open mapping theorem
then guarantees boundedness of the inverse.

Lemma B3] in conjunction with the definition of L! and the duality of the spaces Xg,s and
Yj,l—(s-i—%n)’ indicates that (L, )" = Ly 1—(s4+2m)- By Lemma [4.3] this operator is 1—1 and we
have that ker(L, s)* = {0}. Since the range of L, s is closed, we have that

ran(Ly s) = ran(Ly ) = (ker(L;,’S))J_ = (ker(Lp/,l_(HQm)))J_ =Y}, stom—1-

Consequently, L, s is invertible. O

5 Expressing Boundary Layer Potential Operators as Pseudodif-
ferential Operators

We continue our investigation of the boundary layer potential operators V;, their boundary values
vg,; = A,Vj, and the full boundary integral operator L. By changing variables so that portions
of the boundary U N JN are flattened, we may express these as pseudodifferential operators. In
particular, we can calculate the principal symbols of the boundary operators vy j, the orders of
which (determined by the order of the principal symbol) determine their mapping properties, from
which Lemma follows naturally. We use this calculation to demonstrate the ellipticity of L,
which guarantees that it has closed range.

5.1 Background

Before discussing pseudodifferential operators, we mention some other classes of operators which
are useful for the theory. A continuous linear operator K : &'(R%) — £(RY) is called a smoothing
operator (other texts call it a regularizing or negligible operator). An operator A : D(U) — &£'(U)
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is properly supported if also A* : D(U) — &'(U); by duality, it is clear that such an operator is
continuous also from £(U) to D' (U).

5.1.1 Pseudo-differential operators on Euclidean domains

Let us now briefly highlight some aspects of the theory of pseudodifferential operators — these can
be found in a variety of sources (including [I8| 22 [34], 37, B8]; this is but a small sampling of
resources).

Definition 5.1. Given an open subset O of R? for p € C®(O x R%) we say that p is in the symbol
class S{YO(X ) if for each pair of multi-integers «, 5 and each compact K C U there is a constant
Co 8,k SO that

|DE D (p(x,€))| < Capic(1+ €N
holds for all z € K.

Given a symbol p € S{YO(O), we can (initially) define an operator on test functions as

~

Op(p)f(z) = (27)~ / e (e, €) F(E)de.

Rd

We have Op(p) : (D(0)) — (D'(0)), although the operator can be continuously extended to map
D(0O) — £(0) and &'(O) — D'(O) (cf. [37, Theorem 1.5]). The operator (thus extended) is a
pseudodifferential operator of order V.

Clearly, S{YO(O) C S{YOJF 1(0) and (because of mapping properties described in item 5 below) the
symbol class S™°(U) = (yez S{YO(O) consists of operators which are smoothing. For any p €

S{YO(O) there is a properly supported operator P and a smoothing operator R = Op(r), with
r € S7°(0) so that Op(p) = P + R (cf., [18, Proposition 7.8]).

We note that this class of operators includes linear partial differential operators: the operator
Zg:() ao D% has symbol p(z, &) = ng\:o i1 aq (2)€* (one checks readily that p € SV(R?)). Another
example is J; = (1 — A)%/2, which has symbol (1 + |€]?)%/2 € §5(R?) (this holds for all s € R).

Result 5.2. The following results hold for such operators:

1. Let f be a distribution on O and P be a pseudodifferential operator. If Y is the largest open
set on which f is smooth (i.e., the complement of the singular support), Pf is C*°(Y) as well.
Indeed, if T and w are smooth functions on O for which supp(t) C {z € O | w(z) = 0}, then
f = wP(Tf) is smoothing.

2. Given a countable sequence of symbols (p;)32, with each p; € S{\%(O) and Nj decreasing,

there is a symbol p € S{Yg(O) such that for every M € N, p — ijviopj € 5534“(0). In this
case, we write p = Y22 pj.
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3. For symbols a € S%(O) and b € S{YO(O) for which one of Op(a) and Op(b) is properly
supported, the composition Op(a)Op(b) is a pseudodifferential operator of order N + M and

has symbol

(a ®b)(x,&) =

a(x, §) Dyb(x, €)

(with convergence of the series understood as in item 2).

4. The class of pseudodifferential operators is closed under diffeomorphism, and order is pre-
served. Indeed, we have, for ® : U — O, and symbol p € S{YO(U), the operator (Op(p))® is a
pseudodifferential operator, with symbol p® € S{YO(O) given by

P ®().6) = Y ~a(r O DEp(r, (DD)'E)
aeNd
Here ¢o(x,§) is a polynomz’a@ in & of degree at most |«|/2, and ¢y = 1.

5. For a symbol p € S{YO(O), the operator Op(p) maps Hp (O) boundedly to H, IO]X( ) for all
seER, 1 <p< .

Item 1 is [37, Ch.2, Theorem 2.1] as well as [I8, Proposition 7.11]. Ttem 2 is [37, Ch. 2, Theorem
3.1] as well as [I8, Lemma 7.3]. Item 3 can be found in [37, Ch. 2, Section 4] as well as [I8, Theorem
7.13]. Item 4 is [37, Ch. 2, Theorem 5.1] as well as [I8, Theorem 8.1]. Item 5 follows from [37, Ch.
11, Theorem 2.1] .

5.1.2 Polyhomogeneous operators and ellipticity

A symbol p € S{YO(O) is positively homogeneous of order N if it satisfies, for A > 1 and [¢| > 1,

p($7A£) = /\ij($,£). (51)

A symbol p € S (O) is called polyhomogeneous if it has an (asymptotic) expansion p = Z]O'io Djs
where each p; € 51 0 (U) and is positively homogeneous of order N — j.

Definition 5.3. Let SV (U) denote the set of polyhomogeneous symbols of order N. Furthermore,

for m € N, let SN¥(U,m) denote the set of matrix valued symbols p = (pj k)i where each p; ) €
SN(U).

In the case of a matrix valued symbol, Op(p) is defined as Op(p)f(z) = (2m) ™ [pa € 4p(x, 5)?(5)015,
where £(¢) = [fo, . .. ]%:]t is the entry-wise Fourier transform of f = [fo, ... fm_1]" and p(z, £)£(€)
is a matrix-vector product. Similarly, p®q(z,§) = Zrao\:o (_Q—WDg‘p(aﬁ, &)Dgq(z, &) involves matrix

ZSpeciﬁcaﬂy7 ¢a(x7£) = [D?‘;ei<(‘ﬁ(y)*q’(z)*(Dq’(z))(y*z)v§>] |y:z .
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products. This class is closed under ® and addition. Differential operators have symbols which are
polynomial in &, thus their symbols are polyhomogeneous.

For a pseudodifferential operator P with symbol p = Z;’io pj € SN (X, m), the principal symbol
is pg € SN (X, m). Although this is an equivalence class of symbols, we make the slight abuse
of terminology by referring to “the” principal symbol and we denote it by o(P) := py. We note
especially that the values of o(P) for small values of £ are unimportant, and so we generally give
o(P)(z,€) only for |£] > 1.

Ellipticity and parametrices The property that ensures existence of a parametrix is ellipticity
of the symbol. We use the following definition, which is restrictive — a more robust definition would
be valid for symbols in S{YO(O) — but it is sufficient for our purposes.

Definition 5.4. A symbol p € SN(U,m) is elliptic if po(z, £) is non-singular for [¢] > 1.

Note in particular that if py is as positively homogeneous, scalar symbol of order N which does
not vanish, then there is a constant ¢ > 0 so that ¢|¢|V < |po(,&)|, and therefore ||~V |p(z, €)]| is
bounded below for || sufficiently large. The following consequence of ellipticity is a simplification
(sufficient for our purposes) of [18, Theorem 7.18].

Lemma 5.5. When p is elliptic there is a properly supported pseudodifferential operator @Q (with
symbol ¢ € S™N(O, m), modulo S~°(0,m)) so that QOp(p) — Id and Op(p)Q — Id are smoothing
operators.

Proof. We begin by constructing a left parametrix @, so that QOp(p)—1Id ~ 0. Constructing a right
parametrix follows with an obvious modification. The identification of right and left parametrices
(modulo a smoothing operator) follows by associativity.

