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Abstract

In this paper we compute the spherical Fourier expansions coefficients for the
restriction of the generalised Wendland functions from d−dimensional Euclidean
space to the (d−1)−dimensional unit sphere. The development required to derive
these coefficients relies heavily upon known asymptotic results for hypergeometric
functions and the final result shows that they can be expressed in closed form
as a multiple of a certain 3F2 hypergeometric function. Using the closed form
expressions we are able to provide the precise asymptotic rates of decay for the
spherical Fourier coefficients which we observe have a close connection to the
asymptotic decay rate of the corresponding Euclidean Fourier transform.
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1 Introduction

Positive definite functions are frequently used in scattered data fitting algorithms
both in Euclidean space and on spheres: see [21]. The special case of the 2-sphere is
of importance in geostatistics where positive definite functions are used as covariance
functions of random fields on the surface of the earth, [23]. The aim of this paper is to
investigate the generalised Wendland functions, a parameterised family of compactly
supported basis functions which, for a certain parameter range, are strictly positive
definite on Rd . In the opening section we will review the rudimentary material relating
to positive definite kernels defined on Euclidean space and on the unit sphere. We
will pay particular attention to the restriction of Euclidean positive definite functions
to the sphere and flag a crucial identity that connects the Fourier transform of the
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Euclidean function to the spherical Fourier coefficients of its restriction to the sphere.
In section 3 we introduce the family of generalised Wendland functions, setting out
their known properties including an expression for their Euclidean Fourier transforms.
Then, in section 4, we make use of the aforementioned connection identity to derive
an expression involving a certain hypergeometric function for the spherical Fourier
coefficients of the generalised Wendland functions restricted to the sphere. In the final
section we derive the precise asymptotic behaviour of the spherical Fourier coefficients
which, as we will show, is very closely linked to the analogous asymptotic decay of the
Euclidean Fourier transform.

The class of generalised Wendland functions, as their name suggests, contains the
original Wendland functions, which are popular in applications due to their simple
polynomial form. Many researchers have employed the original Wendland functions
on the sphere and, for these functions, the asymptotic behaviour of the spherical
Fourier coefficients has been addressed. However, as far as the authors are aware, a
precise formula for the coefficients has not previously been made available. A closed
form of the coefficients is necessary for the use of recently proposed numerical methods
such as the stable computation via Hilbert-Schmidt SVD ([6], Chapter 13) and also
for the spectral simulation of Gaussian random fields as described in [22].

Of the work that is related to ours we draw the reader’s attention to [16] (Proposition
3.1) where a precise asymptotic form for the spherical Fourier coefficients of the original
Wendland functions is derived, however the constant multiplying the decay factor is
not explicitly given. In addition, le Gia et al. [10] (Section 6) have consider scaled
versions of positive definite functions and show that if their Fourier transforms decay
at a polynomial rate then, when restricted to the sphere, their corresponding Fourier
coefficients decay at the expected analogous rate; this work applies to the class of
functions under consideration in this paper however only upper and lower bounds on
the rate of decay can be inferred. In our work, by deriving a precise formula for the
Fourier coefficients of a much broader family of functions we are also able to determine
their precise asymptotic decay rates.

2 Radial and zonal kernels

Definition 2.1. A kernel Φ : Ω × Ω → R is said to be strictly positive definite on a
domain Ω, if, for any n ≥ 2 distinct locations x1, . . . , xn ∈ Ω, the n× n matrix(

Φ(xj , xk)
)n
j,k=1

, (2.1)

is symmetric and positive definite.

For the class of radial kernels taking the form Φ(x, y) = φ(‖x − y‖) we have the
following characterisation theorem (see [21] Theorem 6.18).

Theorem 2.2. A radial kernel Φ(x, y) = φ(‖x − y‖), with φ : [0,∞) → R such
that r 7→ rd−1φ(r) ∈ L1[0,∞) is strictly positive definite on Rd if and only if the
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d−dimensional Fourier transform

φ̂(z) = z1− d
2

∫ ∞
0

φ(y) y
d
2 J d

2−1(yz) dy, (2.2)

(where Jν(·) denotes the Bessel function of the first kind with order ν) is non-negative
and not identically equal to zero.

If we assume that φ̂(z) > 0 then we can appeal to the theory of radial basis functions
(see [21]) to deduce the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let d ≥ 1 denote a fixed spatial dimension and Φ be a strictly positive
definite radial kernel on Rd with φ̂(z) > 0 for all z ≥ 0. Define

Nφ :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) : ‖f‖2φ =

1

(2π)
d
2

∫
Rd

|f̂(ω)|2

φ̂(‖ω‖)
dω
}

(2.3)

where ‖ · ‖φ is a norm induced by the inner product

(f, g)φ :=
1

(2π)
d
2

∫
Rd

f̂(ω)ĝ(ω)

φ̂(‖ω‖)
dω. (2.4)

Then Nφ is a real Hilbert space with inner product (·, ·)Φ and reproducing kernel Φ.

Remark 2.4. We note that if there exists positive constants c1 < c2 such that

c1
(1 + z2)λ

≤ φ̂(z) ≤ c2
(1 + z2)λ

, z ∈ R, (2.5)

where λ > d
2 , then the space Nφ (2.3) is norm equivalent to the Sobolev space

Hλ(Rd) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Rd) ∩ C(Rd) :

∫
Rd

|f̂(ω)|2(1 + ‖ω‖2)λ <∞
}
.

