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OPTIMAL ASYMPTOTIC BOUNDS FOR DESIGNS ON
MANIFOLDS

BIANCA GARIBOLDI AND GIACOMO GIGANTE

ABSTRACT. We extend to the case of a d-dimensional compact connected ori-
ented Riemannian manifold M the theorem of A. Bondarenko, D. Radchenko
and M. Viazovska [2]| on the existence of L-designs consisting of N nodes, for
any N > CaL%. For this, we need to prove a version of the Marcinkiewicz-
Zygmund inequality for the gradient of diffusion polynomials.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a connected compact orientable d-dimensional Riemannian manifold
without boundary with normalized Riemannian measure dyu, such that p (M) = 1.
We shall denote the Riemannian distance between x and y by |z — y|. Let {gak};ioo
be the eigenfunctions of the (positive) Laplace-Beltrami operator, with eigenvalues

The space of diffusion polynomials of bandwith L > 0 is

Iy, = span{gg : Ay < L}.

We say that a set of points {z; }jvzl C M is an L-design if

N
/M P(x)dpu(x) =) %P(zj), for all P € I1y,.
j=1

Observe that since the above identity is trivially satisfied by constant functions,
and since by orthogonality of the eigenfunctions ¢y,

/ op (x)du(x) =0, forallk>1,
M

then {z; }jvzl C M is an L-design if and only if
Y1
> P (@) =0, forall Pe 1,
j=1

where I19 is the subspace of I, C L?(M, du) orthogonal to the constant functions,
that is 19 = span{¢y : 0 < A\ < L}.

By Weyl’s estimates on the spectrum of an elliptic operator [I3] Theorem 17.5.3],
dim (ITy,) ~ L?. For each L > 0 denote with N (L) the minimal number of points
in an L-design in M.

Proposition 1. There exists a positive constant cyq such that N (L) > epmL? for
every L > 0.
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Proof. Assume {z; }jvz(f) is an L-design with exactly N (L) nodes. By Theorem 2.12

in [3] there exists a constant 5 > 0 such that for every f in the Sobolev space
Wl (M) with a > d one has

N(L)

[ s @dute ZN <Ll

On the other hand, by Theorem 2.16 in [3], there exists a constant v > 0 such that
for every L there exists a function f;, € W*! (M) with

N(L)

/ fr (z)dp(z Z N(L L (@) 2 AN (L) frll gy -

This gives
N (L) Z ,yd/aﬁfd/aLd-
O

Korevaar and Meyers [15] conjectured that when M is the d-dimensional sphere,
there is a constant Cy such that N (L) < Cy4L¢ for any positive L. Bondarenko,
Radchenko and Viazovska [2] show an even stronger version of Korevaar and Meyer’s
conjecture, namely they show that there is a constant Cy such that for every N >
C4L? there exists an L-design in the d-dimensional sphere with exactly N nodes.
Later, Etayo, Marzo and Ortega-Cerda [8] by means of the same techniques as in
[2], generalize the result of Bondarenko, Radchenko and Viazovska to the case of
an affine algebraic manifold. In particular the main ingredients in these proofs are
a result from the Brouwer degree theory, a partition of the ambient space M into
equal area regions with small diameter, and a Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality
for the gradient of diffusion polynomials. The result from the Brouwer degree theory
is completely abstract and can be directly applied independently of the manifold.

Theorem 2. [I8, Theorem 1.2.9.] Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space
with inner product (-,-). Let f : H — H be a continuous mapping and ) an open

bounded subset with boundary 0 such that 0 € Q C H. If (x, f(x)) > 0 for all
x € 0N, then there exists x € Q satisfying f (x) = 0.

The second result has been proved recently in [I1] for Ahlfors regular metric
measure spaces, and therefore holds for compact Riemannian manifolds as well.

Theorem 3. There exist two positive constants c¢; and co such that for every N >
1 there is a collection of sets R = {R; }J 1 that partition M in the sense that

jleJ =M, and p(R; N R;) =0 for all 1 <i < j < N, such that each region

1/d

has measure 1/N, is contained in a geodesic (closed) ball X; of radius coN~'¢ and

contains a geodesic ball Y; of radius caN~1d,

The Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality for diffusion polynomials on manifolds
(and much more general spaces) has been proved in a series of papers by Maggioni,
Mhaskar and Filbir [9] [10, [17].

Theorem 4. [10, Theorem 5.1] Assume that ¢; and co are constants for which
Theorem [3 holds. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all integers
N > 1, for all partitions R = {R } _, with constants c1 and ca as in Theorem 3,

or all x; € , Jor a < and for a c Iy,
for all z; € R;, for all L < N'¢ and for all P € 11

N

1 -1
P @ldn@) =3 5 1P @)l < LN [P @)lda ).

j=1 M
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When M is the sphere and the diffusion polynomials are restrictions to M
of polynomials in d 4+ 1 real variables of degree at most L, then the gradient of
a polynomial is again a polynomial, and therefore the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund
inequality for gradients follows easily from the above Theorem El In the case of
algebraic manifolds, ad hoc arguments that use the complexification of the variety
M can be applied (see [8]). In the general case of Riemannian manifolds, the
above types of arguments fail. Here we show a Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality
for gradients of diffusion polynomials and consequently prove the Korevaar and
Meyer’s conjecture in the case of Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 5. Assume that ¢ and co are constants for which Theorem [3 holds.
Then there exists a constant C3 = Cs(c1,c2) > 0 such that for all integers N > 1,

for all partitions R ={R; }jvzl with constants ¢1 and cy as in Theorem [3, for all
x; € Ry, for all L < NY? and for all P € 119,

N

1 -1
| I9P@ldn@) = 5 I9P @)l €GN [ TP @)l di(2).

j=1
Theorem 6. There exists a constant Cpq such that for each N > CpL? there
exists an L-design in M with N nodes.

