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Approximation properties of the double
Fourier sphere method
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We investigate analytic properties of the double Fourier sphere (DFS)
method, which transforms a function defined on the two-dimensional sphere
to a function defined on the two-dimensional torus. Then the resulting func-
tion can be written as a Fourier series yielding an approximation of the
original function. We show that the DFS method preserves smoothness: it
continuously maps spherical Holder spaces into the respective spaces on the
torus, but it does not preserve spherical Sobolev spaces in the same manner.
Furthermore, we prove sufficient conditions for the absolute convergence of
the resulting series expansion on the sphere as well as results on the speed
of convergence.

Math Subject Classifications. 42B05, 42C10, 43A90, 65T50

1 Introduction

The problem of approximating functions defined on the two-dimensional sphere arises in
many real-world applications such as weather prediction and climate modeling [0, 7, 20].
One approach is the grid-point method, in which functions and equations are approx-

imated on a finite set of points [¢]. For example, the German weather service’s short
forecast model uses a rotated latitude-longitude grid [2]. Another common approach to
approximate spherical functions is the spectral method [21], where a spherical function

is expanded into a series of basis functions. This method is especially relevant to ap-
plications involving differential equations, since derivatives can be evaluated exactly via
the derivatives of the basis functions.

A frequently used choice of basis functions for the spectral method are the spherical
harmonics [23]. They are eigenfunctions of the spherical Laplacian, which makes them
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a natural choice for problems such as solving differential equations [39], spherical decon-
volution [16], the approximation of measures [I 1], or modeling the earth’s upper mantle
[15, 38] and gravitational field [13]. While the naive computation of spherical harmonics
expansions is very memory and time consuming [39], there are methods allowing for a
faster computation, known as fast spherical Fourier transforms, see, e.g., [10, 19, 24, 37]
and [28, sec. 9.6]. However, these algorithms do not reach the performance of fast Fourier
transforms on the torus and they suffer from difficulties in the numerical evaluation of
associated Legendre functions, cf. [33].

The double Fourier sphere (DFS) method avoids numerical difficulties of spherical har-
monics expansions. The core concept is to apply a simple transformation, which is closely
related to the spherical longitude-latitude coordinates, before any approximation steps.
A spherical function is transformed to a biperiodic function on a rectangular domain,
i.e., a function on the two-dimensional torus. The resulting function can, in turn, be
represented via a two-dimensional Fourier series, which can be efficiently approximated
by a fast Fourier transform (FFT), cf. [39] and [28, ch. 5, 7].

The DFS method was first proposed in 1972 by Merilees [22] in the context of shallow
water equations. Further applications followed in meteorology [5, 27, 39] and geophysics
[12]. In 2016, Townsend et al. proposed a DFS method for a low-rank approximation of
spherical functions [35]. Sampling methods on the sphere based on spherical harmonics
and the DFS method were compared in [29]. Recently, the DFS method was utilized in
the numerical solution of partial differential equations on the sphere [25] and the ball
[4, 3] as well as in computational spherical harmonics analysis [9]. To the best of our
knowledge, no results on the convergence of the approximation with the DFS method
were published so far.

In this paper, we are concerned with analytic properties of the DFS method. The main
contributions of this work are the following:

(i) We examine which function spaces are preserved under the DFS transformation.
In particular, we show in Theorems 4.3 and 4.5 that the DFS method maps the
differentiability space C*(S?) and the Hélder space C**(S?) on the sphere S? con-
tinuously into the respective spaces C*(T2) and C¥(T?) on the torus T2. However,
in Theorem 6.3 we prove that the analogue does not hold true for spherical Sobolev
spaces.

(ii) The Fourier series that results from applying the DFS method admits a certain
symmetry on the torus. This allows us to provide a series expansion of the spherical
function in terms of basis functions that are orthogonal with respect to a weight
on the sphere in Theorem 5.4. We prove the absolute convergence as well as
convergence rates for this expansion of Holder continuous functions in Theorems 5.6
and 5.10.

(iii) Numerical tests indicate that this series expansion provides a comparable approx-
imation quality while being faster than a spherical harmonics expansion.



This paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the DF'S method. In Section 3,
we define Holder spaces and related function spaces on the sphere and on the torus. We
show that the DFS method preserves differentiability and Holder spaces in Section 4.
Section 5 is dedicated to the approximation of DFS functions via the Fourier series that
results from applying the DFS method. We study sufficient conditions for the absolute
convergence of this series and present bounds on its speed of convergence. Numerical
results are presented in Section 5.3. Finally, Section 6 addresses the question whether
the space preserving properties of the DFS method on Hélder spaces also hold true for
Sobolev spaces. This question is answered negative for the Sobolev space H!(S?).

2 The double Fourier sphere method

The double Fourier sphere (DFS) method transforms spherical functions into functions
on the two-dimensional torus. Let d € N. We denote the d-dimensional torus by
T? := R?/(27Z4) and the d-dimensional unit sphere by

§?:={z e R™ | || =1},

where ||-|| denotes the Euclidean norm. Note that every function defined on T¢ can be
identified with a function defined on R? which is 27-periodic in all dimensions.

Then the DFS coordinate transform given by
¢: T? = S?, (N, 0) := (cos A sin 6, sin A sin 0, cos 6), (1)

is well-defined on T?, since trigonometric functions are 27-periodic. The restriction of
¢ to [—m,m) x (0,7) U {(0,0),(0,7)} is bijective and known as the longitude-latitude
transform of spherical coordinates. Any spherical function can be composed with the
longitude-latitude transform resulting in a function defined on the rectangle [—m, 7] x
[0, 7], which is 27m-periodic in latitude direction A, but generally not periodic in 6-
direction. The longitude-latitude transform is illustrated in Figure 1.

longitude-latitude
____%

transform

Figure 1: The longitude-latitude transform applied to the earth’s land masses.