Let ¢ : O x R? — [0,1] be a smooth function in C*(O x R?) which satisfies that (x,&) = 0
in the singular set {(z,£) € O x R? | det(po(z,£)) = 0}, and so that ¥ (z,£) = 1 outside of a
neighborhood of this set. Let ¢(z,§) = ¢(x, &) (po(x, 5))_1, and note that ¢ is positive homogeneous
by ellipticity of pg and the product rule. The product § ® p = 1 + 7 is in S°(O,m), with r =
ET;\:l (_(i—)!‘a‘D‘gqN(:n, &)DSp(x,&). Indeed, we have D?q~(:1:, €)Dp(x, &) € S~NIH+N (O m) for each
la| > 1,50 € SO, m). The symbol 7% :=r®---©r (j-fold product) resides in S~ (0, m), and
the Neumann series Z;‘;O(—T)GJ € S°(O,m), give the desired parametrix symbol. The desired
parametrix is Q ~ Op(zjo-io(—r)@j ©q). O

It follows from the construction that if Z;V:O pj is the symbol of an elliptic differential operator
with p; € —J , then the parametrix ¢) of Op(p) has symbol ¢ = ~0Q; €95 . We can

'th]SN]O then th trix @ of O h bol ;X’O] S~N(0). Wi
say more, however: that each term g; is rational in §.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose p is the symbol of a (scalar) elliptic differential operator of order N. Then
its parametriz @ = Op(q) is polyhomogeneous, with q = Z;‘io gj. Moreover, for every j, q; is
positively homogeneous of order —N — j, and for |{| > 1, £ qj(x,§) is a rational function.

23



Proof. We write p = Z;V:o pj, so that each p; € SN=J is a homogeneous polynomial of degree
N — j, and therefore satisfies (5.1)).

The terms of ¢ can be determined via the product formula (Z(;io qj) ® (Z;V:O pj> = 1. Namely,
after rearranging terms, we have the equation

[e'e) N 9] _Alal
Salo(Sn)=> ¥ e onmio
j=0 j=0 ’

3=0 |al+h-+0=j

With the aid of a cutoff function, set go(x,&) = (po(x,€))~! for |¢| > 1, and note that for |¢] > 1,

this is rational and positively homogeneous of order — (_(i)!\a\ Dgqy(x,§) Dgpe(, §) is
a symbol of order —(k + ¢ + |a|) = —j. Proceed by induction on j, setting (for || > 1)

- (- >‘a'

452, 6) = —(po(x, ) S| Y

k=0 \l+|a|=j—k

D¢ qi(z,§)Dgpe(x,€) | - (5.2)

Then D‘qu(x,ﬁ) is rational and positively homogeneous of order —N — k — |«|, while Dpy(z,£)

. . L. . —i)lel

is polynomial and positively homogeneous of order N — £ in £&. Thus ( 2! D?qk(x,ﬁ) 2pe(z, )
is positive homogeneous of order —k — ¢ — |a| = —j for k < j, so g; is positively homogeneous of
order —N — j. It is likewise rational as a sum of rational functions. O

5.2 Expression of operators in coordinates

In this section, we express the basic operators under consideration in normal and tangential coor-
dinates near the boundary. Namely, we consider a map U’ : O’ — U’, with O’ ¢ R%! and U’ C 9Q
as described in Section [[L3l We calculate the effect of the diffeomorphism ¥ : O — U given in
(LI0) on the Laplacian, the boundary operators A;, and the fundamental solution of A™. Finally,
we use this to analyze the boundary layer potential operators V.

Laplace operator From the decomposition (LI1]), the principal symbol for AY is

62 d—1d-1
O-(A\Il)(xvé.) = O-(At\p + —2)(X7£) = - + G gj&k )
ox
d j=1k=1

and because of the positivity of the first (i.e., least) eigenvalue of G™' we see that AY and (A™)Y
are elliptic (of order 2 and 2m respectively). Writing n = (&1,...,&4—1), we denote

d—1d-1

G ’ g]flm
Jj=1k=1

which allows us to write

o((A)Y)(x,6) = — (& +d(x,m)) -
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At times, we will consider d|p/ ga, and we express this restriction as d(y,-) which simply means
d(x,-) with zg = 0.

Normal derivative The principal symbol of (D%)? is o((D%)Y)(x,£) = —ifs. We can also
express the principal symbol of the differential operator A;- — the adjoint of the operator defined in

@) - as

S NS

— 2 X if2 | is even
7 ((A)") (x.6) = {( 3+ dbem) y (5.3

(—1)"2 iy (& +d(x,m)V "V jis odd.

5.2.1 The fundamental solution to A™ in local coordinates

The solution operator, f — ¢ f, for A™ in R? is a Fourier multiplier with symbol 5(5) = |¢]72m
(at least, when considering distributions supported on R%\ {0}). If not for its behavior near ¢ = 0
it would be in S~2™(R%). This is easily fixed by making the decomposition ¢ * f = Ef + K f, into
a properly supported pseudodifferential operator and a smoothing operator.

Note that the formula A™¢ % g = g = ¢ * (A™g) is valid for test functions g € D(R?) which
satisfy g L Ia,,. Thus (A™)Y(E)Y and (E)Y(A™)¥ both equal the identity, modulo addition of a
smoothing operator. It follows that EY is a parametrix for (A™)¥, the m-fold composition of the
operator (A)Y from (LII) on O (derived from A™). By Lemma 5.6, EY has a polyhomogeneous
symbol Z]O'io e;j(x,€); we can express its principal symbol as

o(EY)(x,€) = eo(x,€) = (—=1)™ (&3 +d(x,m)) " (5.4)

Remark 5.7. We note that the symbol for E¥ could be obtained by the change of variables formula
in item 4 of Result In particular, the principal symbol could have been determined the trans-
formation for p € S™ to p(¥(x), M(x)€), where M(x) = ([D\I'(x)]_l)t. The above result gives
eo(x,€) = —|IM(x)€]? = —€'G71(x)¢&, since the symbol for the Laplacian in standard coordinates
is p(u,¢) = —|¢|? and the Gram matrix is [D¥(x)]'D¥(x) and, so, the inverse Gram matrix is
G 1(x) = M(x)'M(x).

The boundary layer potential operator in local coordinates To describe the coordinate
representation of the operators g — A Vg = Appx (A; g-5ag), we focus on the the coordinate version
of (Ax)E(A%), since this differs from the map f — Ar¢ * (A} f) by a smoothing operator. It follows
that, it too is polyhomogeneous (as a product of polyhomogeneous operators): (Ax)E(A}) = Op(p),
with p = Y2 pe, and py € STHF=2m=4(0). Writing n = j + k, its principal symbol is determined
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by combining (5.3]) and (5.4]):

(ﬁ 7,k are even,
(3+dxm)™ 2
v m—" & .
o ((AkEA;) ) (x,€) = (—1)" 2 (§§+d(x7n))m“’% 7,k are odd,

i(=1)"¢ n is odd.
(£§+d(x7n))m7%—1

5.3 Boundary operators in local coordinates

£ )Y as an

The expression of (AkEAE-)‘I’ as the polyhomogeneous operator p permits us to write (v, i

operator from D(O’) to £(O’). To this end, define the operator v,fj as

vie;9(y) == lim (ALEAS)Y (g 6pa-i)(x).
»J :cd—>0i J

That this is well defined for smooth g is an immediate consequence of Corollary B3t indeed, we can

write (vf: j)‘I’ as the sum of the operator v*; ; and a smoothing operator. Namely

(Vi) 9(y) = vicj9(y) + Jim, AT KA (g 0ga1) | (). (5.5)

Note that when j + k < 2m — 2, (v,jj)‘l’g(y) = (vk_j)‘l’g(y), so we simply write v,fjg(y) = vk,;9(y).

The following lemma shows that fu,f I and hence fu,f ; can be extended to distributions. It shows,

roughly, that (AkEA;-)‘I’ has the “transmission property”, and will be clear to those familiar with
this subject. In this case, it is fairly easy to demonstrate, since we are considering symbols with
convenient analytic extension. The structure of this proof (especially Case 2) follows Section 18.2
of [22], although by dealing with classical symbols, it is greatly simplified.