We now consider the spherical case. We let Sd−1 := {x ∈ Rd : ‖x‖ = 1}, denote the
(d−1)−dimensional unit sphere, then for any points ξ,η ∈ Sd−1 we write ξTη = cos(θ)
to denote their dot-product where θ is the angular distance between the two points.

The zonal kernel Ψ(ξ,η) = ψ(ξTη) induced by any continuous ψ : [−1, 1] → R,
possesses a Fourier-type expansion in spherical harmonics

Ψ(ξ,η) = ψ(ξTη) =

∞∑
m=0

Nm,d∑
n=1

ψ̂mYm,n(ξ)Ym,n(η). (2.6)

where {Ym,n : n = 1, . . . , Nm,d} is an orthonormal basis for the space of spherical
harmonics of degree m and the collection {Ym,n : n = 1, . . . , Nm,d,m ≥ 0} forms an
orthonormal basis for L2(Sd−1).
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Using Schoenberg’s [20] pioneering work it can be shown that if the expansion coeffi-

cients ψ̂m (commonly referred to as the Schoenberg coefficients) are strictly positive
for m ≥ 0 then Ψ is a positive definite kernel on Sd−1. This simple condition, as we
shall see, is sufficient for our purposes but the reader may consult [5] for a careful
investigation of the necessary and sufficient conditions.

Spherical harmonics provide a Fourier analysis for the sphere. In particular, every
f ∈ L2(Sd−1) has an associated spherical Fourier expansion

f =
∞∑
m=0

Nn,d∑
n=1

f̂n,mYm,n where f̂n,m = (f,Ym,n)L2(Sd−1).

The following theorem is the spherical analogue of Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.5. Let d ≥ 2 denote a fixed spatial dimension and Ψ a strictly positive
definite zonal kernel on Sd−1 for which the Fourier expansion coefficients ψ̂m are
strictly positive for all m ≥ 0. Define

Nψ =
{
f ∈ L2(Sd−1) : ‖f‖2ψ =

∞∑
m=0

Nn,d∑
n=1

|f̂n,m|2

ψ̂m
<∞

}
(2.7)

where ‖ · ‖ψ is a norm induced by the inner-product

(f, g)ψ :=

∞∑
m=0

Nn,d∑
n=1

f̂n,mĝn,m

ψ̂m
.

Then Nψ is a real Hilbert space with inner product (·, ·)Φ and reproducing kernel
Ψ(ξ,η).

Remark 2.6. We note that if there exists positive constants c1 < c2 such that

c1
(1 +m2)λ

≤ ψ̂m ≤
c2

(1 +m2)λ
, m ≥ 0, (2.8)

where λ > d−1
2 , then the space Nψ defined in the previous theorem is norm equivalent

to the Sobolev space

Hλ(Sd−1) :=
{
f ∈ L2(Sd−1) ∩ C(Sd−1) :

∞∑
m=0

Nn,d∑
n=1

(1 +m2)λ|f̂n,m|2 <∞
}
.

In practice one can select φ to be a positive definite function on Rd and use the relation

‖ξ − η‖ =

√
2− 2ξTη, for ξ,η ∈ Sd−1, to define its restriction to Sd−1 as

Ψ(ξ,η) = ψ(ξTη) = φ

(√
2− 2ξTη

)
. (2.9)
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In this regard we have the following formula ([17] Theorem 4.1) which links the spher-

ical Fourier coefficients of Ψ to the radial Fourier transform φ̂(z),

ψ̂m := (2π)
d
2

∫ ∞
0

zJ2
m+ d−2

2

(z)φ̂(z)dz. (2.10)

3 The generalised Wendland functions

We will investigate a family of parameterised basis functions that is generated by a
truncated power function. Specifically, we choose a support parameter ε > 0, and
define

φ
(ε)
µ,0(r) := (1− εr)µ+ =

{
(1− εr)µ for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1

ε ;

0 for r ≥ 1
ε ,

and consider

φ(ε)
µ,α(r) :=

1

2α−1Γ(α)

∫ 1

εr

φµ,0(t) t
(
t2 − (εr)2

)α−1
dt for r ∈

[
0,

1

ε

]
, (3.11)

where µ > −1, α > 0 and Γ(·) denotes the Gamma function.

This class was also referred to as Zastavnyi functions and discussed in [24]. It is a
subclass of the Buhmann functions originally introduced in [3]. Applications of this
function class as covariance functions of Gaussian random fields are discussed in [2].

We remark that with a judicious selection of the µ and α parameters we can recover,
from formula (3.11), both the original, and most well-known, Wendland functions and
also the so-called missing Wendland functions. It is for this reason that this family is
often referred to as the generalised Wendland functions. In more detail, the original
Wendland functions are recovered when the space dimension is odd, α is a positive
integer, i.e, α := k ∈ Z+, and µ := ` = d+1

2 + k, i.e., the smallest integer that still
allows positive definiteness. In this case one can show that

φ
(ε)
`,k(r) = pk(εr)(1− εr)`+k+ ,

where pk is a polynomial of degree k. The missing Wendland functions are recovered
when the space dimension is even, α is a positive half-integer, i.e., α = k− 1

2 (where k ∈
Z+), and µ := ` = d

2 + k, i.e., once again the smallest integer that still allows positive
definiteness. The missing Wendland functions have two polynomial components, one

with a logarithmic multiplier L(r) := log
(

r
1+
√

1−r2

)
and one with a square root

multiplier S(r) :=
√

1− r2, see [19].

