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FURTHER PROPERTIES OF BALL PROLATES AND APPROXIMATION

OF RELATED ALMOST BAND-LIMITED FUNCTIONS

AHMED SOUABNI

Abstract. In this paper we aim to give various explicit and local estimates of ball prolate
spheroidal wave functions defined in [25] as eigenfunctions of both finite Fourier transform
and some differential operator. In particular, we give further refined bounds of these func-
tions and their related eigenvalues. As consequence, we show that ball PSWFs are well
adapted for the approximation of almost band-limited functions and we compare this result
with the one related to the ball polynomials.

MSC : 42C10, 65L70, 41A10.
Keywords: Ball prolate spheroidal wave functions, Ball polynomials, Finite Fourier trans-
form, Almost band-limited functions.

1. Introduction

Time-limited and band-limited functions are fundamental tools in signal processing. By
Heisenburg’s uncertainty principle, a signal can not be time and band-limited simultaneously.
That is why a natural assumption is that a signal is almost band-limited. This issue has been
initially carried throught Landau, Pollak and Slepian since their pioneer work in the 1960’s,
where prolate spheroidal wave functions have been introduced as the optimal orthogonal
system to represent almost band-limited functions [7] [11] [12] [22]. From the investigation
of the above problem, Slepian was the first to note that PSWFs are the eigenfunctions of the
finite Fourier transform operator corresponding to the eigenvalue λ, i.e

∫ 1

−1
eicxtψ(t)dt = λψ(x) x ∈ I = (−1, 1).

Slepian et al.[22] proved that the latter integral operator commutes with some Sturm-Liouville
operator. Hence, PSWFs are also solutions of the second order differential equation

(
(1− x2)ψ′(x)

)′
+ (χ− c2x2)ψ = 0

recovered also by separation of variables for solving the Helmholtz equation in spherical co-
ordinates.
This point is fundamental because that it is a perturbation of the Legendre’s differential
equation and in that way we link up PSWFs with orthogonal polynomials.
We are interested in the theory of prolate spheroidal wave functions because they have a wide
range of applications and remarkable properties. Time-frequency concentration problem has
been for a long while only considered over a finite interval. Then, it has been extended to
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other geometries as the disk, 3D ball, sphere, triangle have been considered. The reader may
consult for example [3] [9] [19] [20] [24].
We are interested in the extension given by Slepian in [21] where this problem has been ex-
tended to the d-dimensional case. In contrast with the one dimensional case, the problem of
time-frequency concentration over bounded higher dimension domain has not received enough
attention.
In the first part of this work, we will be interested in the prolate spheroidal wave functions in
the multidimensional ball. Note that the first who studied this issue was Slepian in [21] by ex-
tending the finite Fourier transform to the d-dimension. Recently, in [25], authors have given
a very important contribution consisting on writing the Sturm-Liouville operator defining
ball prolate spheroidal wave functions in a suitable form allowing to preserve the key features
of the one-dimensional case. More precisely, they expressed the Sturm-Liouville operator
of interest as a perturbation to the order c2‖x‖2 of the one defining the ball polynomials.
Thus, we have all ingredients to develop spectral methods relative to the study of prolate
spheroidal wave functions. We should mention here that whereas a more general context has
been considered in [25], the aim of this work is to give some refined bounds of the eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of the integral operator and to establish some other properties of the ball
PSWFs.
The second purpose of this work is to study the quality of approximation of almost band-
limited functions by ball prolate spheroidal wave functions series expansions. In spite of their
important properties, we can’t handle ball PSWFs in a straightforward way because there
is no explicit formula to compute them. That is why one classical scheme is to compute ex-
plicitly their coefficients in terms of ball polynomials basis. Then, it is convenient to develop
almost band-limited functions directly in the base of ball polynomials and see what happens
with the quality of approximation in this framework.
Let us now be a little more specific and introduce some precise definitions and notations.
Let Rd be the d-dimensional Euclidean space, x will denote the column vector (x1, · · · xd)T .

We will denote the inner product over Rd, for x,y ∈ R
d, by < x,y >:=

d∑

i=1

xiyi and ‖x‖ will

denote the Euclidean associated norm ‖x‖ :=
√
< x,x > =

√
x21 + · · ·+ x2d.

Ball prolate spheroidal wave functions are defined as solutions of the following concentration
problem

Find f = argmax
f∈Bc

∫
Bd |f(x)|2dx∫
Rd |f(x)|2dx

.

Here
Bc := {f ∈ L2(Rd) : f̂(u) = 0 ∀u 6∈ B

d(0, c)},
where B

d := B
d(0, 1), B

d(0, c) are more generally defined as Bd(0, c) := {x ∈ R
d : ‖x‖ ≤ c}.

The solutions of this problem are eigenfunctions of the finite Fourier transform given by

Fc.f(x) =

∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>f(y)dy.

On the other hand, ball PSWFs are also eigenfunctions of the following differential operator

Lc,x = −∇.(1− ‖x‖2)∇−∆0 + c2‖x‖2,
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with ∇ and ∆0 denote the gradient and the Laplace-Beltrami operators respectively. For

any positive real number c, we denote µ
(m)
k (c) and χ

(m)
k (c) the eigenvalues corresponding

respectively to Fc and Lc,x.

Fc.ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ = µ

(m)
k (c)ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ ; Lc,x.ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ = χ

(m)
k (c)ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ ; 1 ≤ l ≤ 2m+ d− 2

m

(
m+ d− 3

m− 1

)
; k,m ∈ N..

Note that by the form under which this last differential operator is given, by Zhang et al. in
[25], the ball PSWFs extend the orthogonal ball polynomials (c=0)

P
(m)
k,ℓ (x) = P̃

(0,m+ d
2
−1)

k (2‖x‖2−1)Y m
l (x̂), x ∈ B

d, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2m+ d− 2

m

(
m+ d− 3

m− 1

)
, k,m ∈ N.

Here P̃
(α,β)
k are the normalized Jacobi polynomials that will be defined later. Note that this

last form provide also a Bouwkamp spectral algorithm for the computation of ball PSWFs.

Our first result is an estimation of
∥∥∥ψ(m,c)

k,ℓ

∥∥∥
∞
.

Theorem A : Let c > 0. For any integer k such that χ
(m)
k > max{ c2 + 8

(2m+ d)
, (2/3)6

(
2π

m+ d
2 − 1

)2

+

4(m+
d

2
)(m+

d

2
− 1)− 4 + c2}+m(m+ d), we have

max
x∈Bd

∣∣∣ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)

∣∣∣ ≤
3
√

3
(
m+ d

2 − 1
)

2

√
N(d,m)

Ωd−1

√
χ
(m)
k (c).

Here N(d,m) =
2m+ d− 2

m

(
m+ d− 3

m− 1

)
. and Ωd−1 denotes the surface area of Sd−1.

As mentioned before, and as application of this first part, we will give the quality of approxi-
mation of almost band-limited functions by ball PSWFs and by ball polynomials. We should
mention here that this question has been solved in the one-dimensional case in [8]. At first,
let us define the concept of almost-band-limited function.

Definition 1.1. Let c > 0 and ǫc > 0. A function f ∈ L2(Rd) is said to be ǫc-band-limited
function if ∫

‖x‖>c
|f̂(x)|2dx ≤ ǫ2c‖f‖2L2(Rd).