Lemma 5.8. For any j,k € N, v,icj is a polyhomogeneous pseudodifferential operator of order
j+k—2m+1.

Proof. We split this into two cases.

Case 1: j+ k < 2m — 2. In this case we have

(AREAS)" (g - Sga1)(x) = (27) / G(m)e¥ ( /R p(x,n,s@emdfddsd) dy

Rd-1

(the inner integral is convergent by decay of p).
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Allowing zq — 0, we have vz jg(y) = (2m) ™% [pa1 G(1)e™ ™ ([ p(y,0,m,&4)dEq) dn after exchang-
ing limit and integral. The conditions on p ensure that (y,n) — % Jep(y,0,m,£4)dEq is a symbol
in SJE=2m+1(0)). Indeed, for multi-indices o and 3, we have (by dominated convergence)

D2D? /R p(y,0.m, Ea)déa] < / (DS DZp)(y,0,m, £0)ld&s

< O [+ pnl+ fel e ag
R
= C(1+ |n|)tk-2m+1-18l

where in the last equation, we have used the change of variable t = %(\im'

A similar estimate applied to each py guarantees that we can express (v/w-)‘l’ as a polyhomogeneous
series, namely,

707 ) d&q = ,0, s dé&g.
/RP(Y 1, 8q)dEq Z%/}Rm(y n,&q)déq

For [n| > 1 and A > 1, [, pe(y,0,An,&g)déq = N TR=2m=EFL o pi(y,0,m,¢)d¢ by a simple change
of variable, so each term is positively homogeneous of order j + k — 2m — ¢ + 1.

Case 2: j+k >2m—2. In this case, we write p = Zévop]—i-p choosing j+k—2m—-—N—-1< 2
This permits us to treat p® as in Case 1; this is left to the reader. We focus on p? = ZZ oPj + P

Consider the case x4 > 0, the other case is handled similarly. Begin by mollifying ¢ - § as follows:
for a smooth 7 : R — R supported in [—1, 1], consider G¢(x) = 2g(y)7(2q/€). Then (AkEA;)‘I’(g :
6Rd*1) = limg_)O(AkEA;)\IIGe.

Because (/}:(E) =9(n)7(e&q) is a Schwartz function, it follows that
Op(p*)(g - pa-1)(x) = (2m) / (e’ ™ /R T(e€a)pf (x,m, )44 dE dn (5.6)
because & — é:(f)pﬁ(x, &) is integrable.

Note that 7 is defined on C and is entire. Because each py is rational in £ (for || > 1), there is a
complex region Qp, := {¢ € C| || > Ro, () > 0} where for each £ =0...N, { — pe(x,m,() is
defined and analytic. The inner integral [, 7(e£q)p*(x,m, £4)e™®4%4d¢y in (IBEI) can be written as

R . '
/—R 7(e€a)p (x, m, Ea)e"*45ade, — / 7(eQpF(x,m, Qe d¢

TR

for any Ry < R < oo. (Here «yp is the upper part of semicircle of radius R centered at 0.) Not
Because |¢™4¢7(eC)| = \f_ll 7(t)e!@a=)Cdt|, we have that |e*4¢7(eC)| < ||7||; provided € < x4 and
Q¢ > 0. By dominated convergence, we then have that

Op(p)(g - Opar) =
en [ a0 ([ semcoeieag,— [ e Qesiac ) i



Applying dominated convergence again as we let x4 — 07, we have

U]:;jg(}’) =
) R
ent [ g ([ stv.om gt [ v0m,0ac)an

The fact that the symbol is a positively homogeneous symbol follows by considering for A > 1 and
each £ =0... N, the integral

AR
/ pé(yv()) )‘Tlvgd)dgd - / pZ(Y707)‘n7<)dC7

—AR YAR

and applying a change of variable as in Case 1. O

When j+k =n < 2m— 2, the principal symbol, in local coordinates, is (for |n| > 1) the convergent
integral

0 1 .
o T md&y 4,k both even,
f (2+d(ym))" 2
—— -1 m—% [eS) £2 .
o (U]w-) (y,n) = % f_oo (5§+d(y,nd))m+17% dé¢; J,k both odd,
T “8a 1 dgy n=j+k odd.
L (E+diym)™ 7

After a change of variable, and integrating out the &, variable, we are left with the simple expression

~ m—n n+1 -m
o (Uj) (y,m) = (=1)" "Chyd(y,m) = ™. (5.7)
with constant
o 1 _ ol+n—2m .
f—oo (C2+1)m7% d¢ =2 bm—n/2—1 J» k both even,
1 S ¢? _ 9l4+n—2m .
O = o S (C24+1)™ 1% d¢ =2 ¢m-n/2-1 J;k both odd, (5.8)
e ———2=rd¢ =0 = j+k odd.
f—oo (C2+1)m,i21 C n ] le)
where b; := % are middle binomial coefficients and ¢;_1 := 4b;_1 —b; are double Catalan numbers

(this follows from [20, Proposition 4.1]).

Proof of Lemma[377. Let (Uy, ®4)e=1. n be an atlas for 09, with ®, : U, — Oy C R4-1 a diffeo-
morphism and ¥, = <I>£_1. Let (7¢)¢=1..n be a smooth partition of unity for 92 subordinate to
(Ug)e=1..n, and let (7¢)¢=1.. N be a family of smooth cut-off functions so that 7 : 9Q — [0, 1] with
supp(7¢) C Uy and 74(z) = 1 for z € supp(7y).
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Let o =s+2m —j —k — 1. We wish to show that forall / =1... N,
N

H\I’?(Tﬁvk,jf)”Hg(Oe) < Cé,z_:l ”\I/z/(Tzrf)”Hg+j+k+172m(oll)

holds.

For f € H;((?Q) we have vy ;f = Zé\[zl v ;Te f, and we consider Tyvy j7 f for each value of ¢
and ¢/. We further split this using the functions 7y, obtaining the maps by ¢ f = 7p1v; ;7 f and
g&g/f = (1 - %g/)TgUkJTglf. Clearly,

N N
Tk f =Y beef+ Y geef

=1 =1

Let Wy ¢ = supp((l — T¢) X Tg/) and U, := supp(7y). Because Wy and U, are disjoint, we have
that the map D'(Uy) — D'Wye) : F +— (v ;F)|w, ,, has a C* kernel. Namely, the restriction of
(, ) = A gjad(z — a) to Wy x Up. Thus ||\I’zfgg7g/f||H;1(aQ) < C’H\IJ;?(Tgf)Hng(aQ) for any pair
01,09 € R.

The boundedness of by ¢ follows from the estimate
V5 (Fereve e fllag 0 < CINYu(Tetevr;7e fllag(0,)

< Cllve; Yo (re Nl g 0,)

+C||\I’Z/ (TZ/ f) ‘|H§”+’““’2m(oe,)

IA

OH‘PZ;(TZ/f) ||Hg+j+k+172m(oll).

The first inequality follows because \I/;,l o Uy restricted to \I’Z_l(Ug NUy) is a diffeomorphism from

U, (U, N Up) to ¥, (U N Up). The second {(EOWS from (5.5]) and the fact that Ak\I’KA;-\II is

smoothing. The last inequality follows because vf: jisa pseudodifferential operator with symbol in

SITEFI=2m (0, ) and therefore is bounded from H (Op) to HT?m=I7F1(0,) (this follows from
the mapping properties of pseudodifferential operators [37, Ch. 11, Theorem 2.1]). O

5.4 Ellipticity of Matrix Symbols and a Parametrix

In this section we construct the global right parametrix R for L. This is done in two stages — first
by generating a local parametrix in coordinates on O’ C R%! by way of Lemma [5.5], and then by
carefully piecing together a number of local parametrices with the aid of a partition of unity.