The d-dimensional Fourier transform of φ
(ε)
µ,α was computed in [4] and it can be ex-

pressed succinctly as

φ̂
(ε)
µ,α(z) =

Cλ,µ√
2πεd

1F2

(
λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
;−
( z

2ε

)2
)
, (3.12)
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where

λ :=
d+ 1

2
+ α and Cλ,µ =

2λΓ(λ)Γ(µ+ 1)

Γ(2λ+ µ)
(3.13)

and where 1F2(a; b, c; z) denotes the hypergeometric function (see [1], (15.1.1)). Hy-
pergeometric functions will feature heavily in this work and so we briefly remind the
reader that a general hypergeometric function is defined by

pFq(a1, . . . , ap; b1, . . . , bq; z) :=

∞∑
j=0

Πp
i=1(ai)j

Πq
i=1(bi)j

zj

j!
, (3.14)

where

(c)n := c(c+ 1) · · · (c+ n− 1) =
Γ(c+ n)

Γ(c)
, n ≥ 1 (3.15)

denotes the Pochhammer symbol, with (c)0 = 1.

It is known (see [4]) that φ̂
(ε)
µ,α(z) > 0 if and only if its parameters satisfy µ ≥ λ. Thus,

with such a choice, φ
(ε)
µ,α(r) induces a strictly positive definite and compactly supported

radial kernel on Rd. The following formula, taken from [14] (equation 2.2), provides
the asymptotic behaviour for 1F2 hypergeometric functions for large argument t

1F2

(
α;β, 1 + ν; −t2

)
=

Γ (β) Γ (1 + ν)

Γ (β − α) Γ (1 + ν − α)

1

t2α

+
Γ (β) Γ (1 + ν)√

πΓ (α)

cos
[
2t− π

2

(
β + ν + 1

2 − α
)]

tβ+ν+ 1
2−α

.

Setting α := λ, β := λ+ µ
2 , ν := λ+ µ−1

2 and t := z
2ε we deduce that

1F2

(
λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
; − z2

4ε2

)
= Γ

(
λ+

µ

2

)
Γ

(
λ+

µ+ 1

2

)

×

 (
2ε
z

)2λ
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) +
cos
[
z
ε −

π
2 (λ+ µ)

] (
2ε
z

)λ+µ

√
πΓ (λ)

 . (3.16)

Since µ ≥ λ > 1
2 , it is the first term that determines the asymptotic decay and we can

conclude, from (3.12), that

φ̂
(ε)
µ,α(z) ∼ Cλ,µ√

2πεd
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
2ε

z

)2λ

=
2λΓ(λ)µ√

2π

ε2α+1

z2λ
, (3.17)

where the equality follows from applying the Gamma function duplication formula
([1], (6.1.18))

Γ(2z)

Γ
(
z + 1

2

) =
22z−1

√
π

Γ(z), (3.18)
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and recalling the definition of λ and the constant Cλ,µ (3.13). This asymptotic be-
haviour implies that there exist positive constants c1 < c2 such that

c1ε
2α+1

(1 + z2)λ
≤ φ̂(ε)

µ,α(z) ≤ c2ε
2α+1

(1 + z2)λ
, z ∈ R. (3.19)

Appealing to Theorem 2.3 and Remark 2.4 we can deduce that when µ ≥ λ, Φ(x,y) =

φ
(ε)
µ,α(‖x− y‖) defines a reproducing kernel of the Sobolev space Hλ(Rd).

4 Generalized Wendland functions for the sphere

In this section we will consider the restriction of φ
(ε)
µ,α(r) to the unit sphere. Using

(2.9) and (2.6) we can write

φ(ε)
µ,α

(√
2− 2ξTη

)
= Ψ(ε)

µ,α(ξ,η) =

∞∑
m=0

Nm,d∑
n=1

ψ̂
(ε)
µ,α(m)Ym,n(ξ)Ym,n(η). (4.20)

We note that the support condition of the restriction can be recast in terms of angular
distance θ (between ξ,η ∈ Sd−1) as

0 ≤
√

2− 2 cos(θ) ≤ 1

ε
=⇒ 1− 1

2ε2
≤ cos(θ) ≤ 1.

Thus, we need only consider the range ε ≥ 1
2 for the support parameter; the case ε = 1

2
ensures that the restricted function is globally supported on the entire sphere, whereas
ε > 1

2 ensures that it is supported on a spherical cap of radius θ = cos−1
(
1− 1

2ε2

)
.

Theorem 4.7. The spherical Fourier coefficients (d-Schoenberg coefficients) of the

generalised Wendland function Ψ
(ε)
µ,α(ξ,η) from (4.20) are given by

ψ̂
(ε)
µ,α(m) = (2π)

d−1
2

Cλ− 1
2 ,µ√

2πεd−1

× 3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)
,

(4.21)

where, in analogy with (3.13), we have that

λ :=
d+ 1

2
+ α and Cλ− 1

2 ,µ
=

2λ−
1
2 Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
Γ(µ+ 1)

Γ(2λ+ µ− 1)
(4.22)

We observe that the expression (4.21) shows a close connection to that of the Euclidean
Fourier transform (3.12) of the generalised Wendland functions.
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To establish the result we consider, for γ > 0, the following finite integral

Iγ(r) = (2π)
d
2

∫ r

0

zJ2
γ (z)φ̂

(ε)
µ,α(z)dz. (4.23)

We note that as a specific instance of the connection formula (2.10) the associated
spherical Fourier coefficients are given by

ψ̂
(ε)
µ,α(m) = lim

r→∞
Im+ d−2

2
(r). (4.24)

In order to prove the above theorem we determine a closed form representation of this
finite integral.