We want to approximate a spherical function f: S? — C using Fourier analysis on the
two-dimensional torus. To this end, we require a transformation which yields functions
defined on the torus, or equivalently 27-biperiodic functions with domain [—, 7T]2. We
call

[iT2=C, fi=fo¢ (2)



Figure 2: The DFS method applied to the landmasses of the earth.

the DF'S function of f.

Applying fundamental trigonometric identities, we notice that for all (X, ) € T2,

d(A+ 7, —0) = (cos(\ + 7) sin(—0), sin(A + 7)sin(—0), cos(—0))

= ((—cosA)(—sinf), (—sinA)(—sinf), cos(f)) = o(\,0). ®)

The definition of the DFS function is often given in the equivalent form

g+, 0), (\6) e[~ 0] x [0,7],

. e, (A, 0) € [0, 7] x [0, 7],

frlomal = €, f(1,0):= g\ —0),  (\6)€0,7] x [~,0], )
h(A+ 7, —=0), (\,0) € [-7,0] x [—m,0],

where h(\,0) = f o ¢(\,0) and g(\,0) = fod(\—m,0) for all (), 0) € [0,n]?, cf. [35].
Equation (4) reveals the geometric interpretation of DFS functions. Applying the DFS
method to a function f corresponds to first composing f with the longitude-latitude
transform and then combining the resulting transformation with its glide reflection,
i.e., the domain of the transformed function is doubled by reflecting it over the -
axis and subsequently translating the reflection by —7 in A-direction; the translation is

understood as acting on the one-dimensional torus. Figure 2 shows the application of
the DFS method.

A function g: T? — C that satisfies
g(>\a0) = g()\—{—ﬂ', _0)7 ()\,9) € T27 (5)

is called a block-mirror-centrosymmetric (BMC) function. If g is also constant along
the lines # = 0 and 6 = 7, it is called a type-1 block-mirror-centrosymmetric (BMC-1)
function, see [35, def. 2.2]. For any spherical function f: S?> — C, its DFS function f
is a BMC-1 function, which follows from the symmetry relation (3) and the fact that



the lines § = 0 and # = 7 correspond to the north and south pole of the sphere,
respectively. Conversely, for any BMC-1 function g: T? — C, there exists a spherical
function f: S? — C such that g is the DFS function of f.

3 Holder spaces on the sphere and on the torus

Since the notation in the literature varies slightly, we clarify the notion of different
function spaces we use in the following. In the definitions of differentiability spaces and
Holder spaces on open subsets U of R, we follow [36, p. 2 ff.]. Let d € N and k € N.
We set

Bl :={BeN{||B] <k},

where |8] := Z‘ij:l B; denotes the 1-norm of a multiindex 3 € Ng.
Definition 3.1 (Spaces of differentiable functions). Let U C R? and k € Ng. We define
C(U,C™) :=C%U,C™) := {f: U — C™| f is bounded and uniformly continuous}.
For k£ > 1, we additionally assume that U is open and define
ck(U,c™) .= {f e C(U,C™) | DPf € C(U,C™) for all B € B{}.

Equipping this space with the norm

Iflerwcmy = D sup| D7 f(=)ll,

xcU
BeB¢

it becomes a Banach space.

Definition 3.2 (Lipschitz spaces). Let U C R? For f € C(U,C™), we define the
Lipschitz seminorm by

:I: p—
‘f|Lip(U,(Cm) = sup M
eycl,ary 1T Yl

The Lipschitz space
Lip(U,C™) :== {f € C(U,C™) | [fluipw,cm) < oo},

is a Banach space equipped with the norm ||| ip@w,cm) == -lc@w,cm) + | lLipw,cm)-

Definition 3.3 (Holder spaces). Let k € Ng, 0 < a < 1, and let U C R? be open. For
f € CF(U), we define the CK-seminorm

B _ DB
Flobagem = sup 127 = D7@)]

z,yclU, x#y ”CC - yHa
BeBY, |Bl=k



The (k, «)-Hélder space
CE(U,C™) = {f € C*(U,C™) | [fleraw) < o0}

is a Banach space equipped with the norm ||-[|ck.o(,cm) = || llcr,cm) +1-lck.aw,cmy- For
ease of notation we interchangeably use C* = C*0.

For spaces of scalar-valued functions, we write C**(U) = C*(U,C). The notions of
Lipschitz and Holder spaces transfer to the torus.

Definition 3.4 (Function spaces on the torus). For k € Ny and 0 < o < 1, we define
the Lipschitz space Lip(T?) and the (k,a)-Hélder space C*(T%) on the d-dimensional
torus T? as the restriction of Lip(R%) and C*®(RY), respectively, to functions that are
2m-periodic in all dimensions.

Definition 3.5 (Hélder spaces on the sphere). Let k € Ng, 0 < a < 1, and f: S? — C.
If there exists f* € C»*(U) on an open set U D S¢ such that f*|Sd = f, we call f* a

Ch-extension of f. For a = 0, we define the C*-extension seminorm by

‘f*‘Zk(Sd) = Z HDﬁf*HC(Sd)' (6)

BeBit!
For a > 0 and a C*“-extension f*, we define the C¥-extension seminorm by

’f*lck’a(sd) = ‘f*‘ck(gd) + sup ‘ f (E) f (77)‘ ]

£nest, e4n 1€ =l
BeBT, |BI=k

We define the C**-norm of f: S* — C by
| fll k.o (say = inf{’f*‘zk’a(gd) | f* is a CF*-extension of f} .
The (k, «)-Hélder space on the d-dimensional sphere, defined by
CP(87) = {f: 87 = C | [|fllerass < oo},

is a Banach space equipped with this norm.

If « > 0 and f € CH*(X) by any of the Definitions 3.3 and 3.5, we say that f is
(k, a)-Holder continuous on X, or simply a-Holder continuous if £ = 0. If in one of
the Definitions 3.1 to 3.5 we have k& = 0, we omit k. The following result shows that
Lipschitz continuity implies Holder continuity.