The approximation of almost band-limited functions by ball prolate spheroidal functions
and by ball polynomials are given by the two following theorems.
Theorem B : Let f ∈ L2(Rd) be an ǫc-band-limited function. Then for any positive integer
N ≥ ec

4 , we have
∥∥∥f − S

(M)
N .f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤
(
2ǫc + CM,d|µ(M)

N (c)|
(
χ
(M)
N (c)

)1/2)
‖f‖L2(Rd),

where CM,d =
3

2

(
c

(4π)1/4

)d
√

3(M + d
2 − 1)

d
2 + 1

and S
(M)
N f is the orthogonal projection of a

function f ∈ L2(Rd) on the space spanned by the first ball prolate spheroidal wave functions
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.
Theorem C : Let f ∈ L2(Rd) be an ǫc band-limited function. Then, for any positive integer

N ≥ ec− d+1
2

2 , we have

∥∥∥f −Π
(M)
N .f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤


2ǫc + CN

(
ec

2(N + 1) +M + 1 + d+1
2

)2(N+1)+M+1+ d+1
2


 ‖f‖L2(Rd),

whereCN,m,d =
1

22N+M+ d
2
+3
√
ec(4N + 3M + d+ 4)


1 +

1

4 ln

(
ec

2N+M+2+ d+1
2

)




1/2

and ΠM
N f

is the orthogonal projection of a function f ∈ L2(Rd) on the space spanned by the first ball
polynomials.
The conclusion to be drawn from the above two theorems is that the quality of approximation
of almost band-limited functions is the same either by the ball prolates or by ball polynimals.
The only advantage using prolates is that the truncation index is smallest.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to some preliminary
results that will be useful afterwards. In section 3, we give some spectral properties of ball
prolate spheroidal wave functions, namely the behaviour of the eigenvalues of the associated

integral operator and some local estimates giving an upper bound of
∥∥∥ψ(m,c)

k,ℓ

∥∥∥
∞
. We con-

clude, in section 4, by the quality of approximation of almost band-limited functions in the
ball PSWFs basis comparing with the ball polynomials one.

2. Mathematical preliminaries about some special functions

In this section, we recall some important properties about some special functions, mainly,
the ball polynomials. For this purpose, we introduce some preliminaries about spherical
harmonics which appear in the definition of ball polynomials. Furthermore, we recall some
properties about Bessel functions which will be frequently used throughout the forthcoming
sections.

2.1. Bessel functions. For α > −1
2 , the Bessel functions Jα are the bounded solutions of

the ordinary differential equation given by, (see for example [23]),

x2y′′ + xy′ + (x2 − α2)y = 0, x > 0,

which is equivalent to :

(xy′)′ +
(
x− α2

x

)
y = 0.

Bounds and local estimates of Jα are frequently used in this paper. A first simple and useful
local estimate is given by, see [16]

sup
x≥0

√
x|Jα(x)| ≤ cα,
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with

cα =

{ √
2/π if |α| ≤ 1/2

0.675
√
α1/3 + 1.9

α1/3 + 1.1
α if α > 1/2.

A second well known estimate of the Bessel function is given in [[17] p.227] by

(2.1)
∣∣∣Jα(x)
xα

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2αΓ(α+ 1)
.

When the argument is less than the order, another estimate of the Bessel function, is given
by

(2.2) 1 ≤ Jα(αx)

xαJα(α)
≤ eα(1−x) α > 0 and 0 < x ≤ 1.

In [18], the author has given a more precise inequality where it has been shown that

(2.3) exp
[α2(1− x2)

4α + 4

]
≤ Jα(αx)

xαJα(α)
≤ exp

[α2(1− x2)

2α+ 4

]
α > 0 and 0 < x ≤ 1.

The following inequality gives us a lower bound of Jα(α) (we refer reader to [6])

Jα(α) ≥
Γ(1/3)

22/331/6π(α+ α0)1/3
α0

∼= 0.0943498

Thus, by combining the last two inequalities, one gets

(2.4) Jα(αx) ≥
Γ(1/3)

22/331/6π(α+ α0)1/3
xα exp

[α2(1− x2)

4α+ 4

]
. (α > 0 and 0 < x ≤ 1).

The spherical Bessel functions are defined as (see [17] p.262)

(2.5) j(α)n,c (x) =
√

2(2n + α+ 1)
J2n+α+1(cx)√

cx
, x ∈ (0,∞).

This latter set of functions satisfies the orthogonality relation,
∫ +∞

0
j(α)n,c (x)j

(α)
m,c(x)x. = δn,m.

Recall that the Hankel transform of a function f ∈ L2(0,∞) is given by

Hα.f(x) :=

∫ ∞

0

√
xyJα(xy)f(y)dy; α > −1/2.

The Hankel transforms of the spherical Bessel functions are given by, (see for example [21])

Hα.j(α)n,c (x) =

√
2(2n + α+ 1)

c

(x
c

)α+ 1
2
P (α,0)
n

(
1− 2

(x
c

)2)
χ[0,c](x).(2.6)

Here P
(α,β)
n are the Jacobi polynomials defined by

P (α,β)
n (x) =

(−1)n

2nn!
(1 − x)−α(1 + x)−β dn

dxn

[
(1− x)n+α(1 + x)n+β

]
.
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Noting that the Hankel transform is an involution, one can write (2.6) in a more suitable
form

(2.7)

∫ 1

0
yα+1Jα(cxy)P

(0,α)
n (2y2 − 1)dy = (−1)n

J2n+α+1(cx)

cx
.

2.2. Spherical harmonics. The unit sphere S
d−1 of Rd is denoted by

S
d−1 := {x̂ ∈ R

d : ‖x̂‖ = 1}.
The inner product over L2(Sd−1) is defined by

< f, g >Sd−1 :=

∫

Sd−1

f(x̂)g(x̂)dσ(x̂),

where dσ is the surface measure.
Let Hd

n be the space of harmonic homogeneous polynomials of degree n and N(d, n) :=

dimHd
n. It is well known that N(d, n) =

2n+ d− 2

n

(
n+ d− 3

n− 1

)
. Note that the radial and

the angular variables of a function Hn ∈ Hd
n can be separated : Hn(x) = Hn(rx̂) = rnHn(x̂).

Here (r := ‖x‖, x̂ := x
r ) are the spherical coordinates of x

Definition 2.1. A spherical harmonic of degree n denoted Yn(x̂) is a harmonic homogeneous
polynomial of degree n in d variables restricted to the unit (d− 1)-sphere.

It is well known that the spherical harmonics satisfy

∆0.Yn = −n(n+ d− 2)Yn.

In other words, Yn are eigenfunctions of the angular part of the Laplace operator given by

∆0 =
∑

1≤j<i≤d

D2
ij where Dij = xj∂xi − xi∂xj .

The spherical harmonics of different degrees are orthogonal over the unit sphere, that is∫

Sd−1

Yn(x̂)Ym(x̂)dσ(x̂) = 0 m 6= n.

Given a set of N(d, n) linearly independent spherical harmonics of degree n, one can construct

an orthonormal set {Y (n)
i }N(d,n)

i=1 . Thus
∫

Sd−1

Y
(n)
i (x̂)Y

(m)
j (x̂)dσ(x̂) = δn,mδi,j .

The spherical harmonics also satisfy the following addition formula

(2.8)

N(d,n)∑

j=1

Y
(n)
j (x̂)Y

(n)
j (ŷ) =

N(d, n)

Ωd−1

C
(d−2

2
)

n (< x̂, ŷ >)

C
(d−2

2
)

n (1)
; Ωd−1 := σ(Sd−1) =

2π
d
2

Γ(d2 )
,

which shows that the ultra-spherical polynomial C
(d−2

2
)

n is the basic spherical harmonic in d
dimensions analogous to cos in the case d = 2.
Recall that the ultra-spherical polynomials are given by

C(λ)
n (x) :=

Γ(λ+ 1/2)

Γ(2λ)

Γ(n+ 2λ)

Γ(n+ λ+ 1/2)
P

(λ− 1
2
,λ− 1

2
)

n (x); C(λ)
n (1) =

Γ(n+ 2λ)

Γ(2λ)Γ(n + 1)
(n ≥ 1).
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We will re-write the normalization of the ultra-spherical polynomials under the following form

Lemma 2.2. For any positive integer n and under the above notations, we have for any

x̂ ∈ S
d−1

(2.9)

∫

Sd−1

|C(d−2
2

)
n (< x̂, ŷ >)|2dσ(ŷ) = Ωd−1

N(d, n)

(
C

(d−2
2

)
n (1)

)2

.