Lemma 4.8. The integral defined in (4.23) satisfies:

Iγ(r) =(2π)
d
2
Cλ,µ (2γΓ (γ + 1))

−2

√
2πεd

r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

∞∑
`=0

(γ + 1)`(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(γ + 2)`

(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!

× 2F3

(
γ + 1 + `, γ +

1

2
; γ + 2 + `, γ + 1, 2γ + 1;−r2

)
.

(4.25)

Proof. From [11] (Section 6.2, (41)) we have that

(Jγ(z))
2

= (2γΓ(γ + 1))
−2
z2γ

1F2

(
γ +

1

2
; γ + 1, 2γ + 1;−z2

)
,

and using this and (3.12) we can write the integral (4.23) as

Iγ(r) = (2π)
d
2
Cλ,µ (2γΓ(γ + 1))

−2

√
2πεd

∫ r

0

g(z)dz, (4.26)

where

g(z) = z2γ+1
1F2

(
γ +

1

2
; γ + 1, 2γ + 1;−z2

)
1F2

(
λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
;−
( z

2ε

)2
)
.

The product of two hypergeometric functions 1F2 can be rewritten as Kampé der
Fériet function, [15] (1.3.30) so that

g(z) = z2γ+1F 0:1;1
0:2;2

(
: γ + 1

2 ;λ

: γ + 1, 2γ + 1 ;λ+ µ
2 , λ+ µ+1

2

; z2, −
( z

2ε

)2
)
, (4.27)
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where

F µ:ν;ν
ρ:σ;σ

(
a1, . . . , aµ : b1, . . . , bν ; b′1, . . . , b

′
ν

c1, . . . , cρ : d1, . . . , dσ ; d′1, . . . , d
′
σ

; x, y

)
=

∞∑
m,n=0

∏µ
`=1(a`)n+m

∏ν
`=1(b`)n

∏ν
`=1(b′`)m∏ρ

`=1(c`)n+m

∏σ
`=1(d`)n

∏σ
`=1(d′`)m

xnym

n!m!
,

(4.28)

where convergence is guaranteed for any x and y provided that

µ+ ν < ρ+ σ + 1 and |x| <∞, |y| <∞.

We observe that this condition is satisfied in our case where we have

g(z) =

∞∑
m,n=0

(
γ + 1

2

)
n

(λ)m

(γ + 1)n(2γ + 1)n
(
λ+ µ

2

)
m

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
m

(−1)m+n

(2ε)2m

z2(m+n+γ)+1

m!n!
. (4.29)

Since the pochhammer symbol multipliers in (4.29) are all positive, the series is abso-
lutely convergent for |z| <∞ and so we can integrate term-wise to yield:

∫ r

0

g(z)dz =

∞∑
m,n=0

(
γ + 1

2

)
n

(λ)m

(γ + 1)n(2γ + 1)n
(
λ+ µ

2

)
m

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
m

(−1)m+n

(2ε)2m

r2(m+n+γ+1)

2(m+ n+ γ + 1)m!n!

=
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

∞∑
m,n=0

(γ + 1)m+n

(
γ + 1

2

)
n

(λ)m(−r2)n
(
− r2

4ε2

)m
(γ + 2)m+n(γ + 1)n(2γ + 1)n

(
λ+ µ

2

)
m

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
m
m!n!

=
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)
F 1:1;1

1:2;2

(
γ + 1 : γ + 1

2 ;λ;
γ + 2 : γ + 1, 2γ + 1 ; µ2 + λ, µ2 + 1

2 + λ;
− r2, − r2

4ε2

)
.

Consider the following identity for the Pochhamer symbol

(a)m+n = (a)m(a+m)n = (a)n(a+m)n. (4.30)
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We can use the first equality to write the above expression for the finite integral as∫ r

0

g(z)dz =
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

×
∞∑

m,n=0

(γ + 1)m(γ + 1 +m)n
(
γ + 1

2

)
n

(λ)m(−r2)n
(
− r2

4ε2

)m
(γ + 2)m(γ + 2 +m)n(γ + 1)n(2γ + 1)n

(
λ+ µ

2

)
m

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
m
m!n!

=
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

×
∞∑
m=0

(γ + 1)m(λ)m

(
− r2

4ε2

)m
(γ + 2)m

(
λ+ µ

2

)
m

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
m
m!

∞∑
n=0

(γ + 1 +m)n
(
γ + 1

2

)
n

(−r2)n

(γ + 2 +m)n(γ + 1)n(2γ + 1)nn!
.

We recognise the infinite sum indexed by n as a 2F3 hypergeometric series and so we
can write

∫ r

0

g(z)dz =
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

∞∑
`=0

(γ + 1)`(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(γ + 2)`

(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!

× 2F3

(
γ + 1 + `, γ +

1

2
; γ + 2 + `, γ + 1, 2γ + 1;−r2

)
,

(4.31)

where, for convenience, we have switched the index from m to ` in the final line. The
result now follows from equation (4.26).