Proposition 3.6. Let U C R? be an open set, V C U, and f : U — C™. If f is bounded
and Lipschitz-continuous on V, then f is a-Hélder continuous on V for all 0 < a < 1
with

| fleev,emy < max{|flripev,cmys 20 flleqv,emy }- (7)
Furthermore, if V is convex and f € C*(U), then f is Lipschitz-continuous on V with
| flLipvy < IV Fllewrey < Ifller@ys (8)

where Vf = (D' f)L,.

Proof. Let f be bounded and Lipschitz-continuous on V and let «,y € V with x # y.
Then

Hﬂm—f@m<{f%QWWSfmmm lz —yl <1,
lz—yl* = U@ — F@ll <20 fley lle—yl > 1,

which proves (7). For f € C1(U), applying the mean value theorem to
0,115+ f(z+t(y — z))
shows that there exists some 7 € [0, 1] such that

fy)—fl@)=(Vf@+7(y — =),y —x).
Taking the absolute value and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yield

[f(y) = f@) < IVf(@+ty —2)lly -zl <[V Ilewra lly — - [

4 Holder continuity of DFS functions

In this section, we investigate sufficient conditions on a spherical function to ensure
Holder continuity of its DFS function. In particular, we show that the DFS function
of a function in C**1(S?) or in C¥(S?) is in the Hélder space C*(T?) and we prove
upper bounds on the Hélder norms of such DFS functions. This will allow us to obtain
approximation properties of its Fourier series in Section 5.

We present two lemmas, which are necessary to prove the main results of this section.
The following technical lemma shows explicit bounds on the number of summands in
the multivariate chain rule for higher derivatives of vector-valued functions. We use the
abbreviation [n]| == {1,2,...,n} for n € N.

Lemma 4.1. Let U C R? and V C R3 be open sets, and both h = (h1,ha,h3): U — V
and g: V — C be at least k times continuously differentiable for some k € N. Then, for
any B € Bi, we have

ng mg,i
DP(goh) =Y (DWig)oh- [ D*oiihy,, (9)
i=1 j=1



where the constants fulfill

ng € No, ng <27 (k +2)!, (10)
v € B}, i € [ng), (11)
mg.; € By, i € [ngl, (12)

1gij € Bi, i € [ngl, j € [mg.l, (13)
lg,ij € 3], i € [ng], j € [mg] (14)

Proof. We prove the lemma by induction over k.

Base case k = 1: Let h and g fulfill the conditions of the lemma for £ = 1. Clearly, the
claim holds for B = 0. For B € B?\ {0}, we can apply the multi-dimensional chain rule
since g and h are continuously differentiable and we get
3
DP(goh) =) (Dg)oh-DPhy,
p=1
where e? denotes the p-th unit vector. The statement holds with ng =3 = 271 (k + 2)!.

Induction step: Let h and ¢ fulfill the conditions of the lemma for k > 1 and assume the
lemma holds for £k — 1. For all 8 € Bk 1> the statement holds since we can replace k — 1
by k in the bounds on the constants. Let 3T € B2\ B |, then there exists p € {1,2}
such that 8T = eP + 3 for some 3 € Bgfl. By the induction hypothesis, we can choose
constants which satisfy Equations (9) to (14) for 8 and k — 1. Since g and h are k times
continuously differentiable, their composition is also k£ times continuously differentiable
and we can apply (9):

ng mg,i
i=1 j=1
The product rule yields
DP* (goh)
mg i mgyi
_ZDE‘”( D¥ig)oh)- H D8l +Z Dwig)oh- D¢ (] D#oiin,,, ).
i=1 Jj=1
=:A :E

By assumption g is k£ times continuously differentiable and |yg,;| < k—1 by (11), therefore
D78.ig is continuously differentiable for all ¢. Since h is also continuously differentiable,
we can apply the multi-dimensional chain rule to the summands in

mg.
ZDE”(D% oh> ﬁD”ﬁ”hl
ZZ eq+7,61 Oh DePh TﬁzDﬂBzghl
i=1 q=1 Jj=1



Similarly, since h is k times continuously differentiable and |pug; ;| < k — 1 by (14), we
know that DHe4ihy, . . is continuously differentiable for all 7 and all j and we can apply
the product rule to

ng mg,i

o v3.i . peP 1B,

B=Y (Dwig)on- ¥ (] Drewsh,,)

i=1 j=1
ng mg,i mg,i

= E : E : V8. . D HB., : 1B

= (D"ig)oh-D Pirhig H DFEIhg -
i=1 r=1 j=1

JF#r

We combine the resulting sums and relabel the constants to obtain

N ng+ mgt
D? (goh)= 2(D75+’i9) oh- 1—[1 Dpﬁ+’i‘jhlﬁ+,z‘,j7
= j=

where for all i1 € [ng+] and j1 € [mg+ ;| there exist iz € [ng] and ja € [mg;,] such that
the constants satisfy

l o
° ’yﬁ+’il = e Bt,i1,41 =+ ’Yﬁ,’iQ or 7ﬂ+,i1 = ’Y,@,lé (l:1§ ”yﬂ+ﬂ‘1’ S k,

® Mg+ = 1+ mg i, Or Mg+ ;; = MG, (125 mg+ 4, <k,

® HBtiyg = e’ KB+, = HBiz,g2s OF BB+ ,51 = e’ + KBz, 50 (13) ’Nﬂtil’jl’ =k

° lﬂ+7i1,j1 € [3],

i.e., the constants satisfy Equations (9) and (11) to (14) for 8" and k. It remains to
prove (10) for ng+: The sum resulting from A has 3ng summands and the sum resulting
from B has % mg; < max{mg;, i € [ng]}ng < (k — 1) ng summands. Hence, by
(10), we obtain

ngr <(3+k—1ng < (k+2)27 (k—14+2)! =2""(k+2). O

Lemma 4.2. The DFS coordinate transform ¢: R? — S? is infinitely differentiable
with Lipschitz-continuous derivatives and (k,a)-Holder continuous for all k € Ny and
0<a<1. Forallpe N andl € [3], we have