5.4.1 A local parametrix

We consider again a map ¥’ : O’ — U’, with O’ C R%"! and U’ C 9Q. Let M; := mingeor A1 (y)
and Mg_1 := maxycor A¢—1(y) the least and greatest eigenvalues, respectively, of the inverse Gram
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matrix G~!(y) described in Section [[3l

The operator
50 Voo ---  Vom—1 50
L: : — : .. : : , (5.9)
Sm—1 Un—1,0 -+ Um—lm-1/ \Sm—1

is, modulo a smoothing operator, the local version of the operator L. Its k,j entry (with indices
running from j,k = 0...m — 1) is a pseudodifferential operator of order 1 + j + k — 2m. Such
operators, having orders that are m x m Hankel matrices are so-called Douglis—Nirenberg elliptic
systems, cf. [11].

We consider matrix pseudodifferential operators A with symbols having entries ay ; € S0, since
such operators have a simple notion of ellipticity. The principal symbol o(A) is nonsingular for
large |¢| if and only if the scalar symbol det(c(A) is elliptic of order 0. Thus, it suffices to check
that the determinant of the principal symbol is bounded from below as |£| — oc.

Operators with diagonal symbols comprise another class of operators with a simple notion of el-
lipticity. In this case, writing a(z,£) = (ax;(,€)), the off-diagonal entry ayj(z,€) (with j # k)
is zero and each diagonal entry a;; is elliptic. Because such systems are decoupled, a parametrix
of the same type exists — namely b(z,¢) = (bjx(z,€)) with bj; the (scalar) parametrix of a;; and
bjr = 0 when j # k.

Returning to the operator E, we make the decomposition L = ALS, with properly supported
pseudodifferential operators A and S that have diagonal symbols with elliptic entries and pseudod-
ifferential operator L having a matrix symbol with entries in S and which (as we soon shall see) is
elliptic. Specifically, we require

d(y,n)0-m/2 0
o(A)(y,n) = : : :
0 ... d(y,m)°
and
d(y,n)~™? ... 0
o(S)(y.m) = : :
0 .. d(y,m)1/?

Since Mi|n|> < d(y,n) < My|n|?, we see that each diagonal entry is elliptic. That is, for j =
0...m — 1, the diagonal entry o(A);; is elliptic of order 1+ j —m and o(S);; is elliptic of order
4 —m. The parametrices for operators A and S are the decoupled operators B and T, respectively.
These have symbols

b0,0(Y7 T)) e 0

o(B) := : : :

0 ce bm—l,m—l(yan)
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and

0 cee tm—l,m—l(yan)

with bj;(y,n) the parametrix of d(y,n)t7=m)/2 (for j = 0...m — 1) and similarly with tii(y,m)
the parametrix of d(y,n)Y=™/2 (for j =0...m — 1).

The operator L is simply defined to be the composition BET, and its principal symbol can be
computed by taking the product o(B)o(L)o(T). Indeed, from (5.7) and (5.8) we have o(L); €
S9(O) when j + k is even (otherwise it is in S~1), and for |n| > 1, we have

(L) 1y, ;) = i+h—2m | bm=Gky/2-1 ;K Doth even,
7 Cn_(jik)/2-1  J»k both odd.

Since det (o (L)) = 9m* by [20, Proposition 5.2] (note that the matrix o(L);x differs from the matrix
My, ; of [20] by a change of sign in the odd columns), it follows that L is elliptic and has a parametrix

R. A parametrix for L is then R= TRB, a pseudodifferential operator whose j, k entry has order
2m —j —k — 1.

5.4.2 A global parametrix

We follow [I8, Theorem 8.6] in combining local parametrices of the various L to obtain a global
parametrix R for L.

Let (Uy, ®y)o=1..n be an atlas for 09, and write ¥, = <I>€_1 : Op — Up. Let (79)¢=1..n be a
smooth partition of unity for 92 subordinate to (Up)s=1.. n. Consider two families of smooth cut-
off functions ({7)¢=1..n and (6¢)¢=1..n so that (p: 9Q — [0,1] with (,(z) = 1 for z € supp(7y) and
supp(¢e) C Up and 6, : 02 — [0, 1] with 6,(2) = 1 for z € supp({,) and supp(d;) C Uj.

In each Oy, let Ly denote the operator given by (E39). The construction in Section [£.4.7] guarantees a
right parametrix Rg, for distributions supported in Uy, the change of coordinates (Rg)‘b‘Z = <I>*R vy
is well-defined. Define the global right parametrix R as

ZC@ (70 f)] (u).

We have LRf = SN L (@[(Eg)@m f)]) ~ SN 6L (@[(EZ)%(T@ f)]). Note that Ly differs

from L¥¢ on Oy by a smoothing operator. A similar statement can be made on 99Q: for each ¢,
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00LCo ~ 0¢(L) ¢y, s0

N
LRf ~ ) 0,(Ly)™ (Cz[(éé)q)‘(wf)D
(=1
N
~ D 0L ([(E)™ ()
Z;l
~ Y Omf=f

o~
Il

1

In the second equivalence (modulo a smoothing operator), we have made use of item 1 of Result
and the fact that supp(7y) is contained in the zero set of 1 — (.

Proof of Lemma[{.J} Because there exists a right parametrix for L, we have
LR‘ = Idyp,s+2m71 + K’

Yp,s+2m71

with K a compact operator, it follows that ran (LR, s) is finitely complemented. Since
LR(Y;D,S+2m—1) - L(Xp,s)a

it follows that the range of L is also finitely complemented, hence closed in Y) s1om—1. Finally,
because ranP is finite dimensional, ran (L) + ranP is closed in Y}, s12,—1 and Lﬁ(ng) is closed in

Yz?,s+2m—1‘ O

5.5 Uniqueness

We begin by providing a uniqueness result for boundary layer potential solutions to (LIl in the
bounded domain €, and a partial result for R?\ €. Let us introduce the bilinear form B via

Blw,v) = Jo(VAM=D/2qp YAM=D/24)dz  m is odd,
T Jo A™ 2w (z) A 2p(z)dx m is even.

The result for Q2 we include for completeness; the fact that the solution has the specific form (2.6])

is not important in this case. The result would follow easily from the classical uniqueness results
in [2] 29].

Lemma 5.9. Suppose that u € C*™(Q) N C™ Y(Q) is a classical solution of (I.1) in Q with
homogeneous Dirichlet values (i.e., hy =0 for allk =0...m —1). Then u =0 in Q.

Proof. Recall Green’s first identity
1

/Qv(a:)Amw(a:)da: — B(w,v) = Z(—l)j /8Q Ajv(x) Aopm—j—1w(x) do(x).

Jj=0
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Apply this to w = v and v = u and observe that B(u,u) = 0.

When m is even, we see that A”/2y vanishes a.e. in Q. When m is odd, A= 1/2y must be a
constant a.e. in €2, but since it satisfies A, _1u = 0, it vanishes. In either case we have that u satisfies
the corresponding polyharmonic Dirichlet problem of order [m/2]|. Repeating this argument a
maximum of log, m times, we arrive at |Vu(x)| = 0 throughout 2 and u|sq = 0. O

The corresponding problem for the exterior is more difficult. In general, uniqueness does not hold.
E.g., both ui(z,y) = 1+ In(2? + y?) and us(z,y) = 2% + y* satisfy A%u = 0 in the complement of
the unit ball and they have the same trace and normal derivative on the unit circle. To treat this,
we make use of a radiating condition, which guarantees uniqueness for functions having controlled
growth. In other words, under some additional assumptions of behavior of the function at infinity,
the solution we propose will be in a unicity class for the unbounded domain — cf. [9].

For the purposes of this article, we make them as follows: for sufficiently large R (relative to ),
consider on B(0, R) the boundary operators A; given in (I.2]). The function u satisfies the radiating
conditions if there exists C' so that

R™ 1= forj=0...m—1,

. 5.10
R™ =i for j=m...2m — 1. ( )

[Aju(z)] < C{

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that u € C*™(R%\ Q) N C™ LRI\ Q) is a classical solution of (L) in
R4\ Q with homogeneous Dirichlet values. If u satisfies (5.10) as R — oo, then A"™/?u = 0 in
R\ Q, if m is even, and VAM=1/2y — 0 in R4 \ Q, if m is odd.