The closed from representation enables us to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. We recall that the spherical coefficients of the generalised Wend-
land functions are given by (4.24). Thus, the next stage of the investigation involves
computing (4.25) in the limit as r →∞. To achieve this we require an asymptotic ex-
pansion for the 2F3 hypergeometric function. An asymptotic expansion for generalised
hypergeometric functions, of the kind we are interested in, is given in [13], Equation
(2.1a), it was originally derived by C.S. Meijer and a more detailed version is proven
in [12]. It states that for |r| → ∞, | arg(r)| ≤ π

2 ,

pFp+1

(
a1, . . . , ap ; b1, . . . , bp+1;−r2

)
=

Γ(b)

Γ(a)

p∑
k=1

Γ(ak)Γ(a∗ − ak)

Γ(b− ak)r2ak

× p+2Fp−1

(
ak, 1 + ak − b; 1 + ak − a∗;− 1

r2

)
+

Γ(b)

Γ( 1
2 )Γ(a)

(
1

r2

)n [
1 +O

(
1

r2

)]
cos(ξ(r)),

(4.32)
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where a = (a1, . . . , ap), b = (b1, . . . , bp+1),

n =
1

2

(
p+1∑
k=1

bk −
p∑
k=1

ak −
1

2

)
, ξ(r) = 2r − πn+O

(
1

r

)
and

Γ(a) :=

p∏
j=1

Γ(aj), Γ(a∗ − ak) :=

p∏
j=1(j 6=k)

Γ(aj − ak),

Γ(b) :=

p+1∏
j=1

Γ(bj), Γ (b− ak) :=

p+1∏
j=1

Γ(bj − ak).

We note here that if none of the parameters appearing in the p+2Fp−1 are negative
integers, then this part can be estimated, for |r| → ∞, by

p+2Fp−1

(
ak, 1 + ak − b; 1 + ak − a∗;− 1

r2

)
= 1 +O

(
1

r2

)
. (4.33)

An application of (4.32) with p = 2 to the hypergeometric function appearing in (4.25)
yields an expansion with three terms

2F3

(
γ + `+ 1, γ +

1

2
; γ + 2 + `, γ + 1, 2γ + 1; −r2

)
=

3∑
j=1

T
(j)
` (r),

where

T
(1)
` (r) =

Γ(−`− 1
2 )

Γ(γ + 1
2 )

Γ(γ + 2 + `)Γ(γ + 1)Γ(2γ + 1)

Γ(1)Γ(−`)Γ(γ − `)r2(γ+`+1)

× 4F1

(
γ + `+ 1, 0, `+ 1,−γ + `+ 1; `+

3

2
; − 1

r2

)
,

T
(2)
` (r) =

Γ(`+ 1
2 )

Γ(γ + `+ 1)

Γ(γ + 2 + `)Γ(γ + 1)Γ(2γ + 1)

Γ(`+ 3
2 )Γ( 1

2 )Γ(γ + 1
2 )r2γ+1

× 4F1

(
γ +

1

2
,−1

2
− `, 1

2
,−γ +

1

2
;

1

2
− `; − 1

r2

)
and

T
(3)
` (r) =

Γ(γ + 2 + `)Γ(γ + 1)Γ(2γ + 1)

Γ(1/2)Γ(γ + `+ 1)Γ(γ + 1
2 )r2γ+1

[
1 +O

(
1

r2

)]
cos(ξ(r)),

ξ(r) =

(
2r − π

(
γ +

1

2

)
+O

(
1

r

))
.

We observe that T
(1)
` (r) is zero because the denominator contains a Gamma function

taking a non-positive integer −` as its argument. Also, the hypergeometric function
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component of T
(1)
` (r) is equal to one this being a consequence of the zero in the list

of parameters. An application of the duplication formula and the Gamma function
property Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z) allows us to simplify the remaining expressions to

T
(2)
` (r) =

2(γ + 1 + `)

(2`+ 1)r2γ+1

(2γΓ(γ + 1))2

π
4F1

(
γ +

1

2
,−1

2
− `, 1

2
,−γ +

1

2
;

1

2
− `; − 1

r2

)
and

T
(3)
` (r) =

(γ + 1 + `)

r2γ+1

(2γΓ(γ + 1))2

π

[
1 +O

(
1

r2

)]
cos(ξ(r)). (4.34)

In view of the above findings, we can return to identity (4.31) for the finite integral
under investigation and write it as the sum of two components∫ r

0

g(z)dz = S2(r) + S3(r)

where

S2(r) =
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

∞∑
`=0

(γ + 1)`(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(γ + 2)`

(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!
T

(2)
` (r)

and

S3(r) =
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

∞∑
`=0

(γ + 1)`(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(γ + 2)`

(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!
T

(3)
` (r). (4.35)

We start with a simplification of S2(r).
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S2(r) =
r2(γ+1)

2(γ + 1)

(2γΓ(γ + 1))2

π

∞∑
`=0

(γ + 1)`(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(γ + 2)`

(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!

2(γ + 1 + `)

(2`+ 1)r2γ+1

× 4F1

(
γ +

1

2
,−1

2
− `, 1

2
,−γ +

1

2
;

1

2
− `; − 1

r2

)

=
(2γΓ(γ + 1))2r

2π

∞∑
`=0

(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!
(
`+ 1

2

)
×
∞∑
j=0

(
1
2 − γ

)
j

(
1
2

)
j

(
1
2 + γ

)
j

(
− 1

2 − `
)
j(

1
2 − `

)
j
j!