In the proof of Proposition [Tl we mentioned Theorem 2.12 in [3]. This is a result
on numerical integration for functions in Sobolev spaces and it says that if {z; };V:1
is an L-design on a compact Riemannian manifold M, then for every 1 < p < 400
and for every o > d/p there exists a constant S > 0 such that for every f in the
Sobolev space W*P(M)

1 o
| s@uta) - 7 2 J03)| < ALl

By the above Theorem [B, if M is a connected compact oriented d-dimensional
Riemannian manifold, for every positive integer N, setting L = (N/Cy)*/¢ there
indeed exists an L-design on M consisting of N nodes, and this immediately gives
the following result on the worst case error in numerical integration

Corollary 7. For every 1 < p < 400 and for every a > d/p there exists a constant
B > 0 such that for every N > 1 there exists a collection of points {zj}évzl such
that for every f € W*P(M)

1 o/ nr
/Mﬂz)du(mﬁj;f(zj) < BCL N .

By Theorem 2.16 in [3], the exponent —«a/d is best possible. This result should
be compared with Corollary 6.3, Corollary 6.4 and Example 6.5 in [4], where the
authors prove that if 1 < p < 400 and d/p < « < d, then a random choice of nodes
r; € R; gives the desired decay rate N~%/¢ for the worst case error in numerical
integration if and only if & < d/2+ 1. See also [0l 6] for previous results in the case
of the sphere.

We wish to thank Luca Brandolini, Leonardo Colzani and Giancarlo Travaglini
for several discussions on this subject.

2. INTRODUCTION TO RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

The following are well known facts about manifolds. The interested reader can
find all details in [T} [7].
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A differentiable manifold of dimension d is a set M and a family of injective
maps Zo : Uy C R* — M such that
(1) The U, ’s are open and UyTo (Uy) = M.
(2) For any pair a, 8 with z,(Us) Nzs(Us) = W # 0, the sets z; (W) and
zlgl(W) are open and the maps xgl 0 x, are C™.
(3) The family {(U,,zs)} is maximal relative to the above conditions.
Each (U,,xq) is called local chart, and a family {(Ua,z4)} satistying (1) and (2)
is called differentiable structure.

This induces a natural topology on M. A set A is open in M if and only if
21 (AN 24(Uy)) is open in R for all a. We will assume that with this topology
M is a Hausdorff space with a countable basis.

We also say that a differentiable manifold M is orientable if

(4) For every pair a, 8 with z4(Uy) Nzg(Ug) = W # 0 the differential of the
change of coordinates x;l o x4 has positive determinant.

A map f: N — M between two differentiable manifolds is called differentiable
in p € N if for every local chart (V,y) at f(p) there exists a local chart (U, z) at
p such that f(x(U)) C y(V) and the map y~! o f ox is C®°. We say that f is
differentiable in an open set of A if it is differentiable at all points of this open set.

A differentiable map « from the interval (—e,e) C R to M will be called a
(differentiable) curve in M. Suppose that «(0) = p. Call D(M) the set of functions
on M differentiable in p. The tangent vector to v at ¢t = 0 is the function o/(0) :
D(M) — R given by

d(foa) . feDM).

at  |,_o
A tangent vector at p is the tangent vector at t = 0 of al curve like the one above.
The set of all tangent vectors to M at p will be indicated with 7, M. This is a
vector space of dimension d called tangent space of M at p, and the choice of a
local chart (U, z) around p determines a natural basis of T, M given by

()

where setting z° = 271(p), (0/0z;), is the tangent vector to the curve z(z9, ..., 29+
ty...,29) at t = 0. The set TM = {(p,v) : p € M, v € T,M} can be given a dif-
ferentiable structure that makes it a differentiable manifold of dimension 2d called
tangent bundle. The local charts are (U, x R?, y,), where

a/(0)f =

d
0
Yalaf oo 2 us e ug) = (2a @, a§), S winos).
i=1 0]

A vector field X on a differentiable manifold M is a map from M to the tangent
bundle TM such that X (p) = (p,v) for some v € T, M. We call X(M) the space
of differentiable vector fields on M.

A Riemannian metric on a differentiable manifold M is a correspondence which
associates to each point p € M an inner product (-,-), (that is, a symmetric, bilin-
ear, positive definite form) on the tangent space T, M which varies differentiably
in the sense that if (U, z) is a local chart around p and if ¢ = x(z1,...,z4) then

9ij(T1,...,2q4) = <<3ii>q’ <%>q>q

is a differentiable function on U. A differentiable manifold with a given Riemannian
metric will be called a Riemannian manifold. If v is a tangent vector to M at p,
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we set [|v]|2 = (v,v),. The length of a differentiable curve a from the interval [a, b]

to M is defined as )
[ 0@t

We define the distance |p — ¢| between two points in a Riemannian manifold,
p, ¢ € M, as the infimum of the lengths of all the differentiable curves joining p
and ¢. This is indeed a distance, and it turns M into a metric space that has the
same topology as the manifold’s natural topology.