Proof. Considering Green'’s first identity in the set T = B(0, R) \ Q (for sufficiently large R) we
have

/T (@A)~ Bw) =Y (-1 / Mu(e) oy 1u(x) do(z)

By the homogenous Dirichlet conditions, the boundary integrals over 02 vanish. This leaves

m—1
(—1)j/ Aju(z) Agm—j—1u(x) do(x)

j=0 {lz|=R}

m—1

<C / R R g (1)
jz—:(] {lz|=R}
< CRITR™ B2, g,
From this it follows that B(u,u) = 0. O
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Thj% radiating condition follows from the fact that the functions g are forced to lie in the kernel of
Pt

Proof of Lemma[.5 Fix p,s € R and consider a solution v = (A,g) € Xg,s to the homogeneous
system Lfv = 0. This implies that Lg € II,,_1, and the ellipticity of L — in particular, the fact that
singsupp(g) C singsupp(Lg) = () — guarantees that the entries g; of g are in C*°(92). Because of
this, and Corollary B3] we can extend each Vjg; to C°°(Q) as well as C>(R?\ Q), hence the same
holds for boundary layer potential u = > Vjg; + > A;jp;. Thus u satisfies (L.I]) with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions in both components of R%\ 9.

By Lemma 5.9, v =0 in Q.

To handle u in the exterior of €2, write u = ¢ * pg + p, with pg = Z;'"”:_Ol A;- (g5 - 6). Applying
the moment conditions P'g = 0, we see that pug L II,,,_1. Thus, for any ¢ € II,,_;, we have that
¢ * g = (¢ — q) * pg. For z sufficiently far from 0, let @, be the Taylor polynomial of degree
m — 1 to o+ ¢(z — ) centered at the origin (or any other point suitably close to 0€2). Then

m—1
(6~ Qu) % g = 2230 /8 a6 =) = Qu(0)] 5 (0o

Since A\;Q; is the degree m — 1 — j Taylor polynomial to o — A ¢(x — @), we have that

N [9(z — ) = Qz(a)]| < C(diam ()™ sup max |D¢(z — o)

la|<m ae)
From the remainder formula in Taylor’s theorem and estimates on the derivative of the fundamental
solution (Z3)), we have that ¢ * g = O(|z|™~%|log(z)|) as |z| — co. Repeating this for derivatives
of ¢ % g, we observe that for |a| +d < m, we have |[D(¢ * ug)(x)| = O(|z|™~*1%l|log z|) while
for || +d > m, we have |D%(¢ * ug)(z)| = O(|z|™~4~1°l). Because D¥p(x) = O(|z|™~1~lel) for
a < m — 1, the radiating conditions (5.I0) are satisfied by u, and Lemma [5.10] applies.

Because B(u,u) = 0 in R?\ 99, we have A,,u(z) = 0 for z € R4\ Q. On the other hand,

m—1 m—1
At = A (3 Vigy +0) = AnVin-1gm-1 + > AnVig;.
j=0 Jj=0

By Corollary 3.4}, the sum Z;-”:_Ol A, V;gj is continuous throughout R?, while for zq € 09,

xh—>nmlo Amvm—lgm—l(x) - xli—>nm10 Amvm—lgm—l(x) = gm—l(xO)
zeQ z€RN\Q

3This should be a familiar phenomenon for practitioners of RBF interpolation: for scattered data fitting with
conditionally positive definite functions, the interpolation matrix (¢(€ — ¢)) is augmented by various polynomial side
conditions (and simultaneously, the addition of a polynomial, to keep the system square). This has the dual effect
of ensuring the interpolant lies in a Native space (a reproducing kernel semi-Hilbert space) and that the augmented
system is 1 — 1.
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Therefore,

mh—gclo Apu(x) — mli_)n%o Apu(x) = gm—1(z0) = 0.

zefl z€RNQ
The remaining auxiliary functions g¢,,—2, gm—3, - - - go can be treated using the same argument, with
the operators Apy41, Ao, .- ., Aoy—1. Finally, it follows obviously that p = u € Il,,,_1 vanishes. [

6 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem[2.2. For 1 < p < oo, the inverse of L, s ensured by Proposition gives the
auxiliary functions which are the solutions of the boundary potential solution of the Dirichlet
problem.

Extend h € Y, 5 to get (0,...,0,hq,...hpm-1)" € Ypﬁﬁ. The solution is given by
(A17 s AN7907 o 7gm—l)t = L;;(07 o 707 h07 s hm—l)t7
and one readily observes that g € X o11-2m and [|g[|x, ;1o < [|L;5l/[h]ly, .. As desired,
I8l 552-2m oy < 152l mace (hollzgiomye - I e )

foreach j=0...m — 1.

O

Proof of Corollary[Z3. Since h € Y5,,_1/9, (0,h)" € Y; and (A,g) = L1(0,h) is in

m—1/2’
X§7_m+1/2. Consider the putative solution
m—1
w=p+ Y Vigi =p+0x[(A;) (95 - So0))-
7=0

Note that for j = 0...m — 1, the functional g; - dgq is in the dual of H;n_j(Rd): for any f €
Hy'"7(R?), the trace theorem guarantees Trf € H;n_J_lﬂ(E?Q). By definition, [(g; - daq, f)| =
(g5, Trf)], and thus

|<gj 5897f>| < ngHH%'*”"‘H/Z(aQ)H’PerH;n*jfl/z(aQ)
< Cllgyll s opy p-sca
Thus, g; - don € Hy "7 (R?) and |lg; - Soel - m+i gay < Cllgsll yzm+i+172 oy for each j.

It follows that (A;)'(gj - doq) € Hy™(R?), and that (because f ~ f * ¢ is, up to a smoothing
operator, a pseudodifferential operator of order —2m) Z;-”:_Ol ¢ * [(A)"(g; - daq)] € H;”JOC(Rd). In
short, we have

[ull ) < ¢ max 1951l grg=rms12gay < €| max  (lgll /o= ay-
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The fact that A™u = 0 in 2 is clear from the construction. That the Dirichlet conditions are
satisfied follows from a limiting argument: by Theorem the conditions hold for h € (C*)™
this extends to h € Y5 ,,_1/o by density of (C°°)™ and the continuity of the map h ~ u given by

g < CHADIy; < Clhly,,, a

Proof of Theorem[2.7. We begin by considering f € C*°(2). In this case, Theorem 2.2l ensures that
there are C*° functions g;, 7 = 0,...,m—1 and a polynomial p € Il,,,_; so that f; = Z;”:_Ol Vigj+p
solves the polyharmonic Dirichlet problem (1)) with boundary data hy = A\ f € C*(09), for
k=0...m-—1.

By Proposition B3] the remainder fo := f — f1 is in C°°(Q2) and Green’s representation (Z.35]) gives
fala) = [ Af(@)o(— a)da

+Z D [ Qansiall = 1)(@) Ajale — ) dofa).

The representation of f follows, and we note that
Nif=g; + (=1 Qomejo1 f — Aam—j-1f1) (6.1)
holds.

For every s > 0 there is C' < oo so that [[Acfllms@n) < Cllfllgstrtip g by the trace theorem,
p,1

(@)
specifically the fact that Tr : B;’/lp (Q) — L,(09) is bounded (this is 41, Section 4.4.3]). In
particular

[A2m—j—1fllms(00) < C||f||B;7+12m7171+1/p(Q) (6.2)

holds for all s > 0 and all integers 0 < j < 2m — 1. It follows from Theorem and (6.2]), that for
k=0,....m—1,

19kl ms(002) < ¢ _max 12 fll om0y < CHfHB;Xmekflﬂ/p(Q)- (6.3)

It remains to consider )\gm —j—1f1 = Aom—j— 1077 k=0 ngk + p). Employing the boundary operators,
this simplifies to Zk 0 Yom—j—1 9k, since p € Hp_y and j < m — 1. It follows from Lemma [3.7]
that

m— m—
[A2m—j—1/1llm300) < Z V30— 1,69k | 3 002) < Z gkl gy s+5-9) 5
k=0 k=0
holds. We use (6.3), namely HngH;stj)(aQ) < CHfHB;ﬁmejfl+l/p(Q), to establish

am—i-1fillmgo0) < CllFl prrzmizivin g (6.4)
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Applying the triangle inequality to (6.1]) gives

IN; fllasoe) < N95lluzo0) + Aem—j—1 fllaso0) + | Aem—j-1f1llms60)
<

OHfHB;fm*j*l(Q)v
where the final inequality follows from the three estimates (6.3]), (6.2]) and (6.4]).