(
−1

r2

)j

=
(2γΓ(γ + 1))2

2π

∞∑
j=0

(−1)j
(

1
2 − γ

)
j

(
1
2

)
j

(
1
2 + γ

)
j(

1
2 − j

)
j!

1

r2j−1

×
∞∑
`=0

(
1
2 − j

)
`
(λ)`

(
− r2

4ε2

)`
(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`

(
3
2 − j

)
`
`!

=
(2γΓ(γ + 1))2

2π

∞∑
j=0

(−1)j
(

1
2 − γ

)
j

(
1
2

)
j

(
1
2 + γ

)
j(

1
2 − j

)
j!

× 1

r2j−1 2F3

(
1

2
− j, λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
,

3

2
− j;− r2

4ε2

)
,

(4.36)

where, in the first and the second equations we have used, respectively, the following
identities

(γ + 1)`
(γ + 2)`

=
γ + 1

γ + 1 + `
and

1

`+ 1
2

(
− 1

2 − `
)
j(

1
2 − `

)
j

=
1

1
2 − j

(
1
2 − j

)
`(

3
2 − j

)
`

. (4.37)

In the final line we recognise the series indexed by ` as a 2F3 hypergeometric function.
Applying the asymptotic expansion, as in the earlier development, we find that

2F3

(
1

2
− j, λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
,

3

2
− j;− r2

4ε2

)
=

3∑
k=1

T̃
(k)
j (r).
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The first contribution from the sum is

T̃
(1)
j (r) =

Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
Γ
(

3
2 − j

)
Γ
(
λ+ j − 1

2

)
Γ (λ) Γ

(
λ+ µ

2 + j − 1
2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2 + j
) (

2ε

r

)2( 1
2−j)

× 4F1

(
1

2
− j, 0, 3− µ

2
− j − λ, 2− µ

2
− j − λ;−4ε2

r2

)
=

Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
Γ
(

3
2 − j

) (
λ− 1

2

)
j

Γ (λ) Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

) (
λ+ µ−1

2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j

( r
2ε

)2j−1

,

where, in the final line we have used the observation that the 4F1 hypergeometric
function is equal to 1 due to the zero appearing as one of its coefficients. Additionally,
we have used Pochammer symbol notation as this will become useful later in the
development. We observe that

lim
r→∞

T̃
(1)
j (r)

r2j−1
=

Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
Γ
(

3
2 − j

) (
λ− 1

2

)
j

Γ (λ) Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

) (
λ+ µ−1

2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j

(2ε)
2j−1

=
Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
(2λ+ µ− 1) ε

Γ (λ)

Γ
(

3
2 − j

) (
λ− 1

2

)
j(

λ+ µ−1
2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j

(4ε2)
j

for j ≥ 0.

(4.38)

The second contribution from the sum is

T̃
(2)
j (r) =

Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

) (
3
2 − j

)
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
3
2 − λ− j

) (
2ε

r

)2λ

× 4F1

(
λ, 1− µ

2
, 1− µ+ 1

2
, λ+ j − 1

2
;λ+ j +

1

2
;−4ε2

r2

)
.

We note that if either µ = 1 or µ = 2 then 4F1 hypergeometric function appearing in
the formula above collapses to 1 again, due to a zero appearing as one of its coefficients
in these cases. More generally, one can deduce that

4F1

(
λ, 1− µ

2
, 1− µ+ 1

2
, λ+ j − 1

2
;λ+ j +

1

2
;−4ε2

r2

)
= 1 +O

(
r−2
)

and so conclude, for the second contribution, that

T̃
(2)
j (r) =

Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

) (
3
2 − j

)
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
3
2 − λ− j

) (
2ε

r

)2λ (
1 +O

(
r−2
))
.

Given that λ > 1
2 we observe that

lim
r→∞

1

r2j−1
T̃

(2)
j (r) = 0 for j ≥ 0. (4.39)
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The third contribution from the sum is

T̃
(3)
j (r) =

Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
Γ
(

3
2 − j

)
√
πΓ
(

1
2 − j

)
Γ (λ)

(2ε)λ+µ+1

rλ+µ+1

(
1 +O

(
r−2
))

cos (ξ(r)) ,

and, in this case, since λ, µ > 0 we observe that

lim
r→∞

1

r2j−1
T̃

(3)
j (r) = 0 for j ≥ 0. (4.40)

Next we turn to the simplification of S3(r) given in (4.35) for which, using the first
identity of (4.37) and the estimate (4.34), we have

S3(r) =
(2γΓ (γ + 1))

2
r

π

∞∑
`=0

(λ)`(
λ+ µ

2

)
`

(
λ+ µ+1

2

)
`
`!

(
− r2

4ε2

)` (
1 +O

(
r−2
))

cos(ξ(r))

=
(2γΓ (γ + 1))

2
r

π
1F2

(
λ;λ+

µ

2
, λ+

µ+ 1

2
; − r2

4ε2

)(
1 +O

(
r−2
))

cos(ξ(r)).