Proof. This proof is simply based on (2.8) and the normalization of {Yn}n. In fact,

∫

Sd−1

|C(d−2
2

)
n (< x̂, ŷ >)|2dσ(ŷ) =

(
Ωd−1

N(d, n)

)2(
C

(d−2
2

)
n (1)

)2 ∫

Sd−1




N(d,n)∑

j=1

Y
(n)
j (x̂)Y

(n)
j (ŷ)




2

dσ(ŷ)

=

(
Ωd−1

N(d, n)

)2(
C

(d−2
2

)
n (1)

)2 N(d,n)∑

j=1

Y
(n)
j (x̂)Y

(n)
j (x̂)

=

(
Ωd−1

N(d, n)

)2(
C

(d−2
2

)
n (1)

)2 N(d, n)

Ωd−1

�

Let Yn be any spherical harmonic of degree n. Using the orthogonality of Yn, together
with (2.8), one gets

Yn(x̂) =
N(d, n)

C
(λ)
n (1)Ωd−1

∫

Sd−1

Yn(ŷ)C
(d−2

2
)

n (< x̂, ŷ >) dσ(ŷ).

By taking into account the normalization of ultra-spherical polynomials (2.9) and by Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, one gets

(2.10) |Yn(x̂)| ≤
√
N(d, n)

Ωd−1
.

To finish with this part, it is useful to note that the finite Fourier transform (over the unit
sphere) of spherical harmonics is given by the following explicit expression given in [15], [1].
For x̂, ŷ ∈ S

d−1 and w > 0,
(2.11)∫

Sd−1

e−iw<x̂.ŷ>Y m
ℓ (x̂)dσ(x̂) =

(2π)d/2(−i)m

w
d−2
2

Jm+ d−2
2
(w)Y m

ℓ (ŷ) 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N(d, n), m ∈ N.

2.3. Ball polynomials: Orthogonal polynomials on B
d. The ball polynomials are de-

fined as

P
(m)
k,ℓ (x) = P̃

(0,m+ d
2
−1)

k (2‖x‖2 − 1)Y m
l (x), x ∈ B

d 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N(d,m) k,m ∈ N.

Here

(2.12) P̃
(α,β)
k (x) =

1√
hk
P

(α,β)
k (x), hk =

2α+β+1Γ(k + α+ 1)Γ(k + β + 1)

k!(2k + α+ β + 1)Γ(k + α+ β + 1)
.
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It has been shown in [15] that the ball polynomials are orthogonal with respect to the usual

inner product. Recall also that the total degree of P
(m)
k,ℓ is m + 2k. In addition, the ball

polynomials are eigenfunctions of the following differential operator (see [15] theorem 11.15):

(2.13) Lx.P
(m)
k,ℓ (x) =

(
−∇(I − xxt)∇

)
P

(m)
k,ℓ (x) = (m+ 2k)(m+ 2k + d)P

(m)
k,ℓ (x).

Note that in [25], authors have proven that this last operator can be written in different more
suitable forms given by

Lx = −∇(1− ‖x‖2)∇−∆0

= −(1− r2)∂2r −
d− 1

r
∂r + (d+ 1)r∂r −

1

r2
∆0,(2.14)

Next, we will compute the finite Fourier transform of the ball polynomials P
(m)
k,ℓ in what

follows

Lemma 2.3. For all y = τ ŷ ∈ B
d, we have

(2.15)

∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>P
(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx =

(2π)d/2(−i)m(−1)j

2

J2j+m+d/2(cτ)

(cτ)
d
2

Y
(m)
ℓ (ŷ).

Proof. Let x = ρx̂ and y = τ ŷ, then using (2.11) together with (2.7) one gets

∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>P
(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx =

∫ 1

0
ρm+d−1P

(0,m+d/2−1)
k (2ρ2 − 1)

∫

Sd−1

e−icρτ<x̂,ŷ>Y
(m)
ℓ (x̂)dσ(x̂)dρ

=
(2π)d/2(−i)m
(cτ)d/2−1

∫ 1

0
ρm+d/2Jm+ d

2
−1(cρτ)P

(0,m+ d
2
−1)

j (2ρ2 − 1)dρ.Y
(m)
ℓ (ŷ)

=
(2π)d/2(−i)m(−1)j

2(cτ)
d−1
2

J2j+m+d/2(cτ)√
cτ

Y
(m)
ℓ (ŷ).(2.16)

�

3. Ball prolate spheroidal wave functions : Definitions and spectral

properties

3.1. Definition and normalization. We should mention here that the equivalent defini-
tions of ball prolate spheroidal wave functions given in this paper are an association of those
given by Slepian in [21] and those given recently by Zhang and co-authors in [25]. We in-
troduce the ball PSWFs in the classical way, namely as solutions of an energy maximization
problem, therefore as eigenfunctions of an integral operator and finally as eigenfunctions of
a suitable differential operator.
In this work, we adopt the following definition of the Fourier transform over Rd,

F .f(x) = f̂(x) =
1

(2π)d/2

∫

Rd

e−i<x,y>f(y)dy.
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Recall that, with this normalization, one has
∥∥∥f̂
∥∥∥
L2(Rd)

= ‖f‖L2(Rd). The inversion formula

is then written as follows

f(x) =
1

(2π)d/2

∫

Rd

ei<x,y>f̂(y)dy.

We are dealing with the issue of most concentrated band-limited functions on the unit ball,
that is

(3.17) Find f = argmax
f∈Bc

∫
Bd |f(x)|2dx∫
Rd |f(x)|2dx

.

From (2.11), and by writing the integral in the spherical-polar coordinates x = rx̂, x̂ ∈
S
d−1, one gets

∫

Bd

eic<x,y−z>dx =
(2π)d/2

(
c‖y− z‖

)d
2
−1

∫ 1

0
r

d
2J d

2
−1(cr‖y− z‖)dr.

On the other hand,

∫ 1

0
r

d
2 J d

2
−1(cr‖y− z‖)dr =

1
(
c‖y− z‖

) 1
2

∫ 1

0
(cr‖y− z‖) 1

2J d
2
−1(cr‖y− z‖)dr

=
1

(
c‖y− z‖

) 1
2

∫

R

(r‖y− z‖) 1
2J d

2
−1(r‖y− z‖)

(r
c

) d−1
2
χ[0,c](r)dr

=
Jd/2

(
c‖y− z‖)

)

c‖y− z‖ .(3.18)

Note that the last equality is obtained for n=0 in (2.7). Finally, by combining the last two
equations, one gets

∫

Bd

eic<x,y−z>dx = (2π)d/2
Jd/2

(
c‖y− z‖)

)

(
c‖y− z‖

)d
2

.

We retain this result, that will be useful in the sequel, in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For any positive real number c, and for any y, z ∈ B
d, we have

(3.19)

∫

Bd

eic<x,y−z>dx = (2π)d/2
Jd/2

(
c‖y− z‖)

)

(
c‖y− z‖

)d
2

.
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Now, let f ∈ Bc,
∫

Bd

|f(x)|2dx
∫

Rd

|f(x)|2dx
=

1

(2π)d

∫

Bd

( ∫

Rd

ei<x,y>f̂(y)dy
)( ∫

Rd

e−i<x,z>f̂(z)dz
)
dx

∫

Rd

f̂(x)f̂(x)dx

=
( 1

2π

)d

∫

Bd(0,c)

(∫

Bd(0,c)

( ∫

Bd

ei<x,y−z>dx
)
f̂(y)dy

)
f̂(z)dz

∫

Rd

f̂(x)f̂(x)dx

=
( 1

2π

)d/2

∫

Bd(0,c)

(∫

Bd(0,c)

Jd/2(‖y− z‖)
(
‖y− z‖

) d
2

f̂(y)dy

)
f̂(z)dz

∫

Bd(0,c)
f̂(x)f̂(x)dx

.(3.20)

Hence, by a straightforward change of variable and function, the solutions of

argmax
f∈Bc

(2π)
d
2

∫

Bd

|f(x)|2dx
∫

Rd

|f(x)|2dx

are the eigenfunctions of the integral operator Qc given by

(3.21) Qc.f(x) =
( c

2π

)d ∫

Bd

(2π)d/2
Jd/2(c‖y− z‖)
(
c‖y− z‖

) d
2

f(y)dy.