If M is a compact Riemannian manifold, then for any two points p and ¢ in
M there exists at least one differentiable curve a joining p and ¢ that realizes the
infimum of the lengths of all the differentiable curves joining p and g. Furthermore,
the covariant derivative of o/ along « equals zero (curves that satisfy this property
are called geodesics). We refer the reader to [7] for the precise definition of covariant
derivative, here it suffices to recall that if o is a geodesic then ||/ (t) || 4 is constant,
and one can normalize « in such a way that [[o/(t)|a@) = 1.

Let (U, z) be a local chart where the metric has local representation given by
gij(x1,...,24). The positive measure dv(y ) = \/det(g;;)dx; ...dxg on U induces
a posmve measure dyi(y,z) on z(U) given by

/ fdpw,z) f/ Joxdy y).

If (U,z) and (V,y) are two local charts with U NV = W # (), then one can show
that du(y ) coincides with dpy,,) on W. By a standard partition of unit argument,
there exists a unique measure du on M that coincides with dpuy ;) on U for all
local charts (U, z). This measure is called canonical measure on M.

It can be shown that there exist two positive constants ¢4 and cs such that
for any point x € M and for any radius » < diam(M), the measure of the ball
B(z,r) ={y € M : |z — y| < r} satisfies the inequalities

car?® < w(B(z,r)) < esr. (1)

It follows easily that there exists a positive constant c¢g such that if f : [0, +00) —
[0, +00) is a decreasing function and if z € M then

+o0
/ F(lz = y)duy) < co / O (2)
M 0

For any f € D(M) we define the gradient of f as a vector field Vf on the
Riemannian manifold M given by

(Vf(p),v)p =vf, peM,veT,M.

In local coordinates, the gradient is given by the formula

:ZZ (axz )a%

j=11i=1

where g%/ are the entries of the inverse matrix of g;;. It follows from the definition
that
IV £, = sup X f

where the supremum is taken over all the differentiable vector fields X with norm
X[, < 1.

If f € DIM) and « : [0, |p — ¢q|] = M is a normalized geodesic joining p and g,
then

|f(p) = fla)| =

lp—q| lp—q|
/0 %(f(oz(t)))dtz/O (Vf(a(t), o (t))dt
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< lp = alsup [V f ()]l (3)

One can also define the divergence of a differentiable vector field X. To keep
this presentation simple, we only give the definition in local coordinates, that is

1 &9 L9
div(X) = NG, ; Bon (,/det(gij)xk) , X = ;X’Ca—xk'
Finally, the Laplace-Beltrami operator A : D(M) — D(M) is defined as
Af = —div(Vf).

Let M be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold and let f € D(M) and X a
differentiable vector field. The following Green identity (see [16, page 267]) holds

| 5 x0dn =~ [ faivx)dn (4)
M M

Let now M be a connected compact Riemannian manifold. The Laplace-Beltrami
operator A is self adjoint and positive definite. The eigenvalues of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator are the values A\? such that the equation

Af=X\f

has a solution f € D(M), f # 0, called eigenfunction. These eigenvalues form a
discrete sequence of non-negative numbers diverging to +oo. The eigenfunctions
associated with a given eigenvalue A2 form a finite dimensional subspace of D(M)
called eigenspace associated with A\?. The dimension of the eigenspace will be called
multiplicity of the eigenvalue. Different eigenspaces are orthogonal to each other in
the Hilbert space L?(M,du), and the direct sum of all the eigenspaces is dense in
D(M) in the topology of the uniform convergence (and, a fortiori, in L?(M,du)).
The value A\? = 0 is an eigenvalue and the associated eigenspace is the 1-dimensional
space consisting of the constant functions on M. It is therefore convenient to list
the eigenvalues as a non decreasing sequence

M=0< AN <A<,

where the repetitions correspond to eigenvalues with multiplicity greater than 1.
We can therefore associate each eigenvalue A\? with an eigenfunction ¢y, in such a
way that {¢)}/ 29 forms an orthonormal basis of L%(M, dy).

We conclude this section with a result concerning certain estimates on the deriva-
tives of the heat kernel. See [I2, Theorem 1.4.3 and the following remarks], and [14]
Theorem 5.5] for an extension to general elliptic operators on manifolds of bounded
geometry. See also [Il Chapter 3.E] for details on the Minakshisundaram-Pleijel
asymptotic development of the heat kernel.

Theorem 8. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of dimension d. Let
Xi,..., Xe and Yn,. .., Yy, be differentiable vector fields on M such that || X;||» <1
and ||Yille <1 for allz € M, for all j =1,...,€ and for alli =1,..., m. Then
there exist two positive constants c; = c7(£,m) and cg = cs(¢,m) depending only

3

on £, m (and on M) such that for all t € [0,1] and for all x, y € M,

2
m :I/' -
< c7t™ gt exp (—cs| 7 Yl ) .

+oo
D exp(—=AiH) X1 . Xepr ()1 .. Yoo (y)
k=0
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3. ESTIMATES ON SUMMABILITY KERNELS

Here we recall certain definitions and results concerning general summability
kernels for Bessel systems, following [9].