[D¥ | gay < 1. (15)
| DY i me mey < 1 (16)
| DH G oz sy < 2 (17)

Proof. We note that ¢; is the product of sine or cosine for any ! € [3]. Therefore, all
partial derivatives are also the product of sine, cosine or zero, which implies (15). We



show the Lipschitz continuity of ¢. A mean value theorem for vector-valued functions
in [32, p. 113] states that for any g € C'(R) there exists some 7 € [0, 1] such that

l9(1) = g(O)[| < [Vg(r)ll-

Let ¢, h € T2 For g(t) := ¢(x +th), t € [0,1] and v := = + Th, we see that

[6(x +h) — o(x)|| < [[Jo(v) b,
where J¢ denotes the Jacobian. We have

—sinwvy sinve  cosvy €OS vy
. 2
|Jo(v) b cosvl sinvg  sinwy cosvy | b|| = kI sin® vy + h3 < ||h|*.
— sin vg

I* =
This shows (16) for u = 0. For general u € N3, we note that DF¢ takes only
a limited number of different functions as derivatives of the product of sine or co-
sine. Since a changed sign does not affect the norm, we need to show (16) only for
p € {(1,0),(2,0),(0,1),(1,1),(2,1)}, which is be done with the same arguments as for
p = 0 and therefore omitted here. Finally, the Holder continuity (17) follows from the
above and Proposition 3.6. ]

Theorem 4.3. Let k € Ng and f € CFH1(S?). Then for all0 < a < 1, the DFS function
f of f is in CH*(T?) and we have

|Floroiey < (k4 3)If lerers2y, (18)

and

~ 7
Hchk,a(qrz) 1 (k4 3 fllerr(s2)- (19)

Proof. Let k € Ny and f € Ck*1(S?). For k' € Ny with 0 < ¥’ < k + 1 and an open set
U > $2, we consider a C¥ -extension f* € Ck/(U) of f. We note that the DFS coordinate
transform ¢ satisfies ¢[R%] = S? C U, so we can consider it as function ¢: R? — U.

Let 3 € B2. By Lemma 4.1, the DFS function f is &’-times continuously differentiable
and there exist constants of Equations (10) to (14), such that we have

D'GJE:D'G(f*OQﬁ):ZD% HD””QSIU
i=1
Let € R2. Tt follows that

|DP f(a Z| (DY f*) o d(@)| [T D", ().
j=1

10



By (6), (10), and (15) , we obtain
[DPF@)] < [few gy < 270 (K + 2w oy

Note that this bound holds for any C¥ -extension f* of f. Hence, applying Definition 3.5,
we can replace ‘ fr ‘Zk’ (s2) by || fll e (s2) On the right hand side and the bound still holds.

Therefore, we have for all 3 € Bk 41 that
1D° Floges) <27 (181 + 2! 1 rmeey (20)

Furthermore, for 3 € B we know that DB is continuously differentiable with
1
~ ~ 2 5
VD2 legey = s (|02 f@)f + D f@)[)*
zeR

1
— 2\ 2
< (2@ e+ ) o))’
_1
=272 (k+ 3)! | fller+1(s2)-
By (8), this implies that
(D5 luipqeey < sup [V(DPH@)] < (k+ 3 e (21)

Combining (20) with (21) and applying (7), we conclude for all 3 € B? that DBf is
a-Holder continuous with

‘D f‘ca T2) <max{‘Dﬁf’L1pT2

2[[DP fllopy} < (k4 3)Ifllcksr(s2)-

Since the right hand side is independent of 3, it follows that f is (k, a)-Holder continuous
with

f — B f !
‘f‘ck,a(’ﬂ?) ﬁeg,%?\g\:k ‘D f‘ca(’]]?) < (k+3)! HfHCk“'l(SQ)7

which proves (18). By (20), we have

k
- ~ 1.

BeB; i=0 BeB?, |B|=i

Splitting the first sum and noting that the inner sum comprises i + 1 summands, we
obtain

k—1
1 Fllexceey < g7 llem (6 + 2010k + 1) + 6+ 1)1 36 + 1)
1=0

1 k42
= S Flewen) (b + 1)1k + 1) (k+ " ;)

3
< 7k +3) fllers2)- (22)

11



This finishes the proof by

[

HfHCkva(’JI‘Q) = Hchk(W) + mck»a(qr?) <

< 106 +3)! [ Fllowr o) O

Corollary 4.4. Let f € CF(S?). Then the DFS function f of f is in C*(T?) and by (22)
we have

1 Fllenrzy < <k+3) 1£llck (s2)-

Next, we establish that the DFS method even preserves the Holder-class of a func-
tion, i.e., the weaker assumption of (k, «)-Holder continuity on the sphere already yields
(k, a)-Holder continuity of the DFS function on the torus.