One can easily check thatQc =
(

c
2π

)d F∗
c ◦Fc where Fc is the finite Fourier integral operator

defined on L2(Bd) by

(3.22) Fc.f(x) =

∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>f(y)dy.

It has been shown in [25] that

• The eigenfunctions of Qc are the same as those of the following positive self-adjoint
differential operator

Lc,x = −∇.(1− ‖x‖2)∇−∆0 + c2‖x‖2

= −(1− r2)∂2r − d− 1

r
∂r + (d+ 1)r∂r −

1

r2
∆0 + c2r2.(3.23)

• Eigenfunctions of both Lc,x and Qc (or equivalently Fc) can be written under the
following form

(3.24) ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) = rmφ

(m,c)
k (2r2 − 1)Y m

ℓ (x̂),
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Here (r := ‖x‖, x̂ := x
r ) are the spherical coordinates of x, k,m are two positive

integers, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N(d,m) and φ
(m,c)
k satisfies

(3.25)
−1

ω0,βm,d
(η)

∂η

(
ω1,βm,d+1(η)∂ηφ

(m,c)
k

)
+
c2(η + 1)

8
φ
(m,c)
k = αk,m(c)φ

(m,c)
k

with η = 2r2 − 1, γm,d = m(m+ d) and ωα,β(x) = (1− x)α(1 + x)β .

• The eigenvalues of Lc,x, Fc and Qc denoted respectively by χ
(m)
k (c), µ

(m)
k (c), λ

(m)
k (c)

are independent of ℓ.

We define the ball spheroidal wave functions as solutions of the energy maximization problem
(3.17) which are then at the same time eigenfunctions of all operators Qc, Fc and Lc,x.
Consequently, one can write, for c > 0, k,m ∈ N and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ N(d,m)

Lc,x.ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ = χ

(m)
k (c)ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ ; Fc.ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ = µ

(m)
k (c)ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ ; Qc.ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ = λ

(m)
k (c)ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ ,

where

λ
(m)
k =

( c

2π

)d
|µ(m)

k |

Remark 3.2. We use in this remark the separated form of the ball prolate spheroidal wave
functions to show that the radial part of these functions are also eigenfunctions of the finite
Hankel transform. We should mention that this remark has been given differently in [21].
Thanks to (3.24) and (2.11), one can write

λ
(m)
k rmφ

(m,c)
k (2r2 − 1) = (2π)d/2(−i)m

∫ 1

0

Jm+ d
2
−1(crτ)

(crτ)
d
2
−1

τm+d−1φ
(m,c)
k (2r2 − 1)dτ.

It is convenient to make the substitution ϕ
(m,c)
k (r) := rm+ d−1

2 φ
(m,c)
k (2r2−1) in order to obtain

λ
(m)
k ϕ

(m,c)
k (r)

√
c
( c
2π

)d/2
(i)m =

∫ 1

0
Jm+ d

2
−1(crτ)

√
crτϕ

(m,c)
k (τ)dτ.

Then
(3.26)

α
(m)
k ϕ

(m)
k (r) =

∫ 1

0
Jα(crτ)

√
crτϕ

(m)
k (τ)dτ = H(α)

c .ϕ
(m)
k (r); α = m+

d

2
−1; α

(m)
k =

√
c
( c
2π

)d/2
λ
(m)
k (c).

Here H(α)
c is the finite Hankel transform given by

H(α)
c .f(x) =

∫ 1

0

√
cxyJα(cxy)f(y)dy.

It may be useful to note that the problem of the behavior of eigenvalues of the finite Hankel
transform has been extensively studied, see for example [5], [14] and [4].

We note finally that the ball PSWFs are normalized through the following rule :
∫

Bd

(
ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)

)2
dx = 1,
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or equivalently, in terms of the radial part:
∫ 1

0
r2m+d−1

(
φ
(m,c)
k (2r2 − 1)

)2
dr = 1 or

∫ 1

−1
(1 + t)m+ d

2
−1|φ(m,c)

k |2(t)dt = 2m+ d
2
−1.

Finally, we write the ball prolate in terms of limiting operators : Let U be a set of finite
measure in R

d and D(U) be the subspace of L2(Rd) formed by the functions supported in U ,

D(U) = {f ∈ L2(Rd) : f(x) = 0 ∀x 6∈ U},
and recall that Bc is the Paley-Wiener space formed by functions whose Fourier transform
are supported in B

d(0, c),

Bc = {f ∈ L2(Rd) : F .f(u) = 0 ∀u 6∈ B
d(0, c)}.

Let DU .f(x) = χU (x)f(x) be the orthogonal projection of L2(Rd) onto D(U) and Bc.f(x) =
F−1χBd(0,c)F .f(x) be the orthogonal projection of L2(Rd) onto Bc.

Using (3.19),

Bc.f(x) =
( c

2π

)d/2 ∫

Rd

(2π)d/2
Jd/2(c‖x− y‖)
(c‖x− y‖)d/2 f(y)dy

Then, one can write the integral operator Qc in terms of the limiting operators as

Qc = DBdBcDBd

3.2. Behaviour of λ
(m)
n (c). Recently in [4], the author has given a well precise behaviour of

the eigenvalues α
(m)
k which are related, by remark 3.2, to the eigenfunctions corresponding

to ball prolate functions. Mainly, one can derive an asymptotic super-exponential decay of
λmn (c) directly by writing theorem 3.2 of [4] under our notation :

Proposition 3.3. For given real numbers m, c > 0, there exists a constant A depending only

on c, such that for every n > ec
4 , we have

(3.27) λ(m)
n (c) ≤ A

[
ec

4n+ 2m+ d

]4n+2m+d

.

In the following proposition, we provide the reader with a lower bound of the eigenvalues
λmn (c).

Proposition 3.4. For any positive real number c > 0 and for any n ≥ ec
4 , we have

λmn (c) ≥ C
( ec

4n + 2m+ d

)4n+2m+d
,

where C =
( Γ(1/3)

22/331/6π(2k + α+ α0 + 1)1/3

)2 (2π)d/2

c
d+1
2

, α and α0 are defined in (3.26) and

(2.4) respectively.

Proof. We will prove this lower bound for the eigenfunctions of the finite Hankel transform
and use again the remark giving the relation between the eigenfunctions of the ball PSWFs
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and those of the circular ones (3.26). For this purpose, we recall that the eigenfunctions of

Q(α)
c := cH(α)

c ◦ H(α)
c are characterized, using Courant-Fischer max-min theorem, by

α(m)
n (c) = max

V ∈Gn

min
y∈V ;‖y‖=1

< Q(α)
c y; y >

Since
(
T
(α)
n :=

√
2(2n + α+ 1)xα+1/2P

(0,α)
n (2x2 − 1)

)
n
is an orthonormal basis of L2(0, 1),

then

α(m)
n (c) ≥< Q(α)

c T (α)
n , T (α)

n >L2([0,1]) .

On the other hand, using (2.6) together with (2.5), one gets

∥∥∥H(α)
c .T

(α)
k

∥∥∥
2

2
=
∥∥∥j(α)k

∥∥∥
2

2
= 2(2k + α+ 1)

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣∣
J2k+α+1(cx)√

cx

∣∣∣∣∣

2

dx.