Definition 9. A system {¢}}}25 C L?*(M) will be called a generalized Bessel
system if for any g € D(M),

N(g) =Y / 9ordp
k=0 /M

Any Bessel system, that is a system {¢,}; >0 such that for all f € L?(M) one

has 3% |/ f¢kdﬂ|2 < ¢||f||3, is clearly a generalized Bessel system according
to the above definition. In particular, any orthonormal system is a generalized
Bessel system. We will also use the following type of generalized Bessel systems.
Let X be a differentiable vector field on M and set ¢ = X, where {cpk}g;'oo are
the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator described before. By Green’s
formula @), for any g € D(M)

“+o0 2 +oo

D =

/ 9(Xor)dp
k=0 VM k=0

Similarly, if X7, X5 are differentiable vector fields on M and we set ¢ = X1 Xopy,
then

“+o00 2

< +o00.

2
= ||div(gX) |3 < +o0.

- / div(gX)erdp
M

—+oo

k=0

and so on for any number of vector fields.
Here is the main result of this section.

Theorem 10 (Theorem 2.1 in [9]). Let {¢r}, {¢r} be generalized Bessel systems
composed by continuous functions, and assume that there exist positive constants
K1, K2, K3, k4, A1, A2, Az such that for allt € (0,1] and z, y € M

2
= || div(div(gX1)X2)||5 < +o0,

/ 9(X1 Xo0k)du
M

—+o0
3 exp(—A28)|gn (@) < mat A1/,
k=0

—+oo
3 exp(—A2t) (@) < kot =42/,
k=0

“+oo
Z exp(—Ait)ér (2) VY (y)
k=0

Let K = (A1 4+ A3)/2 and S > max{K, d} integer. Let H : R — R be an even
function supported on [—1, 1] with continuous derivatives up to order S. Then there
exists a positive constant Cy such that for all x, y € M and for all L > 0,

LK
(1+Llz—y))s

< kgt~ exp(—kalz — y|? /).

< Cy

+o0
> HOw/L)ér () (y)

The constant Cy does not depend on the specific Bessel systems {¢x} and {1}
nor on the manifold M, but only on the constants k1, ko, k3, k4, A1, A2, As, and
on the function H.

In particular, assume that the generalized Bessel systems are given by

¢k:X1...Xg<pk, 1/)k:Y1...Ym<pk

where X1,..., Xy and Y7,...,Y,, are differentiable vector fields on M such that
IX;lle <1 and ||Yi]l, <1 forallz € M, forall j = 1,...,¢ and for all i =
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1,..., m. Then, by Theorem B the above Theorem [0l applies with x1 = ¢7(¢,£),
ke = cz(m,m), k3 = cz({,m), Ky = cg(l,m), A1 = d+ 2¢, Ay = d + 2m, and
Az = (d+{0+m)/2.

Theorem [I0 follows from a series of results, the first being Theorem 4.1 again
in [9). The latter is a nice elementary result on holomorphic functions, which is a
simplified version of a result of A. Sikora [19, Theorem 2]. Unfortunately, the proof
of Theorem 4.1 presented in [9] is incomplete, as inequality (4.12) is not properly
justified. Actually one needs to use, as A. Sikora does in his original proof, some
version of the Phragmén-Lindeldf theorem. We give here a complete proof of this
result.

Theorem 11 (Theorem 4.1 in [9]). Let r > 0, {ar} be an absolutely summable
sequence of complex numbers, {{;} be a sequence of nonnegative, nondecreasing
numbers with ¢, — oo, and

t) = Z exp (—06it) ap, W(t)= Z cos (xt) ak
k=0 k=0

Then

oo

K (1)) < ot~ exp (<2 1) S Jaxl, t € (0,1]
k=0
if and only if W (t) =0 for 0 <t < 2r.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that > .- ,|ax| = 1. By the well known
formula on the Fourier transform of the Gaussian function, for all ¢ > 0 and for all
k=0,1,2,...

1 [+
exp (=03t :—/ exp (—u?/ (4t)) cos (L) du
and, by the absolute and uniform convergence of the series defining W (t),
1 [t
K(t)=— exp (—u?/ (4t)) W (u) du 5
0=~z [ e (/@)W o)

Assume now W (u) =0 for all 0 < u < 2r. If t > 72 then
|K ()] <1 <exp(l—1r°/t) =eexp(—1%/t).
If t < r? then, by (&),

K (t 7/2 exp (—u2/ (46)) W (u)| du

+oo
< e 4t)) du
<= [ ew (/)
1 [t
=— w2 exp (—u) du
T Jr2/t

Assume now that
|K (t)] < at™Pexp (—r?/t), te(0,1].

Then for any € > 0 there exists a positive constant v such that

|K(t)|§vexp(—(r—5)2/t), t e (0,1]. (6)
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For any complex t = 7 + i€ with 7 > 0, define the function

t
F(t) = 1+teXp( r—e) )ZeXP (—03/ (4t)) ax t#0,7>0
0 t=0.

It is easy to show that F satisfies the hypotheses of the Phragmén-Lindel6f theorem
(see [20, Theorem 3.4 page 124]) in {—% < arg(t) <0} and in {0 < arg(t) < Z}.
In particular, by (@), for all 7 > 0

exp (4 (r—e)? 7') v exp (f (r—e)? 47) if1/(4r) <1

1+7
[F(7)] <
2 .
— >
T35 &P (4(7“ €) 7‘) if1/(4r) >1
vy ifr>1/4
= 1

= €XD ((r - 5)2) if r<1/4
< max {'y, % exp (7’2) ,1} =:1.