Theorem 4.5. Let k € Ng, 0 < o < 1 and f € C*(S?). Then the DFS function f of
f is in CH*(T?). We have

[Flotarsy < O+ 3 flleraee) (23)

and 7
1 lorocrey < 7 6+ 3! llowa - (24)

Proof. Case k = 0: Let f € C*(S?) and «, y € R%. Then

|f(x) = fy)| =If(o(x)) — F((y))l
< |fleas) lo(x) — ¢(y)|*

< flenen) 812 ma.ms) 1 — o
We apply (16) to deduce that f € C*(R?) with
|f’ca(jl‘2) < |f’C°‘(SQ)7

which shows (23). Furthermore, (24) holds since
7
HfHCa(T2) Hch R2) T ’f‘ca(RQ < [flle2) + [ fleagszy < 3 31 fllcas2)-

Case k > 0: Let k € N and f € CP*(S?). Let f* € C**(U) be a (k, a)-Holder extension
of f. Furthermore, let 3 € B,%. We apply Lemma 4.1 to obtain

DﬁfN:Dﬁ(f*O(ﬁ):ZD% HDHZ]qﬁl”
i=1

with constants from Equations (10) to (14). We order the terms such that, for some
n' < n, we have |v;| < k for i € [n/] and |y;| = k for i € [n] \ [n/]. Since f* € CF*(U),

12



we know that D7 f* is continuously differentiable for all i € [n’]. Clearly, D f* is a
Cl-extension of the restriction (D%’f*)’SQ and hence we have D7 f* € C1(S?) with

107 F lersey < 1™ F lerery = 22 [1PP(D™F) legen)

BeB;
< D PP ey = £ exeny < 1F onnery
BeB}
for all 7 € [n/]. We obtain by (18) that
‘D%f ¢‘Co¢ (T2) = (0 + 3) HD%fHCl S2) <6 |f ’Ck o (S2)" (25)

Let &,y € R%. Then, by (9), we have
1D f(x) — DP f(y)]

n

= \ > (DVf) o H DFeigy, (z) = (D f*) o (y)- H DM gy, (y)\
i=1 i=1 Jj=1

hence,

|D? f(2) — D f(y) <Z\D% (z) = (D f* \]HD%@” )|

+Z’ D"/z "HDHZJQZ)l” HDHZ]Qﬁlly ‘

=:B

We estimate the first sum as

As D UDYf) o g(a) — (DY f*) 0 p(y)]
2 i=1

(;)ZGIf*IZk,a(Sz) lz =yl + D |F fea e o) — @)l
2) =1

i=n/+1

1§6)|f*|2ka(82) (Z6Hm_y”o¢+ Z ||:B—y||a)

( i=1 i=n’+1

<3+ 5%a x — y|“.
=S (k4 2)H " oras2) 12 — ]

By (6), we estimate the second sum as

5= 31070l | [ on, o) - [T 0%001,0)
<Z‘f ’cka(g2 HD“”@ HD“”@” ‘

13



Using a telescoping sum, we write last equation as

B S Z|f*|z<‘/'k,a(§2)

i=1
m; h—1 m;
-]Z (D*ir gy, , () — DPrgy, () [ D, (@) [] D*eu,(y)|
h=1 J=1 j=h+1

By (15), we further estimate

B S Z Z|f*|z’k,o<(§2) ‘D'u}i’hgbli’h, ($) - Duiyhgi)li’h(y)‘

i=1 h=1
n  m;
< 3OS U oty 0P 6() — DR ()|
i=1 h=1
By (17) as well as (10) and (12), we have
n my
B2 SIS hagen 2z — yl°

i=1 h=1
< (k2 k1 sy 2 — I

Combining these upper bounds on A and B, we obtain
IDP f(2) = DPF(y)| < (& + 3 f*[fraee) 2 =yl
Since the last equation holds independently of the choices of x, y, and 3, we see that
[Fleko ey < B+ 3 sy

By Definition 3.5, this bound still holds if we replace ’f*|2‘k,a(§,2) by || fll¢#a(s2) on the

right hand side, since the C***-extension f* was chosen arbitrarily, which yields (23).
Since f* is a CF“-extension of f and thus also a CF-extension of f, Corollary 4.4 in
combination with Definition 3.5 show that

= 3
[ £llenerey < 1k 3 fllen(s2) <

Hence, (24) follows with

(k4 31 e -

>~ w

. . . 3
[ Flleracrzy = [ Fllererzy + [Fleraqr < <4 + 1) (k4 3)![f lleras2)- O

5 Fourier series of Holder continuous DFS functions

In this section, we combine our findings from Theorems 4.3 and 4.5 with results from
multi-dimensional Fourier analysis to obtain convergence results on the Fourier series of
DFS functions.
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5.1 Fourier series of DFS functions

We want to approximate spherical functions via the Fourier series of their DFS functions.
We first recall Fourier series on the torus T?. We denote by Lo(T?) the space of square-
integrable functions f: T? — C with the norm HfH%Q(TQ) = [ f(z) ] de.

For ¢, € C, n € Z?, we call the series > nez2 Cn convergent whenever for all expanding
sequences {Q bren of bounded sets exhausting Z?2 the partial sums Y neq,, Cn CONVerge
absolutely as h — oo, cf. [18, p. 6].

Definition 5.1. Let g € Lo(T?) and n € Z2. We define the n-th Fourier coefficient of
g by

enlg) = (2m) 2 /T (@) e da,

Let Qj, h € N, be an expanding sequence of bounded sets which exhausts Z2. We define
the h-th partial Fourier sum of g by

Fo,9(x) == Z cnlg) em®) x € T2 (26)

ne,

and the Fourier series Fg := limy,_,o I, 9.

The functions ™" m € Z2, form an orthogonal basis of the Hilbert space Ly(T?).
Hence, we have F'f = f for all f € Ly(T?). The Fourier sum (26) can be evaluated
efficiently with the fast Fourier transform (FFT).