For a general f € W7 (Q), the representation (ZII) holds by density of C*°(Q) and continuity of
the operators A™ and N;, j=0...m — 1.

O

7 Surface spline approximation

7.1 Approximation scheme

We now develop the approximation scheme based on the integral identity introduced in Section
2l The scheme and the accompanying error estimate are generalizations of the scheme in [19].
Specifically, the approximation scheme takes the form

m—1
Tef(z) = /Q A f(@k(z.0)da+ Y- | Ny f(a)ky(r.0)do(a) +p(x)
<

with g; = N;f the auxiliary terms and p the polynomial from Theorem 2.4l The challenge is to
find suitable replacement kernels k(z, o) = 3 ¢ a(e, §)¢(x — &) and kj(z, o) = > ¢ aj(a, §)o(z — §)
so that the error kernels

E(x,a) = |k(z,a)— ¢(x —a)l, (7.1)
Ej(z,a) = |kj(z,a) = Ajap(z—a)|, j=0...m—1

are uniformly small and decay rapidly as |z — a| — oo.

It follows that the (pointwise) error incurred from the approximation scheme can be estimated (for
sufficiently smooth f) by

m—1
|f(x) = T=f ()] S/QE(:ma)lAmf(a)ldaJrZ/aQEj(w,a)lef(a)lda(a)-
j=0

From this it is clear that for f € ng(Q), the L, error is bounded by

m—1

1f = Tellr, @) < IEpopll A Fllly@) + D 1Eillp=pllN; £l 00)- (7.3)
§=0
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where £ and &; are the integral operators induced by the error kernels ¥ and Fj.

In the next subsection, we state the conditions on the centers necessary for a high rate of conver-
gence, how these conditions imply uniform bounds and rapid decay of the error kernels — measured
in terms of a density parameter introduced in the conditions on the centers — and we demonstrate
that the fill distance h, cf. (L5, is connected to this density parameter. The following subsection
states the main theorem and its consequences, including a corollary showing that an increase in
density of centers near the boundary yields the optimal (boundary-free) approximation order.

7.2 FError kernels

In this section we describe how to construct replacement kernels £ and kj, j = 0...m — 1 and give
pointwise estimates for the corresponding error kernels £ and Ej;, j = 0...m — 1. Following this,
we give operator norms for the integral operators defined by £ and E;, which leads to components
of the approximation error in (7.3]).

Interior kernel To construct k(z,a) = > ¢z ala,§)¢(z — §), we require the properties of the
coefficient kernel (o, &) — a(a, &) of the following type. For K, R > 0, and M € N

L. max,cq ZEEE ‘CL(CM, 6)’ <K
2. For every p € Ty, Sz a0, E)p(€) = p(a).
3. If | — &] > R then a(a,§) = 0.

We call such a coefficient kernel a stable, local polynomial reproduction of order M, radius R and
stability K. Local polynomial reproductions have a long history in RBF approximation and related
fields — one may see their use in [43] 23] [42], 10, 19], for example.

We now recall a result guaranteeing that such local polynomial reproductions exist for regions with
Lipschitz boundary satisfying an interior cone condition@ with aperture given by the angle 6 and
radius r — namely, for regions €2 having the property that for every a € Q there is v, so that the
cone

Cla,r,0,vy) = {x ERY ||z —a| <, <M,Va> > cosa}

|z =«

is contained in Q.

The result we cite is the so-called norming set result [42] Theorem 3.14], which ensures that for
every M € N, and = sufficiently dense (with h = max,cq dist(z, Z) sufficiently small —i.e., bounded
above by a constant depending on Q and M), appropriately rescaled cones C' contain subsets of =
so that the norm of a polynomial of degree M over C is controlled by its values on =N C. In short,

4a much weaker condition on  than we assume in this article
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there is a I' > 0 depending on the cone parameters r,0 of £ so that for every p € Il; the uniform
norm over the rescaled cone C(a) = C(a,'M?h,0,1,) is controlled by the finite subset obtained
from = (i.e., the norming set). Indeed,

1Pl icen < 2P lznc@ [l @nean - (7.4)

Note that beside the requirement that A is sufficiently small, the geometry of = does not play a
role in this estimate.

Using (7.4)), it is possible to construct a functional p, in the dual of /o (2 N C(«)) which rep-
resents 0y : p — p(a). Namely, dop = pa(p ‘Eﬂ(;(a)) = D teznc(a) ale; §)p(§) for some sequence
(a(a’g))gean(}(a) € {1. Because |lpalle, < 2[[6allz,, < 2, we have deam(}(a) la(a, &) < 2. We
extend the sequence (a(«,§)) by zero (i.e., a(a, &) = 0 for £ ¢ C(a)) so that (a(w, €))

0(2)

¢€EnC(a) cez ©

Let M = 2m and use [42], Theorem 3.14] to generate the stable, local polynomial reproduction a.
Then k(z,a) = EgeE a(a, &)p(x — &) is the replacement kernel. The error kernel satisfies, for every
T, a €

dist(z, ar) —(d+1)
=)

with a constant C' depending only on M and the cone parameters 6 and p. In particular, F satisfies

E(x,0) = |¢(z — o) — k(z, o)| < CR¥m4 (1 +

max/ E(z,a)da < Ch*™, max/ E(z,a)dz < CR*™.
e Q aef Q

It follows that for 1 < p < oo, the integral operator £ : f — fQ E(z,a)f(a)da is bounded, in L,
like [|€][p—p < Ch*™ and for f € W2™(Q)

/Q A" f(@)d(x — a)da — 3 Agpl(z — €)| < CRH|A™ |1, - (7.5)

e

where A¢ := [, a(o, )A™ f(a)da.

Boundary kernels To construct k;j(z,a) = > ¢cz aj(, §)d(z — ), we require similar properties
of the coefficient kernels. For K, R > 0, and M € N we seek a; so that

L. For every p € Ilnr, Y eem ale, §)p(§) = Ajp(a).
2. If o — &] > R then a;(a, &) = 0.

3. Mmax,econ deE ’aj(aaf)’ < KhJ

We can again use the norming set result (Z.4]) to build representers for the functionals d,A;, which
have norms given by Bernstein’s inequality |A;p(ar)| < Co(M?/h)||p|l1 (c(a)) (Bernstein’s inequal-
ity is given, for example, in [42], Proposition 11.6]). It follows that there is a representer p; . in the
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dual of £5o(E N C(w)) for the functional p — Ajp(a) in the sense that Ajp(ar) = pj.a(p |znc(a)) =
ZEEEOC’(Q) aj(a, §)p(§) where (aj(a’g))geamc*(a) so that

S e 6)] = llnjall < 2llp = Ajp(a)]| < CoM>h
£€ENC(a)

(this is [42] Theorem 11.8]). We extend by zero so that a;(«, &) = 0 for £ ¢ C(a).

The replacement kernels are given by kj(z, @) = > ¢z aj(a,§)¢(z — §). In this case, it suffices to
take M = 2m — j. The error kernel satisfies, for every z,a €

dist(z, a) > —(d+1)
_|_ -~ * 7

Ej(z,0) = [Ajad(z — ) — kj(z,a)] < CH*" =" (1 h

with a constant C' depending only on M and the cone parameters 6 and p. In particular, E; satisfies

max | Ej(z,a)do(a) < CRZ™ 7, max/ Ej(z,a)dz < Ch*™.
z€Q Jon acdf) Jq

It follows that for 1 < p < oo, the operator &; : f — [, Ej(x,a)f(a)do(a) is bounded, in L, like
1€ lp—sp < CR2M=I=1F1/P and for f € W2™(Q)

/a V(@ a( = a)do(a) = 3 Ajedla — 6

=
< CRP™ I YPING £l ). (76)

where Aj¢ := [, aj(a, §)N; f(a)do(a).