Also, for all £ € R\ {0},

. HIRS
F 1 .
| <’5>|§|1+ig|k§:0"‘k'§ <7

The function F' is continuous on {Re (¢) > 0}. The continuity outside 0 follows by
the absolute and uniform convergence of the series defining F' in any compact subset
of {Re(t) >0} \ {0}. The continuity in 0 follows by the estimate, for Re(¢) > 0
and 0 < [t| < 4,

|F ()] < |t|exp( r—e) )Zexp( 2r/ (4|t|2)) |a|

< ltlexp (4(r —e)? 5).

Again by the absolute and uniform convergence of the series defining F', it follows
that F is holomorphic in {Re(¢) > 0} . Finally, for all Re () > 0,

|F (t)] < exp( (r—e) ) Zexp EkT/ (7—2 +§2))) |ak]
< exp (4 (r—e)? 7) < exp (4 (r—e)? |t|) .

It therefore follows by the Phragmén-Lindeldf theorem that
|F ()] <mn, Vt:Re(t)>0

The proof now follows as in [9]. Changing variables in (&) we obtain

\/%_TK (%) - /_:O exp (—ur) g () du

3

where
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By the definition of F' we have for 7 > 0

s (2)- o)

which can be extended analytically to {Re (¢) > 0}. Also fj;o exp (—ut) g (u) du
can be extended analytically to {Re (t) > 0}, and the identity

+oo
ﬁ% exp (—4 (r—e)? t) F(t) = /_oo exp (—ut) g (u) du (1)
holds in {Re(t) > 0}. Let now ¢ € C* (R) with support in [0,b]. Then
o) = [ otweay

is entire and a repeated integration by parts gives

b(-¢+in = [ oty

- i

- [ e e
R o

B % / T G () el iy,

so that ( )
~ max (1,e™® oo
I I SR (R) ’ _
o (erin| < S | o™ ] au (®)
Thus, for any 7 > 0,

u) ¢ (u) du

T
Q
—

e g (u){e" ¢ (u)} du

Il
T —r—— 5

—ur 1 itu f\
g ) {5 [ EUETI0N € de
e "y (u)% /R eltu /R eS¢ (s) e~ S dsdédu

1 ) . )
e g (u)%4615“4¢(3) e &) dsdedu

1 ) ) )
e g (u)%Ae_lgu/R¢(s) e (=EHT) dsdedu

_ —uT i —ifu _ .
—/Re g (u) 27T/Re ¢ (=& + i) dédu.

One can apply Fubini’s theorem, since

—uT —iéu . < pTUT eTb e (R) d

779 (u) e €5 (& i) < e 'g“”'m/m 6 ()],
so that by (@)

[swowa

R

_ (e —u(rti€)
5 [ o(=¢+in) [ gl dude
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1 ~ ) 1 1+T+z§ (r—e)?(r+i .
=%/¢<—s+w> RV R VO R (7 4 4€) dE.
R (4 (r +1€)) §

It follows from this and (&) that

g( )¢ (u) du

—4(r—e) |1+ + i
— /‘rb —€+ir :§I332 d¢

%e(b—m—e)ﬂr /:O ‘¢)(R) (u)‘du/R ((1+T)2 +§2)1/2 (T2+§2)—R/2—3/4 dé

which goes to 0 as 7 — +oo if b < 4(r — 5)2. By the arbitrarity of ¢ it follows
that g (u) = 0 for 0 < u < 4 (r — ), and by the arbitrarity of £ > 0, g (u) = 0 for
0 <wu <472 sothat W (t) =0 for 0 <t < 2r. O

| /\

IN

The next step in the proof of Theorem [I0, again following [9], is

Corollary 12 (Corollary 4.1 in [9]). Let G : R — R be an even, bounded, integrable

function such that the Fourier transform G is also integrable and supported on
[—2r, 2r]. In the assumptions of Theorem [, if

|K (t)] < at™F exp (—r?/t) Z|ak| (0,1]

then
+oo
Z G(Ek)ak =0.
k=0

Proof. By the Fourier inversion formula,

+oo
G(u) = l/O G(t) cos(tu)dt.

™

Thus,
—+o0

+oo
> Gl)ar = % GOW(t)dt =0
k=0

0
by Theorem [T1] O

Let now V : R — R be an even function such that V is infinitely differentiable
with V(u) = 1 when |u| < 1/2 and V(u) = 0 when |u| > 1. Then for any ¥ > 0 let
Hy be defined by R L

Hy (u) = Huw)V(u/Y).
Lemma 13 (Lemma 4.3 in [9], Lemma 6.1 in [I7]). In the assumptions of Theo-
rem [I0, there is a constant c1p > 0 (depending on ki, K2, K3, K4, A1, A2, A3 and
on the function H) such that for allY > 1/2 and for all x,y € M
“+o0

Z (H(M\e/L) — Hy (Ao /L)) ¢ ()01 (y) | < c10LKY 5.

k=0
The interested reader can find the proof in the above mentioned references.