Remark 5.2. On the sphere S?, the space Ly(S?) consists of all square-integrable func-
tions f: S? — C with respect to

[ e ae - /_ ] /0 FO\,0) sin(8) O dA. (27)

An orthogonal basis of L(S?) is given by the spherical harmonics
V(6N 0)) = Py(cos) ™, A€ [-m,m), 0 €0,7],

where PF is the associated Legendre function of degree n and order k, see [23, sec. 5].
Any spherical function f € Lo(S?) can be written as spherical Fourier series

FO=D"3 far¥i(©), ¢Ees (28)
n=0k=—n

with some coefficients fnk € C. Contrary to (26), the sums over n and k in (28) cannot
be separated because the associated Legendre functions Pff depend on both summation
indices, which makes the computation more time and memory consuming. There are fast

15



spherical Fourier algorithms for the computation of (28), see, e.g., [10, 19, 24]. However,
they are not as fast as FF'Ts of a comparable size and they suffer from the problem that
associated Legendre functions P} of order n Z 1500 can be too small to be representable
in double precision, cf. [33]. O

The DFS method represents a spherical function f via the Fourier series of its DFS
function f: S — C, i.e.,

Fo,f(x)= Y culf)e™™,  xeT (29)

nely,
Let m = (n1,n2) € Z? and « = (1, 72) € T?. We denote by
M (ny,n2) := (n1, —ng2)
the reflection in the second component. We have

ei(n,(x1+7r,fa:2)> _ (_1)111 ei(M(n),(xl,xg))_

Hence, the basis functions ¢/™" on the torus T2 are not BMC functions (5) if ng # 0
and thus cannot be directly transferred to the sphere. However, it follows that that

B ei(n,m) + (_1)n1ei<M(n),m>7 n9 7é 0,
en(:v) ol : ng = 0,

is a BMC function. We denote by ¢! the well-defined inverse of the longitude-latitude
transform ¢ on [—m,7) x (0,7) U {(0,0),(0,7)}. For n € Z x Ny, we define the basis
functions

bn(€) =en(¢7'(§)., €eS”

Since ey, is a BMC function, we have by, (x) = ey, (z) for all & € T? with x5 # mm, m € Z.
This motivates the following definition of an analogue of the Fourier series for the DFS
method.

Definition 5.3. Let f: S? — C with the associated DFS function f € Ly(T?), and let
{Qh}hen be an expanding sequence of bounded sets which exhausts Z x Ny. For h € N,
we define the h-th partial DFS Fourier sum of f by

Sa, (&) == Z Cn(f) bn(§), (S s?,

ney,

and the DFS Fourier series of f by

SF(€) = lim So, f(€),  &eS

16



The connection with the classical Fourier series is shown in the following theorem. We
denote by L(S?) the weighted space of measurable functions f: S?> — C with finite
norm

1

e = [ WO g o6

Theorem 5.4. Let f € Ly(S?). Then the Fourier coefficients of its DFS function
f € Lo(T?) satisfy . .
en(f) = (=D)Meymy(f),  neZ?

For Q € Z x Ny, we set Q := QU M(Q) C Z*. Then we have

Saf(€) = Faf(67(€) =) cn(fen(o7'(€), €€S%

ne)

The set {b, | n € Z x Ny} is an orthogonal basis of Lo(S?).

Proof. The fact that f € Ly(T?) follows by the definition of ¢ and the spherical measure
(27). Let n € Z. By (3), we have

enf) = [, Flarza)elnmio) aa

= (=™ , Flay 4 m, —zy) em@rtm4nazs) g
T

With the substitution T? > (21, z2) — (21 + 7, —x2) € T?, we obtain

n(F) = (1) [ Flanma) 005772 4 = (1) ey ()

Let = € T2. Then, we can split the Fourier sum of f and obtain by (30) that

Fof(@)= 3 eal(f)elme)

neQ

= Y el (g (M) S (f)eltn
neQ, na#0 neQ, no=0

neq

5.2 Convergence of the Fourier series

We prove convergence results on the DFS Fourier series of Definition 5.3. To simplify the
notation, we set C*1(S?) := C*¥*+1(S?) for k € Ny, and the same for S? replaced by T2.

17



Lemma 5.5. Let k € Ng, 0 < a < 1, and f € C**(S?). Then, for all b € R with
b>2/(1+k+a«), the series

|0
> en(f) (31)
converges, where cn(f) denotes the Fourier coefficients of the DFS function f of f.

Proof. Let a < 1. By Theorem 4.5, we have f € Ch(T?). By [I8, p. 87], the fact
that f € CH*(T?) directly implies the convergence of (31) for all b > 2/(1 4 k + «). For
a = 1, we choose € > 0 such that b > 2/(1+k+ (1 —¢)). Then, Theorem 4.3 shows
that f € C*1=¢(T?), which implies the convergence of (31) as above. O

Theorem 5.6. Let k € N, 0 < a <1, and f € Ck(S?). Then the Fourier series Ff
converges to the DFS function f uniformly on T? and, for Q C Z2, we have

HfN_FQJFHC(Tz) < Z |C'I‘L(f~)}

nezZ?\Q

Further, the DFS Fourier series Sf converges to f uniformly on S?* and for Q € Z x Ny,
we have

If = Safleen < D lenlh)].

nezZ2\Q

Proof. By Lemma 5.5 with b =1 > 2/(2+a) > 2/(1 + k + «), the series ) ;> ‘cn(f)‘
converges. By [28, Theorem 1.37], it follows that the Fourier series F'f converges uni-
formly to

fl@)= Y ca(f)e™™,  zeT

nez?

Then, for all € T? and Q C Z?, we have

@) = Faf@)] = | 3 enl ™™ =3 cn(He = < 37 fen(f) ).

nez? neq nezZ?\Q

The second part follows with Theorem 5.4. 0
In the following, we prove bounds on the Fourier coefficients of f .

Lemma 5.7. Letk € Ng, 0 < a < 1, and g € C**(T?). Then it holds for alln € Z*\{0}

that
1

kta
en(9)l <275 710 lglore ) 1omra

18



Proof. The lemma was proven in [14, p. 180] for 1-periodic functions. We transfer this
result by setting the 1-periodic function g;(x) := g(27x). A change of variables shows
that the Fourier coefficients of g and g; coincide,

enle) = (20 [

g(x) e @) dg = / g1(x) e 22 g,
[0,27]2

[0,1]2

Furthermore, we see that [g1|oka = (27)*7|g|cr.a - O

Theorem 5.8. Let k € No, 0 < a <1, and f € Ck(S?). Then, for all n € 72\ {0},
the Fourier coefficients of the DFS function f are bounded by

2 kta g o (K +3)!
|Cn(f)| S 2 2 17T (|n|k+3 ||f||ck,a(§2) .