Thanks to (2.4), one can write,

J2k+α+1(cx) ≥
Γ(1/3)

22/331/6π(2k + α+ α0 + 1)1/3
e
−(2k+α+1)

(
ln(2k+α+1)−1/4

)

(cx)2k+α+1e
−(cx)2

4(2k+α+1)

Therefore,

∥∥∥H(α)
c .T

(α)
k

∥∥∥
2

≥ C2e
−2(2k+α+1)

(
ln(2k+α+1)−1/4

) ∫ c

0
x2(2k+α+1/2)e

− x2

2(2k+α+2) dx

≥ C2e
−2(2k+α+1)

(
ln(2k+α+1)

) ∫ c

0
x2(2k+α+1/2)e

− x2

2(2k+α+2)dx

≥ C2
( ec

2(2k + α+ 1)

)2k+α+1
.

To conclude for the proof, it suffices to use remark 3.2. �

We will give in the next proposition a brief description, to the first order, of the counting

number of the eigenvalues λ
(m)
n (c).We use here the well known Landau’s technique [10] based

on computing the trace and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of Qc.

Proposition 3.5. Let 0 < δ < 1 and let Mc(δ) denote the number of eigenvalues λk(c) not

smaller than δ. Then

Mc(δ) =
cd

2d
1

Γ2(d2 + 1)
+ o(cd).

Proof. We start by computing the trace of Qc by using Mercer’s theorem together with the

fact thatK(0) =
1

2d/2Γ(d2 + 1)
and µ(Bd) =

πd/2

Γ(d2 + 1)
(here µ denotes the Lebesgue measure),

(3.28) Tr(Qc) =
∑

n

λ(m)
n (c) =

( c√
2π

)d
µ(Bd)K(0) =

cd

2dΓ2(d2 + 1)
.
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Here K(x) :=
Jd/2(‖x‖)

(‖x‖)d/2
. On the other hand, to derive an estimate of ‖Qc‖HS , we proceed as

follows

‖Qc‖HS =
∑

n

(
λ(m)
n (c)

)2
=
( c√

2π

)2d ∫

Bd

∫

Bd

|K(c‖x− y‖)|2dxdy.

By applying the change of variables y = σ and x = σ + τ
c , one gets

‖Qc‖HS =
( c

2π

)d ∫

Bd

(∫

c(Bd−σ)
|K(τ)|2dτ

)
dσ.

Note that
∫

c(Bd−σ)
|K(τ)|2dτ ≤

∫

Rd

|K(τ)|2dτ =

∫

Rd

J2
d/2(‖τ‖)
‖τ‖d

dτ

=
2πd/2

Γ(d/2)

∫ ∞

0

J2
d/2(t)

t
dt =

πd/2

Γ(d2 + 1)
.(3.29)

The last equality is due to [[17] eq 22.58 page 244]. Moreover, Bd − σ contains some B(0, α).

Then, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, one has lim
c→∞

1

cd
‖Qc‖HS =

1

2dΓ(d2 + 1)
.

That is

(3.30) ‖Qc‖HS =
cd

2dΓ(d2 + 1)
+ o(cd).

Next, we notice that

(3.31) Tr(Qc) ≥
Mc(δ)∑

k=0

λk ≥ δMc(δ),

and using Marzo’s formula (see [13]), one gets

(3.32) Mc(δ) ≥ Tr(Qc)−
1

1− δ

(
Tr(Qc)− ‖Qc‖HS

)
.

Let M+(δ) := lim sup
c→∞

Mc(δ)

cd
and M−(δ) := lim inf

c→∞

Mc(δ)

cd
.

By combining together (3.28), (3.30),(3.31) and (3.32), one gets

(3.33)
1

2d
1

Γ2(d2 + 1)
≤M−(δ) ≤M+(δ) ≤

1

2d
1

δΓ2(d2 + 1)
∀0 < δ < 1.

The next step is to prove that both M+ and M− are independent of δ for all 0 < δ < 1. For
this claim, we start by noticing that the number of eigenvalues not close to 0 or 1 is o(cd) by
considering

Jc :=
∞∑

k=0

λk(c)(1 − λk(c)) = Tr(Qc)− ‖Qc‖HS = o(cd).

Now let δ and γ be two fixed reals such that 0 < δ < γ < 1. Taking into account that each
eigenvalue δ < λk(c) < γ has contribution to Jc by at least δ(1 − γ), one has

δ(1 − γ) [Mc(δ) −Mc(γ)] ≤ Jc = o(cd)
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and consequentlyM+ andM− are both independent of δ. To conclude for the proof it suffices
to choose δ near 1 on the right side at (3.33). �

3.3. Further basic properties. We study here some other basic properties of the ball
prolate spheroidal wave functions.
First, we give the bounds of the eigenvalues corresponding to the Sturm-Liouville operator.
This lemma has been given in [25]. Here we prove it by other means.

Lemma 3.6. For any positive real number c, we have

(m+ 2k)(m+ 2k + d) ≤ χ
(m)
k (c) ≤ (m+ 2k)(m+ 2k + d) + c2; k ∈ N, m ∈ N.

Proof. To get the required upper bound, we write the differential operator Lc,x as

Lc,x.u(x) = −∇(1− ‖x‖2)∇.u(x)−∆0.u(x) + c2‖x‖2u(x)
= L0,x.u(x) + c2‖x‖2u(x)

Then, by using the Courant-Fischer min-max theorem applied to the eigenvalues of the self-
adjoint operator Lc,x, one gets

χ
(m)
k (c) = min

dimH=k
max

u∈H;‖u‖=1
< Lc,x.u, u >

≤ min
dimH=k

max
u∈H;‖u‖=1

< L0,x.u, u > +c2‖u‖2

≤ χ
(m)
k (0) + c2.

On the other hand the lower bound follows from the fact that Lc,x − L0,x = c2‖x‖2 is a
positive operator. Finally, to conclude for the proof of this lemma, it suffices to use the
expression of χk(0)given by (2.13). �

The next proposition allows us to keep the fundamental property of double orthogonality
already seen in the classical case. This is provided by computing the Fourier transform of
the ball prolates spheroidal wave functions.

Lemma 3.7. The Fourier transform of the ball PSWFs are given by

F .ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) =

(2π)d

cd
√
λ
(m)
k (c)

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ

(−x
c

)
χ(Bd)

(x
c

)
.

Proof. By the inverse Fourier transform, one has for f ∈ L2(Rd),

f(x) =
1√
(2π)d

∫

Rd

ei<x,z>F .f(z)dz =
1

(2π)d

∫

Rd

ei<x,z>

∫

Rd

e−i<z,y>f(y)dydz

=
1

(2π)d

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

e−i<z,(y−x)>f(y)dydz.(3.34)

On the other hand, from

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) =

1

µ
(m)
k (c)

∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (y)dy,
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one gets

F .ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) =

1

µ
(m)
k (c)

∫

Rd

∫

Bd

e−ic<z,y>ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (y)dye−i<z,x>dx

=
1

µ
(m)
k (c)

∫

Rd

(∫

Rd

e−ic<z,y−x>ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (-y/c)χ(Bd)(y/c)dy

)
dx.(3.35)

To conclude for the proof it suffices to use the last equation together with (3.34). �

3.4. Some explicit estimates and bounds of eigenfunctions. The purpose of this para-
graph is to give an explicit upper bound of the ball prolate spheroidal wave functions. To do
so, we start by showing that under some conditions, these functions reach their maximum on
the unit sphere S

d−1. Let c > 0, we recall that

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) = rmφ

(m,c)
k (η)Y

(m)
ℓ (x̂), x = rx̂, r = ‖x‖, η := 2r2 − 1.