Proof of Theorem Il Again, we follow Filbir and Mhaskar [9], Proof of Theorem 2.1
page 646]. By the hypotheses, for all L > 1 we have

+oo
D Ik@)? <D exp(l = A\P/L2)|gk(2)” < em LM,

A<L k=0
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and similarly,
Z i (2)|* < era L.
A <L

Hence, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

. 1/2 1/2
> HOW/D)dw(@)r(y)| <max [HE| | > [ox(0)) > [y
k=0 Mo<L o<L

< e(k1ka)"/? I{IE%WG)MK- 9)

This proves the theorem when Lz — y| < 1. Assume now L|xz — y| > 1 and let
Y := /kaL|x — y|. Let fi1, fo € L'(M) with | fi]1 = [|f2]l = 1 be supported in
the balls centered at x and y respectively, and with radii |« — y|/8. For any € > 0
there exist two functions g1, g2 € C°°(M) supported in the balls centered at z and
y respectively, and with radii |x — y|/4 such that || fi —g1]|1 < € and || f2 — g2]|1 < &.
Therefore, by ([@) and Lemma [I3]

+o0
I;OH()%/L) /M /M Pk (w)yr (2) f1(w) f2(2)dpu(w)dp(z)

<

+oo
kz:OH(Ak/m /M /M D) (2) f1 () (f2(2) — g2(2))dpa(w)dp(2)

+oo
+ ];)H(Ak/L) /M /M o1 (W) (2) (f1(w) — g1 (w))g2(2)dp(w)du()
o0
" kZ:OH()\k/L) /M /M O (w) e (2)g1 (w) g2 (2)dp(w)du(z)

o0
< kZ_OH()\k/L) /M /M or (W) (2)g1 (w) g2 (2)dp(w)dp(z)

+e(rrg) e max |H (8)|(ll fullx + lg2l1) L%

+oo
<[ avoun [ [ oG @inEnwi)

+c10LXY g1 1 llgall1 + e(r1k2) e max [H @Ol f1lls + llg2lln) L.

The distance between the supports of g1 and g exceeds |x — y|/2 and therefore for
all ¢ € (0, 1]

+oo
> ew(-t) /M /M o () x (2)g1 () g (=) dps(uw)dpu(2)
< st oxp(—ralz — yI2/(40) | gall1 g2l (10)

Observe that since {¢r} and {9} are generalized Bessel systems, then

+oo
2| [ ot @ @dntuanz) < Wi (0N 02)*
We may therefore apply Corollary [2with r = \/k4|z —y|/2, G(u) = Hy (u/L) and

ar = /M /M o (1) (2)g1 (w) g () s (w)dp(2).
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By (),
+oo
> (/1) /M /M or(w)x (2)gn (w) g2 (2)dp(w)dp(2) = 0.

Therefore

+oo
l;)wk/m /M /M Or (W) (2) f1 (w) fo (=) da(w)dp(2)

< c1oL®Y 5 g1ll1llgall1 + e(r1ra)'/%e max [H (@) (I f1ll + llg2ll) L™
< cio(1+€)2LEY ™5 + e(kim2)/%e(2 + ) max |H(t)|L¥.
€

By the arbitrarity of ¢ > 0 this gives

< ciLXY 5,

+oo
kzzowk/m /M /M b1 (W) (2) f1 (w) fo (2)dpa(w)dpa(2)

and by the arbitrarity of fi; and fs and the continuity of ¢ and vy,

< CyLKYy =5,

+oo
> HOW/L)r()dr(y)
k=0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

This proof follows the lines of the corresponding proof of Theorem M by Filbir
and Mhaskar as found in [9, [10], properly modified to treat the case of the gradients.

Fix € > 0, and let v, : [0,+00) — R be a C* function such that v, (u) = u for
u>e, ve (u) =¢/2 for u < e/4 and v, (u) > u for all u > 0. Let P € 11 and define
the differentiable vector field

- VP (x)
Te) = wP @
Then
op _YP@ \ __IVP@ )
TP (=)= <VP( )’vg<||vp<z>|>> Ve @ < V@l
and
N g
| [ VP @lldute) - > F VP
<| [ avr@i-rr@)an)|+|[ TP@ @ - Y 1P @)
3§ TP ) = VP @)])

< 2 + /MTP(x)du(x)—Z%TP(xj) :

j=1
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Let us now call § the maximum diameter of the balls X, so that § < 2coN—1/4,

Now

’

N
/MTP ;N (z;) <Z/ TP (z) — TP (x;)| du (x)

gZ% sup |TP(z)—TP(2)]

T,zER;

By @), the last term can be bounded above by
N

S 2 sup swp VTP (a@®)] |z — 2|

=1 N zz2€R; te[0,|z—yl]

where o is a normalized geodesic joining x and z. Since R; is contained in the ball
X, the geodesic « is contained in the ball 2.X; with the same center as X; and
radius twice the radius of X;. It follows that the last term is bounded above by

52— sup [|[VTP (z)[|.

j=1 IEQX
Defining now the vector field
VTP (x)
S(z) = —— 2t —
)= S vTP @)
we have as before
VT P(z)|?
STP(z) = ———++——— < ||VTP(x)
@) = vt < VTP @I
and therefore
1) — sup ||VITP
le ¥ S VTP )|
N
<46 — su VTP —STP (z)|+¢ — sup |STP
<) 57 s 1977 @) ) Z st |STP @)
<de+46 — sup |STP
S o el
So far we have obtained the inequality
N
[ VP @ldi@) -3 4 IVP @l < 2+9) a+62— sup [STP ().
M =1 J=1 z€2X

Let h be a C* even function such that h(u) equals 1 for u € [—1,1] and h(u) equals
0 for |u| > 2. For any L > 0, define the kernels