Proof. We first show the assertion for v < 1. By Theorem 4.5, we know that f ecke (T?)
with | flek.e(r2y < (k+3)! || fllcke(s2). Then, Lemma 5.7 implies the statement for v < 1.
For a = 1, Theorem 4.3 yields that f € C*'~¢(T?) with ’ﬂckJ*E(T?) < (B3 flleros2)
for all 0 < € < 1. The claim follows from the first part combined with the fact that

kta . . .
273 g is continuous in a. O

Theorem 5.9. Let k € N with k > 2,0 < a <1, and f € CH%(S?). Then, for any
expanding sequence {Q}n of bounded sets which exhausts Z x Ny and all h € N with
0 € Qy, it holds that

Eta_ | 1
1 =So Flleee) < 25717 (k4 3)! | leraqey (a1 = 30 ), (32)

neQ;,\{0}

where ¢ denotes the Riemann zeta function ((r) = Y>>, n~", r > 1. In particular, we

have ||f — Sq, fllcs2) — 0 as h — occ.

Proof. Let h € N with 0 € Q). By Theorem 5.6, we have

1f = Sanfllesy < Y. lenlf)].

nEZQ\Qh
By Theorem 5.8, it holds that
kta 1
If = So, flle@y <272 17 (B +3)! [ fllokasy D e (33)
’I’LEZQ\Qh
In the rest of the proof, we show that
1

neZ\{0}
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It is proven in [34, p. 308] that

3 (1:<(r—1)—4(7«), P2 (35)

(n,m)eN? n+ m)r

We split up the sum on the left hand side of (34) to the four quadrants and the coordinate
axes of Z? and obtain

Z 1 — 4 Z v +4 i i
nezivgoy MY e (M1 m2)ET e
By (35), we have

1

> [na =4k +a—1)—¢(k+a) +4¢(k+a) =4¢(k+a —1),
nez2\{0}
which shows (34) and thus finishes the proof. O

For the next theorem, we restrict ourselves to rectangular and circular partial Fourier
sums [18, p. 7 f.] to obtain a bound on the speed of convergence.

Theorem 5.10. Letk € N, 0 < a < 1, and f € CH*(S?). Forh € N, we define the circu-
lar partial DFS Fourier sum K, f := Sq, f associated with Qp = {n € Z x Ny | |n| < h}.
Then there is a constant My, , depending only on k and o such that

If = Knflles?) < Mia [[flloraggey B 5
Proof. By Theorems 5.4 and 5.6, we have

If = Enfleeny < Y. lea(F)]-

nez?, |n|>h

In [14, p. 184], it was shown that there exists a constant M], such that for all g € C¥*(T?)
and ¢ € N, we have

Z len(g)] < My, 20 7R 2= (EH3)e |9lcr.o(T2) -
n€Z?,2t<|n|<2t!

Then we have

0
S len(@) < ME2T |glorarrey Y 2007,
ncZ?, |n|>h {=|logy h ]
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where |logy h] denotes the largest integer m such that 2™ < h. We can evaluate the
geometric sum

0 (k) 9llogy h|(1—k—a) okt+a—1pl—k—a
Z 2 = [ _9ifa S {_gika
I=[logy h|

In the proof of Theorem 5.8, we have seen that |f|Ck,a(T2) < (k4 3)! [| fller.e(s2)- Hence,
with g = f , we have

o hl—k—a
Z len(g)] < Mj 2872 11_2m (k+ 3 fllero(s2) - .
ncZ?, |n|>h

Remark 5.11. The previous theorem still holds when we replace K} by the rectangular
partial Fourier sum Ry, f := Sgq, f associated with Qp, = {n € ZxNy | [n1]| < h, |na| < h}.

5.3 Numerical computation

In this section, we aim to verify our findings numerically. Let x, denote the positive
part of z € R. For v € N and a € (0, 1), we consider the test function

f(€) = (& —a) )™, €es

which has an extension f; defined by the same formula for £ € R3. Obviously, we have
f, € C¥(S?). The derivatives of f* with respect to the first two components vanish, and
we see that D€ (&) = v! (€3 — a) 4 is Lipschitz-continuous. Hence, we have f, € C»*(S?)
for 0 < a < 1, cf. Proposition 3.6. We test the DFS method with a linear combination
of rotated versions of f3, see Figure 3.

1 0
0.9 0.9

1
0.8 0.8
0.7 2 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
0.4 0.4
0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2

4

0.1 0.1

0 6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Figure 3: Test function f3 (left) on the sphere S? and its DFS function f3 (right) on the
torus T2.

w
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o

0
-0.5

We compute the rectangular Fourier sum Ry defined in Remark 5.11 for different de-
grees h on a uniform grid of size 2400 x 1200 in the spherical coordinates (A, 6) by first
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computing the Fourier sum (29) of f on the ”doubled” grid of 2400 x 2400 points on ’]I‘%,
and then transfer this to the sphere S? by Theorem 5.4. The Fourier coeflicients ck(f)
were computed approximately by an FFT of f on a finer grid of 4800 x 4800 points.

For comparison, we also compute the spherical harmonics expansion (28), truncated to
the degree n < h. The approximation error is similar to the DFS Fourier series, see
Figure 4. Note that Ry, consists of (h + 1)(2h + 1) summands, which are about twice
as many as the spherical harmonics expansion with (h + 1)? summands. However, the
computation time for the expansion of degree h = 1024 is about 0.06s for the DFS
Fourier expansion and 0.98 s for the spherical harmonic expansion with the algorithm
[17] on a standard PC with Intel Core i7-10700.