Lemma 3.8. Let α
(m)
k (c) := 1

4

(
χ
(m)
k (c)−m(m+ d)

)
and c be a positive real number. If

α
(m)
k (c) > c2

4 , then we have

(3.36) sup
η∈[am,d ,1]

|φ(m)
k (η)| = |φ(m)

k (1)| am,d =
2m+ d− 2

2m+ d
.

Proof. For the sake of clarity, we write, throughout the proofs of this section, φk and αk

instead of φ
(m,c)
k and α

(m)
k (c) respectively. Hence (3.25) can be written under the form

(3.37)
(
p(η)φ′k(η)

)′
+qk(η)φk(η) = 0; p(η) = (1−η)(1+η)m+ d

2 , qk(η) = αk

(
1− c2(1 + η)

8αk

)
(1 + η)m+ d

2
−1 .

Straightforward computations show that the auxiliary function Zk(η) := φ2k(η) +
p(η)
qk(η)

φ′2k (η)

admits a first order derivative only on φ′2k , given by

Z ′
k(η) = − 1

q2k(η)
(p(η)qk(η))

′ φ′2k (η).

Then, in our case

Z ′
k(η) = − 1

q2k(η)
(1+η)2m+d−2

[(
αk−

c2(1 + η)

8

)(
2m+d−2− t(2m+d)

)
− c2

8
(1−η2)

]
φ′2k (η).

To conclude for the proof, it suffices to note that under the condition α
(m)
k (c) > c2

4 , Zk is
increasing over [am,d, 1] and ∣∣∣φ2k(η)

∣∣∣ ≤ Zk(1) ≤
∣∣∣φ2k(1)

∣∣∣.
�

Lemma 3.9. Under conditions of the previous lemma, we have

(3.38) sup
η∈[am,d ,1]

√
(1− η)(1 + η)m+ d

2

∣∣φk(η)
∣∣ ≤

√
2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1).
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Proof. The proof of this lemma is based on a fairly well known technique for the Sturm-
Liouville theory consisting on the use of the auxiliary function defined by Kk(η) = p(η)Zk(η).
Straightforward computations show that

K ′
k(η) = p′(η)φ2k(η)−

p2(η)q′(η)

q2(η)
(φ′k)

2(η).

Then, since αk >
c2

4 and η ≥ 2m+d−2
2m+d , one has

K ′
k(η) ≥ (1 + η)m+ d

2
−1
[(
m+

d

2
− 1
)
−
(
m+

d

2
+ 1
)
η
]
φ2k(η).

Hence, taking into account that η < 1 together with the normalization of φk,

Kk(η) = Kk(η) −Kk(1) ≤ 2

∫ 1

−1
(1 + t)m+ d

2
−1φ2k(t)dt = 2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1).

Finally, one has

(1− η)(1 + η)m+ d
2 |φk(η)|2 ≤ Kk(η) ≤ 2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1).

�

Proposition 3.10. Let c be a real positive number. If α
(m)
k (c) > c2

4 , then

(3.39) sup
η∈[am,d ,1]

∣∣φk(η)
∣∣ ≤ 3

√
3

2

√
2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1)

(
α
(c)
k,m

)1/2

Proof. Without loss of generality, one may assume that ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (1) > 0. By (3.25), one has

(
(1− η2)(1 + η)m+ d

2
−1φ′k(η)

)′
= −α(c)

km

(
1− c2(η + 1)

8α
(c)
km

)
(1 + η)m+ d

2
−1φk(η).

Then, by integrating over [x, 1], one gets

φ′k(η) =
αk

(1− η2)(1 + η)m+ d
2
−1

∫ 1

η
(1 + t)m+ d

2
−1
(
1− c2(t+ 1)

8αk

)
φk(t)dt.

Straightforward computations show that

q′k(η) = (1 + η)m+ d
2

[
αk(m+

d

2
− 1)− c2

8
(m+

d

2
)− c2

8
(m+

d

2
)η
]

Thus, for αk >
c2

4 , q is decreasing over [am,d, 1] and

φ′k(η) ≤
αk

1− η2

(
1− c2(η + 1)

8αk

)
(1− η)φ(1) = αk

(
1− c2(η + 1)

8αk

)
φk(1).

Then,

φk(1) − φk(η) ≤ αkφk(1)
(
1− c2(η + 1)

8αk

)
(1− η).
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Let xk be in a neighbourhood of 1 such that
(
1− c2(xk+1)

8αk

)
(1− xk) =

A
αk

. Consequently,

φk(1) ≤
1

1−A

√
2m+ d

2
+1
(
m+ d

2 − 1
)

√
(1− xn)(1 + xn)m+d/2

≤

√
2m+ d

2
+1
(
m+ d

2 − 1
)

(1−A)A1/2
(αk)

1/2.

One concludes for the proof by noticing that min
A

1

A1/2(1−A)
=

3
√
3

2
.

�

Theorem 3.11. Let c > 0 and α
(m)
k (c) > max{ c2+8

4(2m+d) , (2/3)
6

(
π

m+ d
2
−1

)2

+Cm,d(c)}. Then

max
x∈Bd

∣∣∣ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ 3
√
3

2

√
2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1)

√
N(d,m)

Ωd−1
.

√
χ
(m)
k (c),

with Cm,d(c) =
c2

4 + (m+ d
2 )(m+ d

2 − 1)− 1.

Proof. We start by recalling Butlowski’s theorem concerning the behavior of the local extrema
of the solution of a second order differential equation (see [1] p238) :
If φ is a solution of the differential equation

(p(t)y′(t))′ + q(t)y(t) = 0 t ∈ (a, b) p, q > 0 and p, q ∈ C1(a, b),

then the sequence of local maximum of |φ| is decreasing (respectively increasing) if pq is
increasing(respectively decreasing).

In our case, we recall that

(
p(η)qk(η)

)′
= (1+η)2m+d−2

[(
αk−

c2(1 + η)

8

)(
2m+d−2−η(2m+d)

)
−c

2

8
(1−η2)

]
= (1+η)2m+d−2Fk(η).

Then, it is easy to see that Fk has a unique zero in [0, 1]. Then there exists a unique real
number ηn so that pq is increasing on [0, ηn] and decreasing on [ηn, 1]. Hence, the local
maxima of φk are decreasing on [0, ηn] and increasing on [ηn, 1]. Let η

′
1,n denote the first zero

of φ′k. The next step is to locate η′1,n. For this claim, we start by using the change of function

U(η) := p1/2(η)φk(η) which transforms (3.37) into the following equation on U ,

U ′′ +
[p′(η)2 − 2p′′(η)p(η)

4p2(η)
+
qk(η)

p(η)

]
U = 0, η ∈ (0, 1).

We should mention that U and φk have the same zeros on (0, 1).
Straightforward computations show that

p′(η)2 − 2p′′(η)p(η)

p2(η)
=

1−
(
m+ d

2

)2

(1 + η)2
+

4
(
m+ d

2 − 1
)

(1 + η)2(1− η)
+

4

(1− η2)2
≥ (m+

d

2
)(1−m− d

2
)+1.

Since
qk(η)

p(η)
=
αk − c2

8 (1 + η)

1− η2
≥ αk −

c2

4
, then

p′(η)2 − 2p′′(η)p(η)

4p2(η)
+
qk(η)

p(η)
≥ αk −Cm,d(c); Cm,d(c) =

c2

4
+ (m+

d

2
)(m+

d

2
− 1)− 1.
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Thus, by Sturm comparison theorem, between two zeros of sin(
√
αk − c2

4 η) viewed as solution

of V ′′ +
(
αk − c2

4

)
V = 0, there exists a zero of U . Consequently, ηk,1 ≤ π√

αk − c2

4

and

η′k,1 ≤
2π√
αk − c2

4

= bk.