Wi (z,y) = Z /\—12h (%) ok () i (y)

0<Ag k

V(o) = W () = 3 0 () en @) ),

0<Ak

Since ¥y, (z,y) is a reproducing kernel for 119, we have by Green’s formula (@)

P<x>=/MP<>wL<xy>du /P ) AW (2, ) dyt ()
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- /M (VyP(y),V, W (z,9)) du(y) .
Thus
STP (z) = / (VyP(y),VyS. T, Wy (x,y)) du (y)
M

and

ISTP ()] = \ [ ATP 0). VST .9)) i)

< [ 19 PWIIV,STW ) du o).
We will show in a moment that
IVy ST W (2,9)]| < KL (14 Llw —y)) ™7 (11)
This inequality implies that

62— sup |STP (z)]

zEQX

N
1
<63 sw [ 9P WIS LW ()] dis )

j=1 re2X; J M
Noq
—d—
<x8Y s [ OP@IL O L) ()
J=1 re2X; J M
N —d—1
sm/ IV P @IS sup (14 Ll —y) " b du(y).
M j=1 r€2X;

For any fixed y, let now J = {j : dist (2X,,y) > 20} and J’ its complement. It is
easy to see that, calling g; the point in 2.X; that is closest to y, and p; the point in
2X; that is farthest from y, then if j € J

L L
1+5|pj*y|S1+§(Iqj*y|+25)§1+thJj*y|

and therefore by (2]

Ld+1 o
o (14 Ll —y)
jeJ re2X;
Ld+1 Ld+1 L —d—1
=S Ll ) < D E (14 5 o)
jed jeJ
—d—1
—Z/ LA <1+ Ip; — yl) dp (x)
jed R;
I —d—1
<Z/ L+t (1+§|$—y|) dp (x)
JjeJ

I —d—1
S/ Lt <1+—|:cy|> dp (z)
M 2
400 L —d—1
< 06Ld+1/ (1 + 55) s 1ds
0
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1/L 2 d+1 +o00
< gL / s41ds + <—) / s 2%ds
0 L 1L

< (d7 ' 427,

Observe that the cardinality of J’ is uniformly bounded with respect to y and N.
Indeed, the cardinality of J’ is bounded above by the number of inner balls Y; that
are contained in the ball B(y,46), and this number is bounded above by the ratio

(B(y,45)) < C5(8€2N_1/d)d . C5(8€2)d-

minj—y,.. np(Y;) = ca(et NV d)d eyt
Therefore, since L < N/,
Ld+1 Ld+1 8 d Ld+1 8d d
sup (1+Lljz—y)) ' < Z 05( Cj) < c5§2L.
= N 2€2X; ey cacy N cacf
Overall

N
|/M VP (z)| du () — ; ~§ VP ()l

8d d
<0 tn (@42 e+ S22 o [Pl dut)

4€1
Taking
d._.d
K <(d1 20+ g 4 S 0552) SL
C4Cy
= P d
‘ L 9P @)
we obtain
iy}
[ IvP@ldat) - 30 5 9P @] < LN [ 9P w)lduty).
M = M
where

8d d
03 = 402:“6 ((d_l + 2d+1)66 —|— i?) .
C4Cy

It remains to show ([IJ). Since
1 A
VS LW = 3 () STeu) V),
k
0<A,<2L
it is enough to estimate
1 Ak
> )\—Qh(L)STSDk( ) U (y)
k
0<A,<2L

for a generic vector field U with ||U (x)|| = 1 for all z € M. Since for all u > 0
h(u) = Zj:oo h(27u) — h(27F1u), we have

> 5ot () 5T @) U 0

0<Ag k

(52 () 0 () s

Now apply Theorem [0 with ¢ = STk, Y = Upg, k1 = ¢7(2,2), ke = ¢7(1,1),
K3 = 67(2,1), R4 = 08(2,1) Ay = d+ 4, Ay = d+ 2, Az = (d+3)/2 S >d+ 3,
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H (u) = u=2 (h(2u) — h (4u)) € C° and is supported in {1/4 < |u| < 1}. Finally
replace L in Theorem [0 with 2L /2. Thus for z,y € M,

2;52@(?y0‘h(wiM))ﬂWMwUm@n
> (an) ((7) (57 sraccavann

2L\ ~?
95
27\
> H< 2Lk> STor () Upr (y)
0<Ag
oL\ *  (20/2)""° (2r2-7)"*!
<Cy| 57 : 5 =09 : 5
(1+2L277 |z —y|) (1+2L277 |z —y|)

27

Adding up in j,

§ (Z )\% (h (%) —h (@)) ST () Uy (?J))

7=0 \0<Ag
—+00

<G Z (2L2‘j

= (120277 |z —y))®

)d+1

Now, if L |z — y| <1 then

= (er2)™!

>

= (1+2L277 |z —y))®

+oo
< (2L279) " < gdt2pdn
j=0

while if L]z — y| > 1 then

L2 (2n2-) ™!

>

= (1 +2L277 |z —y))®

S (2L2-7)""! S (2L2-7)""!