100,
S
£
T 107t
»
o]
g
10787\\\\ | L
10! 10 10°
h

Figure 4: Logarithmic plot of the maximal error ||f — Rp f||¢s2y of the DFS Fourier sum
(blue) and the maximal error of the truncated spherical harmonics series (red,
dashed), depending on the degree h. While the error behavior is similar, the
DFS Fourier expansion can be computed much faster.

6 Sobolev spaces

Sobolev spaces on the torus play an important role in harmonic analysis. A question
which naturally arises is whether the DFS method preserves Sobolev spaces like it pre-
serves differentiability and Holder classes. We will see that this question has to be
answered in the negative; the DFS method does not map spherical Sobolev spaces to
Sobolev spaces of the same order on the torus.

Sobolev spaces on R? can be defined via weak derivatives, see, e.g., [, p. 60]. We adapt
this notion to T¢ in the following. Let us denote by C°(R%) the space of smooth functions
with compact support. For 8 € Ng and locally integrable functions f,g: R* — C, we
say that ¢ is the B-weak derivative of f and write DB f = g if

/ f(x) DPu(z) dx = (1) / g(x) u(z)de for all u € C°(RY).
U U
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Definition 6.1. We define the Sobolev space H*(T?) of order k € Ny on the torus as
the set of all functions f € Lo(T?) such that DPf € Ly(T?) for all B € BZ. This is a
Hilbert space equipped with the norm

£z eny == | D IDPFITyry

BeB;
We define the radial extension f* of f: S? — C by

R {0} 5 €, f*(a:):f( > )

[
If f* is differentiable, the surface gradient of f is given by [26, p. 78]
V*f:§* = C3 V*f(x) = VI*(x).

There are many equivalent definitions of spherical Sobolev spaces, e.g., with spherical
harmonics, see [23, sec. 6.2]. For our purposes, the following equivalent characterization
derived in [31, p. 17] is convenient.

Definition 6.2. We set the zeroth order spherical Sobolev space as H°(S?) := Lo(S?).
For k € N, the spherical Sobolev norm of f € C¥(S?) is defined recursively by

3 2

1

1f 1l Ew(s2) = (Z 1OV F)ill Fpemr g2y + 4Hf||12r{k1(s2)) :
i=1

The Sobolev space H*(S?) of order k is the closure of the subset of functions f € C*(S?)

of finite Sobolev norm || f{| x (g2 With respect to this norm.

A function which is in H!(R?) but unbounded near the origin can be found in [1, (4.43)].
We adapt this example to our spherical setting, yielding a function in H'(S?) which is
unbounded around the poles and whose DFS function is not in H'(T?). The intuition
behind this result is that the DFS transform maps a small area around the poles to an
enlarged area on the torus. Therefore, the spherical Sobolev norm does not sufficiently
control the behavior around the poles to ensure a finite integral on the torus. Due to the
Sobolev embedding theorem, all functions in a spherical Sobolev space of order greater
than one are bounded and continuous.

Theorem 6.3. Let

8
f:S2=C, f(&) = ln(ln@>7 &3] # 1,

0, otherwise.

Then f € H'(S?) and f ¢ H'(T?).
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P1 00’ FOI‘ nec N, we S(?t
n- ) n P }L )

which converge pointwise almost everywhere, more precisely on {€ € S? | |¢&3] # 1}, to f
for n — co. We will show that f, — f in H'(S?) for n — oco. Let n € N. Clearly, the
function f,, is non-negative and continuously differentiable. Let (A, 0) € [—m, 7] x [0, 7],
then 0 < sinf = /1 — (cos #)? and hence

(fnod)(A,0) =1In (ln 8) .

sinf + %
By [30], the surface gradient of the differentiable function f,, is given by

cos(A) cos(0)

0
* . O(frn o) 1 O(fnod)
V¥ fa(d(X,0)) = | sin(A) cos(0) | ———=(\,0)+ | cosA | — (A, 0)
— sin(6) 00 0 sinf O\
Hence, we have
cos(\) cos(#) cos 0
V*fnod) (A 0) = — [ sin(A 0 - 36
ereonns-(B00) G @

Let (\,0) € [-m, ] x (0,7). Clearly, we have sin(f) < sin(f) + 2, which implies that

(o000 <1 (1n 25 ) = (7000 0)

sin

since the logarithm is increasing. Furthermore, since the function z — xIn % is increasing

on the interval (0, 2), we have that

8 1 8
sin(f) In (sin9> < <sm0 + n) In (sin@ 711>

Hence, we have by (36) for all ¢ € [3]

|cos 6]
sin(f) In <5

sin 6

(V" fn 0 0)i(A, 0)] <

By I'Hopital’s rule, we have limg (ln (ln %))2 sin# = 0 and hence, by (27),

JREGHEEE (m (m Siig)f sin(8) d < oo,
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This implies f € La(S?). By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem applied to the
function |f,, — f|, we have f, — f in Lo(S?) as n — co. Furthermore, by substituting

_ 8
t =1In 5, we have

™ 2 z -2 00
1
/ (cos ) - sin(6) df < 2/2 C?SQ <1n ,8 ) dg = 2/ —2dt < 00.
0 (sin@)2 (In -5) o sinf sin 0 In(8) t

sin 6

Therefore, again by the dominated convergence theorem, we have f, € H(S?) for all
n € N and that {f,}, is a Cauchy sequence in H'(S?). By completeness, it follows that
there exists a limit in H'(S?) of {f,}n. We can identify this limit as f since H'(S?)
convergence clearly implies Ly(S?) convergence. We conclude that f € H'(S?).

To show that feH 1(T?), we assume that f has a weak derivative De2f € LI¢(R?).
Since f is classically differentiable on (7, 7) x (0, 7), the fundamental lemma of calculus
of variations shows that

—cos
sin(6) In <&

sin 0

D f()\,0) = almost everywhere on (m, 1) x (0, 7).

However, we have

~ ~ s 02
i = [ f@fde=r [T =

0 (sin6)? (In S.me)2

Hence, f ¢ H'(T2). O
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