Let η ∈ (0, η′n,1) and recall that

(
(1− η2)(1 + η)m+ d

2
−1φ′k(η)

)′
= −αk

(
1− c2(η + 1)

8αk

)
(1 + η)m+ d

2
−1φk(η).

Then by integrating over [η, η′n,1], one gets

φ′k(η) = − αk

(1− η2)(1 + η)m+ d
2
−1

∫ η′n,1

η
(1 + t)m+ d

2
−1
(
1− c2(t+ 1)

8α
(c)
km

)
φ(t)dt.

Using Hölder inequality and the normalization of φk, one gets

|φ′k(η)| ≤ αk

(1− η2)(1 + η)m+ d
2
−1

√
2m+ d

2
−1

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ η′n,1

η
(1 + t)

m+ d
2−1

2 φ(t)dt

∣∣∣∣∣

≤
√

2m+ d
2
−1

√
η′k,1

1− η′k,1
αk ≤

√
2m+ d

2
−1

√
bk

1− bk
αk(3.40)

Then,

|φk(η′n,1)| ≤
√
2m+ d

2
−1 (bk)

3/2

1− bk
αk ≤

3
√

3(m+ d
2 − 1)

2
(αk)

1/2 .

It may be useful to note that the last inequality follows from the fact that αk ≥ (2/3)6

(
π

m+ d
2 − 1

)2

+

c2

4
. One can summarize the above discussion as follows :

max
x∈Bd

∣∣∣ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)

∣∣∣ ≤ max
η∈[−1,1]

∣∣φ(m,c)
k (η)

∣∣ max
x̂∈Sd−1

∣∣∣Y (m)
ℓ (x̂)

∣∣∣

The maximum of
∣∣∣φ(m,c)

k

∣∣∣ is attained in 1 or in some η ∈ [am,d, 1]. In both cases,

max
η∈[−1,1]

∣∣φ(m,c)
k (η)

∣∣ ≤ 3
√
3

2

√
2m+ d

2
+1(m+

d

2
− 1)

(
α
(c)
k,m

)1/2

To conclude for the proof, it suffices to combine the previous inequality with (2.10). �

3.5. Computation of ball spheroidal wave functions. Note that ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ ∈ L2(Bd) so

that it can be expanded with respect to the ball polynomials basis as

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) =

∑

j

β
(k,m)
j P

(m)
j,l (x).
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In [25], authors have used the Bouwkamp method to compute ball PSWFs where it has
been shown that the computation of these functions and their eigenvalues amounts to the
determination of the eigenvectors and associate eigenvalues of a tridiagonal matrix. Then,
it is interesting to study the spectral decay rate of the ball PSWFs expansion coefficients

(β
(k,m)
j )j . For this purpose, we recall the finite Fourier transform of ball polynomials given

by (3.19).
∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>P
(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx =

(2π)d/2(−i)m(−1)j

2(cτ)
d−1
2

J2j+m+d/2(cτ)√
cτ

Y
(m)
ℓ (ŷ).

Then,

β
(k,m)
j =

∫

Bd

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)P

(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx =

1

µ
(m)
k (c)

∫

Bd

(∫

Bd

e−ic<x,y>P
(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx

)
ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (y)dy

=
(2π)d/2(−i)m(−1)j

µ
(m)
k (c).c

d−1
2

∫ 1

0
τm+ d

2
− 1

2φ
(m,c)
k (2τ2 − 1)

J2j+m+d/2(cτ)√
cτ

dτ.

Consequently, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality together with the normalization of the radial
part of ball spheroidal wave functions, one gets

|β(k,m)
j | ≤ (2π)d/2 × c4j+2m+ d−1

2

24j+2m+d(4j + 2m+ d)|µ(m)
k (c)|

1

Γ2(2j +m+ d
2 + 1)

.

Recall that form [2], one has

(3.41)
√
2e
(x+ 1/2

e

)1/2
≤ Γ(x+ 1) ≤

√
2π
(x+ 1/2

e

)1/2
.

Then, by combining the two previous inequalities, one gets

(3.42) |β(k,m)
j | ≤ (2π)d/2 × c2j+m

24j+2m+d(4j + 2m+ d)|µ(m)
k (c)|

[
ec

2j +m+ d+1
2

]2j+m+ d+1
2

.

We may therefore summarize these calculations in the following proposition :

Proposition 3.12. For given real number c > 0, let

β
(k,m)
j =

∫

Bd

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)P

(m)
j,ℓ (x)dx.

Then we have

|β(k,m)
j | ≤ (2π)d/2 × c2j+m

24j+2m+d(4j + 2m+ d)|µ(m)
k (c)|

[
ec

2j +m+ d+1
2

]2j+m+ d+1
2

.

4. Approximation of almost band-limited functions over the d-dimensional

unit ball

The aim of this section is to study the quality of approximation in the framework of the d-
dimensional ball prolate spheroidal wave functions and the ball polynomials series expansion.
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4.1. Approximation by ball prolate spheroidal wave functions. In this paragraph, we
show that the ball prolate spheroidal wave functions are well adapted for the approximation
of almost band-limited functions. For this claim, we start by proving that ball PSWFs are
also well adapted to approach functions from the Paley-Wiener space

Bc = {f ∈ L2(Rd) : F .f(u) = 0 ∀u 6∈ B
d(0, c)}.

Let us denote by S
(M)
N .f :=

M∑

m=0

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

N∑

k=0

< f,ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ > ψ

(m,c)
k,ℓ (x) the orthogonal projection

of a function f ∈ L2(Bd) on the span of the first ball prolate functions. We may now state
our first approximation theorem :

Theorem 4.1. Let f ∈ L2(Rd) be an ǫc-band-limited function with Ω = B(0, c). Then, for

any positive integer N ≥ ec/2, we have

(4.43)
∥∥∥f − S

(M)
N f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤
(
2ǫc + CM(χ

(M)
N (c))1/2|λ(M)

N (c)|
)
‖f‖L2(Rd),

where CM =
πd/4√
Γ(d2 + 1)

3
√

3(M + d
2 − 1)

2

√
N(d,M)

Ωd−1
..

Note that the super-exponential decay rate of λ
(M)
k described in theorem 3.11 shows that

the dependence on M of CM and χ
(M)
N is insignificant. Thus, ball prolates spheroidal wave

functions are well adapted for the approximation of almost band-limited functions.

Proof. Let us first study the case where f ∈ Bc. By Parseval’s inequality,

(4.44)
∥∥∥f − S

(M)
N .f

∥∥∥
2

2
=
∑

m>M

∑

k>N

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

| < f,ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ > |2.

Then, the main step in this proof is how to estimate | < f,ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ > |.

Recall that from the Fourier inversion formula, one has f(x) =
( c

2π

)d ∫

Bd

eic<x,y>f̂(y)dy.

Consequently, for any positive integer k, we have

< f,ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ > =

∫

Bd

f(x)ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)dx =

( c

2π

)d ∫

Bd

ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)

∫

Bd

eic<x,y>f̂(y)dydx

=
( c

2π

)d ∫

Bd

f̂(y)

∫

Bd

eic<x,y>ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (x)dxdy

=
( c

2π

)d
|µ(m)

k (c)|
∫

Bd

f̂(y)ψ
(m,c)
k,ℓ (y)dy

≤
( c

2π

)d πd/4√
Γ(d/2 + 1)

|µ(m)
k (c)| sup

y∈Bd

|ψ(m,c)
k,ℓ (y)|‖f‖L2(Rd)

≤ Cm

( c

2π

)d πd/4√
Γ(d/2 + 1)

|µ(m)
k (c)|(χ(m)

k )1/2‖f‖L2(Rd).(4.45)
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Note that the last inequality follows from theorem 3.11. Finally, by combining the last

inequality together with (4.44), (4.45) as well as the super-exponential decay rate of λ
(m)
k ,

one gets

‖f − SNf‖L2(Bd) ≤
(
C|µN(c)|(χN (c))1/2

)
‖f‖L2(Rd).