We have encountered this 1F2 hypergeometric function earlier in the paper, specifically
(3.16) where one can see that it decays to zero, as r →∞, at a rate that is faster than
1
r . Thus we can conclude that

lim
r→∞

S3(r) = 0. (4.41)

Now, using the four observations (4.38)-(4.41) we can conclude that

lim
r→∞

∫ r

0

g(z)dz =
(2γΓ (γ + 1))

2

2π

Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
(2λ+ µ− 1) ε

Γ (λ)

×
∞∑
j=0

(−1)j
(

1
2 − γ

)
j

(
1
2 + γ

)
j

(
1
2

)
j

Γ
(

3
2 − j

) (
λ− 1

2

)
j(

1
2 − j

)
j!
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j

(4ε2)j

=
(2γΓ (γ + 1))

2

2
√
π

Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
(2λ+ µ− 1) ε

Γ (λ)

×
∞∑
j=0

(
1
2 − γ

)
j

(
1
2 + γ

)
j

(
λ− 1

2

)
j

j!
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j

(4ε2)j
,

(4.42)

where we have used Γ
(

3
2 − j

)
=
(

1
2 − j

)
Γ
(

1
2 − j

)
and the identity

(
1
2

)
j

Γ
(

1
2 − j

)
=

√
π(−1)j . The infinite series above can be represented as a 3F2 hyperpgeometric func-

tion and so we can conclude that

lim
r→∞

∫ r

0

g(z)dz =
(2γΓ (γ + 1))

2
Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
(2λ+ µ− 1) ε

2
√
πΓ (λ)

× 3F2

(
1

2
− γ, 1

2
+ γ, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)
.
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Revisiting the integral (4.26) we can use the above to deduce that limr→∞ Iγ(r) =

Cλ,µΓ
(
λ− 1

2

)
(2λ+ µ− 1)

2
√
πεd−1Γ (λ)

3F2

(
1

2
− γ, 1

2
+ γ, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)
= (2π)

d−1
2

Cλ− 1
2 ,µ√

2πεd−1
3F2

(
1

2
− γ, 1

2
+ γ, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)
,

where the final equality can be deduced from the definition of the constant Cλ,µ (3.13).
In particular, setting γ = m+ d−2

2 , we complete the proof.

5 Asymptotic decay of ψ̂
(ε)
µ,α(m)

We can investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the spherical Fourier coefficients of the
generalised Wendland function by focusing upon the hypergeometric series appearing
in (4.21).

Theorem 5.9. The spherical Fourier coefficients of the generalised Wendland func-

tions Ψ
(ε)
µ,α(ξ,η) defined in (4.20) exhibit the following precise asymptotic decay

ψ̂
(ε)
µ,α(m) ∼ (2π)

d−1
2

2λ−
1
2 Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
µ

√
2π

ε2α+1(
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
. (5.43)

As in the Euclidean case, this asymptotic behaviour implies that there exist positive

constants c1 < c2 such that (2.8) holds and thus the zonal kernel Ψ
(ε)
µ,α(ξ,η) is repro-

ducing for the Sobolev space Hλ− 1
2 (Sd−1).

Proof. We begin by separating out two cases. First, when d ≥ 2 is odd then, due to
the appearance of a negative integer in the coefficient list, the series terminates and
so it collapses to a hypergeometric polynomial of the form

3F2 (−n, n+ c, a ; b1, b2 ; z) , n ∈ Z+. (5.44)

In the second case, where d ≥ 2 is even, the series does not terminate.

A survey of the literature in this area shows that there are very few known asymptotic
results that apply to general 3F2 hypergeometric functions for large parameters. Most
of the known results apply to the case where the series terminates and, in this regard,
we are fortunate that the limiting behaviour of (5.44) as n→∞ is covered in [7] where
it is shown that provided none of the hypergeometric parameters (a, b1, b2, c) in (5.44)
coincide with zero or with a negative integer, then with the following definitions

2α = a− b1 − b2 +
1

2
and z = sin2(θ/2) ∈ (0, 1), (5.45)

we have the following asymptotic results
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� For z ∈ (0, 1) :

3F2 (−n, n+ c, a ; b1, b2 ; z) =
Γ(b1)Γ(b2)

Γ(b1 − a)Γ(b2 − a)

1

za
1

(n+ c)2a

[
1 +O

(
1

(n+ c)

)]

+
Γ(b1)Γ(b2)(n+ c)2α

√
πΓ(a)

[(
sin2(θ/2)

)α
cos
((
n+ c

2

)
θ + πα

)
(cos2(θ/2))

α+ c
2

]
+O

(
(n+ c)2α−1

)
.

(5.46)

� For z = 1 :

3F2 (−n, n+ c, a ; b1, b2 ; 1) =
Γ(b1)Γ(b2)

Γ(b1 − a)Γ(b2 − a)

1

(n+ c)2a

[
1 +O

(
1

(n+ c)

)]
+

(−1)nΓ(b1)Γ(b2)Γ(n+ 2c+ 4α)

Γ
(
c+ 2α+ 1

2

)
Γ(a)Γ(n+ c)

[
1−

(c+ 4α)
(
c+ 2α− 1

2

)
(n+ c)

+O

(
1

(n+ c)2

)]
.

(5.47)

In our case, n = m+ d−3
2 , c = 1, a = λ− 1

2 , b1 = λ+ µ−1
2 , b2 = λ+ µ

2 and z = 1
4ε2 . Since,

λ, µ > 1
2 it is straight-forward to check that these parameters satisfy the conditions

associated with the above asymptotic formulae. Thus, we can set

2α := −
(
λ+ µ− 1

2

)
and sin2

(
θ

2

)
:=

1

4ε2
,

and employ (5.46) and (5.47) to yield the following asymptotic results.