We are now in a position to give approximation rates for the operators Tz for functions of full
smoothness.

Lemma 7.1. Let f € W™(Q) (or C*™(Q) in case p = o0). Then there are positive constants hg
and C (depending on 2 and m) so that for all h < hy,

m—1

m—j—14+21
1f = T=fllz, @) < C [ RIA™ fllzy ) + D 072N F 00
7=0
Proof. The lemma follows directly from Theorem 24 (7.5) and (Z.6]). O

7.3 Approximation results

Our first result about surface spline approximation is broken into three parts, treating approxima-
tion in L,, with 1 < p < oo, treating approximation in L; and approximation in L.,. The error
estimates follow along the lines of [19].
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In each case we make use of a K-functional argument to allow the operator to handle functions
of lower smoothness. Let f. be the universal extension to R? of the target function f defined on
Q guaranteed by [33, Theorem 2.2]. Let 1 : R? — [0,1] be a compactly supported C* function
satisfying [pa 2*n(x)dz = 6(|a) for |a| < 2m. This ensures that 1% p = p for all p € IIy,,. The
Ly preserving dilation of i by h is 1, := h=%n(-/h). We define Sy, f € ng(Rd) as Spf = fexnp €
C>®(RY).

In short, for a function having smoothness m + 1/p (this is made precise below) we have that
Spf € C(Q). Consequently,

o |lf = Suflly = O(™1/P);
® HSthng(Q) = O(hl/p—m)’

e for every 0 < s < 2m, ||Shf\|B; (@ = O(hm+1/p=s),

It follows that we can apply Lemmal[ZTlto estimate ||Sp, f —T=S5, f ||, We have that || N; Sy f |1, 00) <
C’||5hf||32mfj71+1/pm) = O(hmH1/p=(@m=i=14+1/p)y = O(KI*1=™) by Theorem 24l Using this, we
1

control the boundary error terms appearing in Lemma [T}

W ITEIN S S0y S CHITERISE panscsiingg
P,

_ O(hm—i-l/p)‘

Theorem 7.2 (Approximation in Ly, 1 < p < 00). Let 1 < p < oo and suppose f € B;?;rl/p(Q).
There exist positive constants C, hg so that for every = C Q satisfying h < hg there is sy € Sy,—1(E)
so that

1f = ssllp < hm+1/p|’f|’3;71+1/9(9)~

Proof. 1t is an easy exercise to demonstrate the inequalities

m+1 m+1
er - SthLp(Rd) < Ch /pre”B;z;rl/P(Rd) <Ch /prHB;?fl/p(Q

1n Fllwzmray < Chl/p_m||fe||3:;rl/p(Rd)SChl/p—meeHB:;rl/p

)7
)
and, for 0 < s < 2m,

m+1/p—s m+1/p—s
||Shf||B;’1(Rd) < Ch /P ||f6||B;"’L1+1/P(Rd) < Ch /P ||f||B;"’L1+1/P(Q)

By the second inequality, we have [|A™S},f|[1, @) < C’hl/”_m||]"||Bm+1/p(Q . Theorem 2.4] and the
p,1

)
third estimate imply that

INiShfllz,00) < ClSF | gam—i-si1/m g < Ch”l_mllfllBﬁl/p(Q).
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We now apply 7= to Sp,f|q (the restriction of Spf to Q). By Lemma [T we see that ||Shf o —

T=(Suf o)L, @ < Ch2mh1/p_m||fe||B;11+1/P(Q) and

o m+1/
If = T=(Shf lo) llz,@) < CH™ 2 | gmsrn g (1)

from which the theorem follows. O

In order to get a result result for approximation in L, we assume slightly more more smoothness
for the target function

Theorem 7.3 (Approximation in Ly). Let e > 0 and suppose f € B11n1+ F€(Q). There exist positive
constants Ce, hg so that for every = C Q satisfying h < hq there is sy € Sp,—1(2) so that

1f = sgll < CehmH/prHBf?lﬁ/p(Q)'

Proof. As in the previous case, one easily demonstrate the inequalities

||fe - Shf”Ll(Rd) < Chm_i_l”f@”gﬁ?“jﬂ@) < Chm_i_l”f”g;?frl“(g)a

1S fllwgmay < CRT™ | fell g may < CHIT™ | fell gy
and, for 0 < s < 2m and € > 0
15hS Il psce gy < CR™ (1 fell e ray < CR™ 7| £l e -

Let p = ﬁ. By compactness, we have ||[N;Syfl|5,00) < ClIN;ShfllL,0). By Theorem 2.4,

IN;Shf L, 00) < CHSthBszjflﬂ/p(Q). Finally, an application of the Sobolev embedding theo-
p,1

rem for Besov spaces, [40, Theorem 2.7.1], we have [|Shf|| zom—i-141/p /o) < C||Shf||B$n1’ijfl+e
p,1 s

() @)

Together, we obtain

IN;Shf Ly 00) < C||5hf||B§j;zfj71+e(Q) < Chj“_mllfllBﬁus(Q).

Applying T= to the restriction Sif |, we see that
1Shf lo —T=(Shf o)l @) < Chzmhl_m”fe“g%l(g)

and
If = T=(ShF 1) ey < CH™ 1l ynseqey (739)

from which the theorem follows. O

This is because of challenges in bounding pseudo-differential operators N; on spaces measuring smoothness in
L;. Although it may appear to be an artifact of working in this setting (after all, there are many pseudo-differential
operators that do not have such difficulties: constant coefficient differential operators, for instance) in the case where
) is the disk in R?, it is known that the operators Nj are not bounded from W{”H to L.
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The final case follows the same lines.

Theorem 7.4 (Approximation in Ls,). Let € > 0 and suppose f € C™F¢(Q). There exist positive
constants C, hy so that for every Z C Q satisfying h < hg there is sy € Sp—1(Z) so that

1f = sflloe < hm||f||cm+e(ﬁ)-

Proof. In this case, we have

[ fe = Snfll Lo (mey Ch™ || fellem®ay < CA™ || fllom @)
1S fllcom@ey < CR™™| fellem@ay < CR™"[|fellom oy

VANRVAN

and, for m < s < 2m,
1S flles ey < CR™ 72| fellomte ray < CR™ 2| fll e -

In this case, we apply Theorem 2] to Sy f as follows. For any 2d/e < p < €, the Sobolev em-

bedding theorem guarantees the embedding H;/ 2(89) C Lo (092). Applying this to N;Sp, f gives

IN3ShfllLo(@0) < ClINiSufll ez - By Theorem B [[NjSufllioon) < Cllfll grm—i-irer2 g
P,

holds. Finally, we have the embedding C?(2) C B, (2), valid for any o > 0 by the compactness
of Q. This gives C?m~i~1+¢(Q) C Bijln_j_lﬂp({)). and, therefore,

[N ShfllLo @) < ClISKflc2m—i—11¢(q)-
In particular this holds for s = 2m — j — 1 + ¢, which satisfies m < s < 2m.

Applying T= to the restriction Sy f |§, Lemma [7.T] and the above estimates ensure that

1S1f [g = T=(Shf [ Lo) < CR™ (| fell ey
and
If = T=(Shf @) Lo < CA™ (I fllomseqmy (7.9)

from which the theorem follows. O

7.4 Overcoming boundary effects

We now demonstrate that the “free space” approximation order of 2m can be attained by increasing
the density of centers in a small neighborhood of the boundary. This approach was shown to be
successful in [19], and is similar to quadratic oversampling used by Rieger and Zwicknagl [32]. We
now describe how to modify the error estimate from Lemma [T to respond to oversampling near
the boundary.

We add an extra assumption about = — namely that the sampling density of = near the boundary
is h¥ rather than h. In this case “near” means within a tube which has thickness oc h”.
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To proceed, we fix an “oversampling factor” v > 1. By the smoothness and compactness of the
boundary, € satisfies an interior cone condition. Indeed, for every aperture 0 < 6 < 7/2 there is a
radius r so that for every a € 01, the cone C(a,r,60,—7i,) lies in Q.