Now, let f be an ǫc-band-limited function.
We have

‖f − SNf‖L2(Bd) ≤ ‖f −Bcf‖L2(Bd) + ‖Bcf − SNBcf‖L2(Bd) + ‖SN [Bcf − f ]‖L2(Bd).

On the other hand, since f is ǫc-band-limited then ‖Bcf − f‖L2(Bd) ≤ ǫc‖f‖L2(Rd). Using the

fact that SN is a contraction, one gets

‖SN [Bcf − f ]‖L2(Bd) ≤ ‖Bcf − f‖L2(Bd) ≤ ǫc‖f‖L2(Rd).

Finally, we apply the previous proposition to the second term by noticing that Bcf is a
band-limited function. �

4.2. Approximation of almost band limited functions by ball polynomials. We
study in this section the quality of approximation of almost band limited functions by their
expansion in the basis of ball polynomials. To do so, we start by the following technical
lemma controlling the general term of the associated projection series.

Lemma 4.2. Let c > 0. Then, for any f ∈ Bc and any k ≥ ec
2

(4.46)
∣∣∣< f,P

(m)
k,ℓ >L2(Bd)

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

22k+m+ d
2
+1
√

2ec(4k + 3m+ d)

(
ec

2k +m+ d+1
2

)2k+m+ d+1
2

.

Proof. Let f ∈ Bc be a band-limited function. Then, by the Fourier inversion formula, we
have

f(x) =
1

(2π)d/2

∫

Bd(0,c)
f̂(y)ei<x,y>dy =

( c2
2π

)d/2 ∫

Bd

f̂(cy)eic<x,y>dy.

Recall that the finite Fourier transform of the ball polynomials is given by
∫

Bd

eic<x,y>P
(m)
k,ℓ (y)dy = (2π)d/2

(−i)m(−1)j

2

J2k+m+d/2(cρ)

(cρ)d/2
Y m
ℓ (x̂) x = ρx̂.

Then, by these last two relations,

< f,P
(m)
k,ℓ > =

∫

Bd

f(x)P
(m)
k,ℓ (x)dx =

(
c2

2π

)d/2 ∫

Bd

∫

Bd

f̂(cy)eic<x,y>dyP
(m)
k,ℓ (x)dx

= cd
(−i)m(−1)j

2

∫ 1

0
ρm+d−1

∫

Sd−1

f̂(cρŷ)
J2k+m+d/2(cρ)

(cρ)d/2
Y m
ℓ (x̂)dσ(ŷ)dρ.(4.47)

By (2.1), one gets
∣∣∣∣
J2k+m+d/2(cρ)

(cρ)d/2

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(cρ)2k+m

22k+m+ d
2Γ(2k +m+ d

2 + 1)
,
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Then,
(4.48)∣∣∣< f,P

(m)
k,ℓ >

∣∣∣ ≤ c2k+2m+d−1

22k+m+1+d/2Γ(2k +m+ 1 + d/2)

∫ 1

0
ρ2k+2m+d−1

∣∣∣∣
∫

Sd−1

f̂(cρŷ)Y m
ℓ (ŷ)dσ(ŷ)

∣∣∣∣ dρ.

On the other hand

∣∣∣∣
∫

Sd−1

f̂(cρŷ)Y m
ℓ (ŷ)dσ(ŷ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(∫

Sd−1

∣∣∣f̂(cρŷ)
∣∣∣
2
dσ(ŷ)

)1/2

Now let g(ρ) := ρ
m+d−1

2

(∫

Sd−1

∣∣∣f̂(cρŷ)
∣∣∣
2
dσ(ŷ)

)1/2

. We remark that

(4.49)

∫ 1

0
|g(ρ)|2 dρ =

∫

Bd

∣∣∣f̂(cy)
∣∣∣
2
dy =

1

cd
‖f‖22.

Therefore,

∣∣∣< f,P
(m)
k,ℓ >

∣∣∣ ≤ c2k+m+d/2

22k+m+1+ d
2

√
4k + 3m+ dΓ(2k +m+ 1 + d

2 )
‖f‖2.

To conclude for the proof of this lemma, it remains to estimate Γ(2k+m+1+ d
2) via Batir’s

inequality (3.41). �

Analogously to the previous case, we define Π
(M)
N .f :=

M∑

m=0

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

N∑

k=0

< f,P
(m)
k,ℓ > P

(m)
k,ℓ

the orthogonal projection on the span of the first ball polynomials. We have now all the
ingredients to state our second approximation theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Let f ∈ L2(Rd) be an ǫc-band-limited function. Then, for any positive integer

N ≥ ec− d+1
2

2 , we have

(4.50)

∥∥∥f −Π
(M)
N f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤


2ǫc + CN

(
ec

2(N + 1) + (M + 1) + d+1
2

)2(N+1)+(M+1)+ d+1
2


 ‖f‖L2(Rd).

Here CN := 1

22N+M+ d
2+3

√
ec(4N+3M+d+4)


1 + 1

4 ln

(
ec

2N+M+2+ d+1
2

)



1/2

.

Proof. Let f ∈ Bc. Note that for x ∈ B
d,

f(x)−ΠN .f(x) =
∑

m>M

∑

k>N

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

< f,P
(m)
k,ℓ > P

(m)
k,ℓ (x).
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Then,

‖f −ΠN .f‖2L2(Bd) =
∑

m>M

∑

k>N

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

| < f,P
(m)
k,ℓ > |2

≤
∑

m>M

∑

k>N

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

1

24k+2m+d+2ec(4k + 3m+ d)

(
ec

2k +m+ d+1
2

)4k+2m+d+1

≤ 1

24N+2M+d+6ec(4N + 3M + d+ 4)

∑

m>M

∑

k>N

N(d,m)∑

ℓ=1

(
ec

2k +m+ d+1
2

)4k+2m+d+1

.(4.51)

Remark that k and m behave in the same way in the main decay factor. To simplify the
proof and make it clearer, we will see only what happens with respect to k and the proof of
the behavior with respect to m is almost identical. Let us treat the main factor separately,

∞∑

k=N+1

(
ec

2k +m+ d+1
2

)4k+2m+d+1

=

(
ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)4N+2m+d+5

+
∞∑

k=N+2

(
ec

2k +m+ d+1
2

)4k+2m+d+1

≤
(

ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)4N+2m+d+5

+

∫ ∞

N+1

(
ec

2(N + 2) +m+ d+1
2

)4x+2m+d+1

dx

=

(
ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)4N+2m+d+5

+

exp

[
(2m+ d+ 1) ln

(
ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)]∫ ∞

N+1
exp

[
4x ln

(
ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)]
dx

≤


1 +

1

4 ln

(
ec

2N+m+2+ d+1
2

)




(
ec

2N +m+ 2 + d+1
2

)4N+2m+d+5

.

Thus, for all f ∈ Bc

(4.52)

∥∥∥f −Π
(M)
N f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤ CN,M

(
ec

2(N + 1) + (M + 1) + d+1
2

)2(N+1)+(M+1)+ d+1
2

‖f‖L2(Rd).

Now, let f be an ǫc-band-limited function.

∥∥∥f −Π
(M)
N f

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤ ‖f −Bcf‖L2(Bd) +
∥∥∥Bcf −Π

(M)
N Bcf

∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

+
∥∥∥Π(M)

N [Bcf − f ]
∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

.
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On the other hand, since f is ǫc-band-limited, then ‖Bcf − f‖L2(Bd) ≤ ǫc‖f‖L2(Rd). Using

the fact that Π
(M)
N is a contraction, one gets
∥∥∥Π(M)

N [Bcf − f ]
∥∥∥
L2(Bd)

≤ ‖Bcf − f‖L2(Bd) ≤ ǫc‖f‖L2(Rd).

By the previous analysis and (4.52), (4.50) follows at once. �
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