� For ε > 1
2 :
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3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)

=
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
(2ε)

2λ−1

Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1

[
1 +O

(
1

m+ d−1
2

)]

+
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
2ε
(
4ε2 − 1

) 1
2 (λ+µ− 3

2 )

√
πΓ
(
λ− 1

2

) (
m+ d−1

2

)λ+µ− 1
2

×
[
cos

((
m+

d− 2

2

)
θ − π

2

(
λ+ µ− 1

2

))]
+O

 1(
m+ d−1

2

)λ+µ+ 1
2

 .

(5.48)

We observe that since µ ≥ λ we have that

λ+ µ+
1

2
> λ+ µ− 1

2
≥ 2λ− 1

2
> 2λ− 1,

and so, in this case, the precise asymptotic decay of the hypergeometric function is
determined by the first term of (5.48) and is given by

3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)

∼
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
(2ε)

2λ−1

Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
=

Γ (2λ+ µ− 1) ε2λ−1

Γ (µ)

1(
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1

=
2λ−

1
2 Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
µ

Cλ− 1
2 ,µ

ε2λ−1(
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
,

(5.49)

where the first equality follows by applying the duplication formula (3.18) with z =
λ + µ−1

2 and z = µ
2 , the final equality follows from the definition of Cλ− 1

2 ,µ
(4.22).

The asymptotic result for the spherical coefficients follows, in this case, directly from
their definition (4.21).

� For ε = 1
2 :
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3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
; 1

)

=
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1

[
1 +O

(
1

m+ d−1
2

)]

+
(−1)m+ d−3

2 Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
m+ d−1

2 − 2(λ+ µ− 1)
)

Γ (2− λ− µ) Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
Γ
(
m+ d−1

2

)

×

[
1− 2(1− λ− µ)2

m+ d−1
2

+O

(
1(

m+ d−1
2

)2
)]

.

(5.50)

Applying the asymptotic formula for the Gamma function [1] equation 6.1.39,

Γ (az + b) ∼
√

2π exp(−az)(az)az+b− 1
2 , a > 0, (5.51)

with z = m+ d−1
2 we find that

Γ
(
m+ d−1

2 − 2(λ+ µ− 1)
)

Γ
(
m+ d−1

2

) ∼ 1(
m+ d−1

2

)2(λ+µ−1)
.

Clearly, since µ ≥ λ we have that 2(λ + µ − 1) ≥ 2(2λ − 1) > 2λ − 1, and so the
asymptotic behaviour of the hypergeometric function is determined by the first term
of (5.50). Mirroring the concluding development in (5.49) we have that

3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
; 1

)

∼
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
µ+1

2

) (
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
=

2λ−
1
2 Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
µ

Cλ− 1
2 ,µ

(
1
2

)2λ−1(
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
,

and the asymptotic result for the spherical coefficients follows from (4.21).

In the case where d ≥ 2 is even we can access an asymptotic formula more directly.
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We have that

3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)
=

∞∑
j=0

(
−
(
m+ d−3

2

))
j

(
m+ d−1

2

)
j

(
λ− 1

2

)
j(

λ+ µ−1
2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j
j!

(
1

4ε2

)j

=

∞∑
j=0

Γ
(
m+ d−1

2 + j
)

Γ
(
m+ d−1

2 − j
) (

λ− 1
2

)
j(

λ+ µ−1
2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j
j!

(
−1

4ε2

)j
,

where, in the final line, we have used the identity

(−a)j = (−1)j
Γ (a+ 1)

Γ (a+ 1− j)
.

An application of (5.51) yields

3F2

(
−
(
m+

d− 3

2

)
,m+

d− 1

2
, λ− 1

2
;λ+

µ− 1

2
, λ+

µ

2
;

1

4ε2

)

∼
∞∑
j=0

(
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2

)
j(

λ+ µ−1
2

)
j

(
λ+ µ

2

)
j
j!

−(m+ d−1
2

2ε

)2
j

= 1F2

λ− 1

2
;λ+
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2
, λ+

µ

2
;−

(
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2

2ε
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

∼
Γ
(
λ+ µ−1

2

)
Γ
(
λ+ µ

2

)
(2ε)

2λ−1

Γ
(
µ
2

)
Γ
(
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2

) (
m+ d−1

2
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=

2λ−
1
2 Γ
(
λ− 1

2

)
µ

Cλ− 1
2 ,µ

ε2λ−1(
m+ d−1

2

)2λ−1
,

where the asymptotic result final line follows from the asymptotic formula (3.16) for
the 1F2 hypergeometric function and the final equality is the same as in the final line of
(5.49). Once again, the asymptotic result for the spherical Fourier coefficients follows
from their definition (4.21).

We conclude the paper by drawing the reader’s attention to the close connection be-
tween the asymptotic formula for the decay of the Fourier transform of the generalised
Wendland functions and that of the associated spherical Fourier coefficients. Recalling
that λ = d+1

2 + α we can define

K(d)
µ,α =

2
d+1
2 +αΓ

(
d+1

2 + α
)
µε2α+1

√
2π

,

then revisiting (3.17) and (5.43) we have that

φ̂
(ε)
µ,α(z) ∼ K(d)

µ,α

‖z‖d+1+2α
and ψ̂

(ε)
µ,α(m) ∼ (2π)

d−1
2

K(d−1)
µ,α(

m+ d−1
2

)d+2α
.
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