It follows from [42, Theorem 3.8] that if Q, = {£ € Q | dist(¢,00) < 12h¥m?} satisfies
the estimate max,eq, , dist(z, (£)) < h” then for every a € 09 the boundary cone C(a) =
C(a,T(2m)2h”, 0, —7,), has the norming set property:

p € Iam, Vo € 02, Ipll1cice) < 2P |zne o @noe) -

As in Section [[.2, we have that |Ajp(a)| < C’2||p|50(;(a) lle..- This is sufficient to ensure that
boundary kernels a; : 92 x = — R exist so that the following three properties hold. Namely,

L > ez aj (@, §)p(§) = Ajp(a) for all p € T,
2. |a—¢&| > T'(2m)*h” implies a;(a, &) = 0

3. maxaeon D _gez aj(a, )| < Kh™"J with K depending only on m and (2.

Consequently,

' dist —(d+1)
Bj(2,0) = Wyals — o) — ky(a,)| < o (14 SX))
and the corresponding operator has norm ||&;||,—, < Ch¥?m=3=1+1/P) This ensures the following
theorem

Theorem 7.5. There are positive constants hg and C (depending on  and m) so that for all =
with fill distance h < hg, and satisfying the extra condition maxyeaq dist(z, (2N Q) < hY, if
f e W2m(Q) (or C*™(Q) in case p = c0) then

m—1
v(2m—j—14+1
If = T=fllr, @ < C | B IA™ fll 1) + Z p B H”)Hfﬂwgm(n)
=0

Proof. The result follows from the argument used in Lemma [TIl The details are left to the
reader. O

This indicates how we may “oversample” =. For 1 < p < oo, let v = i;lfl (or v =2 when p = 00).

This is the critical exponent that delivers L, approximation order 2m. Then the lowest order term
in Theorem is controlled by h*™ and

1f = T=f @) < CRZ™ || fllwzm -
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Selecting points in €5, , To accomplish this practically, given a set of centers = C Q) with fill
distance h, we sample points Zp ¢ on 02 with a density of max,coq dist(x,Zg0) = h”. Extend this
into 2 by choosing 2m layers of the form Zp ; = {{* = £+ jh"7i¢ | £ € Zpp}. In that case, we have
(for sufficiently small k) that U?Eo Ep,; is a norming set for Q, , = {x € Q| dist(z,0Q2) < 2mh”}.

When is it feasible? A set of centers & C Q has cardinality #Z > Cvol(Q)h~?. Since
#EZs,j ~ #EZp,0 ~ Chv=1 the set of additional points U?Zo Ep,; may have cardinality bounded
by (#Z9,0)(2m+1) < Cmh~"4=1 If we desire that the supplementary points do not exceed Ch~?
asymptotically (meaning that the number or extra centers required to achieve approximation order

2m is kept on par with the number of original centers), then for fixed d, the L, approximation

order 2m can be achieved for 1 < p < —%— without increasing (asymptotically) the number of

(d—2)m
centers.

8 Beppo-Levi Extension

In this section we present a boundary layer representation of Duchon’s norm minimizing extension
operator [12], which takes functions in W3"(Q2) to functions in the Beppo-Levi space

D™ "Ly(R?) = {g € Wi, | V|B| = m, DPg € Ly(R%)}.

This is the semi-Hilbert space of functions whose mth derivatives are globally Lo equipped with
the Beppo-Levi semi-norm
1/2
m 2
dlo-ssaey = | 5 (&) [ 10%00) P
|a|=m Rd

Since m > d/2, D™™Ly(RY) C C(R?), by the Sobolev embedding theorem (this follows from the
chain of embeddings D™™Ly(R?) C Wﬂoc(Rd) C C(RY). We consider the extension operator

By W) — D ™Ly(RY) : f + f. that minimizes the Beppo-Levi semi-norm
E\f = fe = argmin{|g|p-mp,re) | 9lo = f}
Such extensions can be written as
fe=0¢*pus+p
with p a polynomial in II,,_1 and py a distribution supported in Q that annihilates II,,_;. Unfor-
tunately, not much more can be said about .y or p.

8.1 Extension of functions in WJ"(R?)

For f € Wi*(R%), Corollary B3] ensures that the solution to (ILI)) with hy = \.f € WQm_k_lm((‘)Q)
satisfies f; = Z;”:_Ol V;gj + p, and that this functions lies in W3"(€2). Because g; € W2]+1/2_m(8§2),
we have that A%(g; - d;) € Wy ™R%), and f; = Z;n:_ol AS(gj - 05) * o+ p.
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The remainder fo = f — fq satisfies A;(f — f1) =0 for j =0...m — 1. In other words, its Dirichlet
data vanishes, and the zero extension of f — fq, denoted (f — f1)., lies in Wzm(Rd). Therefore,
A™(f — f1). € Wy ™(R?), and it has support in 2.

We define vy := A™(f — f1). + Z;—n:_ol A;-(gj -0;), and note that f — vy is bounded from W3" ()
to WQ—m(Rd). Consequently, vy x ¢ € WﬁOC(Rd)'

To guarantee that vy * ¢ resides in D™ Ly, we need to demonstrate a polynomial annihilation
property of vy. This is done below in Lemma Bl The result then follows from the fact that for
|a| = m, D%y is a compactly supported distribution that annihilates polynomials of degree 2m —1,
and therefore D%y x ¢ = (D%y) x ¢. From Lemma I we have that | D% x ¢(z)| < C(1 + |z]) =@
which shows that D%y x ¢(z) € La(R?) globally.

Lemma 8.1. For q € Il,,_1, (vf,q) = 0.

Proof. We have that (v¢,q) = ((f — f1)2, A™q) + ZT:_Ol(gj,)\jq>. Because ¢ € II,,,_1, A™q = 0,
and employing the side conditions P'g = 0 shows that the final sum vanishes. U

We are now ready to prove the main theorem for this section. Its proof is similar to that of Lemma

Theorem 8.2. For f € Wi'(Q), fe =vs* ¢+ p.

Proof. We write fo = ps+p, and let F' = (vy — puy) x ¢ + p — p. Note that F' € D™ Ly(R%). For
fif * ¢ + P this is clear (it is the least extension in D~ Lo(R)), while for v; * ¢ + p it has been
shown above.

Observe that A™F(z) = 0 for z € R\ 9Q. Indeed, F = 0 inside Q, because this is where both
extension operators equal f.

We focus on R?\ Q, where F is smooth, thanks to the fact that vy and gy are both supported in €.
Here F' € W3 ..(RY) satisfies the m-fold Laplace equation A™F(x) = 0 with homogeneous Dirichlet
conditions \;F' = 0, for j = 0...m — 1. The polynomial annihilation property (vy — ps) L II;,—q
in conjunction with Lemma 2] implies that D?F(z) < C(1+ |z|)™ =8l which means that F =0
in R?\ Q. Since F' € C(R?) this implies hat F' = 0 throughout R¢.

Finally, this implies that (vf — us) * ¢ € II,;,_1. Since vy — uy is supported in Q, Vf/—\,uf is entire,
and simultaneously supported at {0}. Thus, vy = py and p = p. ]
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8.2 Extension of functions in W}™(Q)

If f:Q — R has greater smoothness, we may be able to say more about the distribution v¢. In
that case, we use the extended representation (ZI]) given by Theorem [Z4l Namely, we have that

m—1
vpxd= [ (A™F), + D (AN, f-6o)) | * ¢
7=0

Note that this does not hold in general for f € W3*(R%). In particular, the operators N; (which
2m —j— 1/2(9)

have a component the higher order boundary operator Ag,,—j—1), are only defined on B;,
Note that for f € W2™(), A™f is in Ly(9), and its zero extension (A™f), is in Lo(RY). Similarly,
N;f € Ly(09), and N, f - pq € VV_l/2 ‘(R) for any € > 0. From this, we obtain AL(N;f - doa) €
W2_1/2_j_5(]Rd) C W, ™(R%), provided € < 1/2 (because j < m — 1).
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