- i S i S
1<25 <)oy (1420277 |x —yl) Liz—g|<2i (1420277 |x —yl|)

_\d+1
202 et
<y BBy eyt
. (20277 |z — y]) _
1<2i<Ljz—y] Yy Ll —y|<2i
d+1-S
< 2d+2—s L SLS—d—l |1, o y|Sfd71 + 2d+2Ld+1L_d_1 |:L' B ylfd*l
lz —yl
S 2d+3 |ZI,' . y|7d71 )

Overall
+oo (L2_J) d+1

D

i S
o L+ L277 |z —y)

<L (L4 Lo - )

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM

Let Q be the open subset of the vector space 1Y C L*(M, du)

Q= {P cm? : /M VP (x)|du(z) < 1} :



18 B. GARIBOLDI AND G. GIGANTE

Since [, [V P(z)||du(x) is a norm in the finite dimensional space 19, it is equiva-
lent to the L? norm in 1%, and it follows that 2 is bounded in 119 C L?(M), and
the map from I1Y C L?(M) to R given by

P [ 9P duo),
M
is continuous, so that €2 is open.

Lemma 14. There exists a continuous map F : 119 — MY such that for every

P e 0Q

N

> P(a;(P)) >0,
j=1

where F(P) = (z1(P),...,zn(P)).

Let us first show that this lemma readily implies Theorem By the Riesz
representation theorem, for each point x € M there exists a unique polynomial
G, € 119 such that

(G4, P) = P(z) for all P € 119.
Then a set of points x1,...,xny € M forms an L-design if and only if
Goy +--+ Gy =0.
Now let Z : MY — TI9 be the continuous map defined by
Z(x1,...,xN) = Gpy + -+ Gay,
and call f=ZoF : 1Y — 9. Clearly for every P € 9Q we have

(PS(P)) = Y Play(P)) > 0

by the lemma, and by Theorem [ it follows that there exists Q €  such that
Z(F(Q)) = 0, that is such that G, (o) + -+ + Gay(@) = 0 which implies that
{z1(Q),...,zn(Q)} is an L-design.

Proof of Lemma[1]] Take a partition of M as in Theorem [ with constants c¢;
and ¢z and let Cpq > max{1,29C3(cy1,2¢2)%,29C5(c1, 13¢2)%}, where the constants
C3(-,-) are as in Theorem [l For each j =1,..., N choose an arbitrary z; € R;.
Now fix £ < 1/4 and let as before v, : [0,400) — R be a C* function such that
Ve (u) = u for u > g, ve (u) = ¢/2 for u < /4 and ve (u) > u for all u > 0.
Take the mapping U : 119 — X' (M) defined by

VP(y)
ve([IVP(y))’

For each j = 1,...,N let y; : 119 x [0,+00) — M be the map satisfying the
differential equation

U(P)(y) = yeM.

Ci(P.1) = U(P)(us(P,1)

with the initial condition

y;(P,0) = ;
for each P € I19. Since the mapping U(p, y) is Lipschitz continuous in both P and
Yy, each y; is well defined and continuous in P and ¢. Now set

F(P) = (z1(P),..., zn(P)) == (?Jl (P,12C2N_1/d) ey YN (P,lQCQN_l/d))a
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which is continuous on I1% by definition. Let now P € 99, that is

/ IVP()du(z) = 1.
M

We have
1 & 1 &
N > P(z;(P)) = ~ > P(y;(P,12c,N 714
j=1 j=1
1 N 12(;2N71/d d 1 N
:NZP(%‘)"’/O p NZP(yJ(Pat)) dt.
j=1 j=1
Now,
1 N N
N 2P = (% [ (Pl) - Pla)duta <Z/ (@)ldu(z)
j=1 j=1"1%
1 Y 2c
. 2
< N;dlam(}zj)zxg% IVP()I < ri7a Z IV P(z)|

where z; is the point that realizes the maximum. Observe that the partition
R' = {Ry,..., Ry} defined by R} = R; U {2;} satisfies Theorem [ with con-
stants ¢; and 2cy. Therefore, by Theorem [ applied to P and the partition R/,
since C3(c1,2c2) LN~ < (Op LIN~Y)M/4/2 < 1/2, we have

1 & 2 o
NZP(%‘) < WZHVP(ZJ‘)H
i=1 =1

<ot S IVl - /M IVPE)di(=)| + ey /M IV P(2) ldu(2)

j=1

362 / 362
< IVP)ldu(z) = <77
N1/d M N1/d

for any P € 0Q. On the other hand, for ¢ € [0,12¢o N~1/9]

15 i _1 5 VP, P)?
N 2 PP | =5 2 PP D

1
2% > VP (y; (P, 1))l
j‘HVP(yj(Pt))||>€
NZHVP y;(P,t)] —e.
Since clearly |y;(P,t) — x| < t, the partition R” = {RY,..., RY} defined by

R} = R; U{y;(P,t)} satisfies Theorem [ with the constants ¢; and 13co. Therefore
by Theorem [ applied to P and the partition R”, since C3(c1,13¢co)LN~1/4 <
(CpmLAIN—H/4/2 < 1/2, we have

N
- %;P@AR )
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> S IR (P - e

>

3 | IVPWlduty) —c =5

Jj=1

> [ IvPwldnty) \ JITPOI) - 5 37 ITP (P

2

for each P € 9Q and t € [0, 12coN~'/4]. Finally,

—1/d

N N 12caN N
5 O Pla(P) = %;P(zn + [ 2 %;P@j(zﬂ, 0 ) di

N <
Jj=1

(1]

12¢5 (1 3
_ﬁ(is) 2 (3-12)—2- > 0.
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