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APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME ON

DOUBLE HYPERBOLIC AND CONIC DOMAINS

YUAN XU

Abstract. We study approximation and localized polynomial frames on a bounded
double hyperbolic or conic surface and the domain bounded by such a surface and
hyperplanes. The main work follows the framework developed recently in [30]
for homogeneous spaces that are assumed to contain highly localized kernels con-
structed via a family of orthogonal polynomials. The existence of such kernels will
be established with the help of closed form formulas for the reproducing kernels.
The main results provide a construction of semi-discrete localized tight frame in
weighted L2 norm and a characterization of best approximation by polynomials on
our domains. Several intermediate results, including the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund
inequalities, positive cubature rules, Christoeffel functions, and Bernstein type in-
equalities, are shown to hold for doubling weights defined via the intrinsic distance
on the domain.

1. Introduction

Recently a general framework based on highly localized polynomial kernels is devel-
oped in [30] for localizable homogeneous spaces and used for studying approximation
and localized polynomial frame on a finite conic surface and the domain bounded by
such a surface and a hyperplane. In the present work, we establish highly localized
kernels and carry out analysis on bounded double hyperbolic or conic surface and the
domain bounded by such a surface and hyperplanes.

1.1. Motivation. Let Ω be a set in Rd, either an algebraic surface or a domain with
non-empty interior. A homogeneous space is a measure space (Ω, ̟, d), where ̟ is a
nonnegative doubling weight function with respect to the metric d(·, ·) on Ω. We call
a homogeneous space (Ω, ̟, d) localizable if it contains highly localized kernels.

The kernels are constructed using orthogonal polynomials. Let dm be the Lebesgue
measure on Ω. Assume that the weight function ̟ is regular so that

(1.1) 〈f, g〉̟ :=

∫

Ω

f(x)g(x)̟(x)dm(x)

is a well defined inner product on the space of polynomials restricted to Ω. Let Vn(Ω, ̟)
be the space of orthogonal polynomials of degree n with respect to this inner product.
The projection operator projn : L2(Ω, ̟) 7→ Vn(Ω, ̟) can be written as

(1.2) projn(̟; f, x) =

∫

Ω

f(y)Pn(̟;x, y)̟(y)dm(y), f ∈ L2(Ω, ̟).
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2 YUAN XU

where Pn(̟; ·, ·) is the reproducing kernel of the space Vn(Ω, ̟). Let â be a cut-off
function, defined as a compactly supported function in C∞(R+). Then our highly
localized kernels are of the form

Ln(̟;x, y) :=
∞∑

j=0

â
( j
n

)
Pj(̟;x, y).

The kernel is highly localized if it decays at rates faster than any inverse polynomial
rate away from the main diagonal y = x in Ω × Ω with respect to the distance d

on Ω; see the definition in the next section. These kernels provide important tools for
analysis on regular domains, such as the unit sphere and the unit ball, and are essential
ingredient in recent study of approximation and localized polynomial frames; see, for
example, [3, 8, 11, 14, 17, 18, 19] for some of the results on the spheres and balls and
[1, 2, 12, 13, 15, 25] for various applications.

The reason that highly localized kernels are known only on a few regular domains lies
in the addition formula for orthogonal polynomials, which are closed form formulas for
the reproducing kernels of orthogonal polynomials. For spherical harmonics that are
orthogonal on the unit sphere, which serve as a quintessential example for our study,
the closed form formula is given by Zn(〈x, y〉), where Zn is a Gegenbauer polynomial
of one variable. The addition formulas are powerful tools when they exist.

Our recent work in [30] is prompted by two aspirations. The first one is the realiza-
tion that, if highly localized kernels are taken as granted, then much of the analysis can
be developed within a general framework of homogeneous spaces. The second one is the
possibility of establishing highly localized kernels and carrying out analysis thereafter
on conic domains, which are domains largely untouched hitherto. The latter is made
possible by recently discovered new addition formulas for orthogonal polynomials on
conic domains [28, 29]. Altogether there are four types of of conic domains and they
are standardized as:

(1) conic surface V
d+1
0 defined by

V
d+1
0 :=

{
(x, t) ∈ R

d+1 : ‖x‖ = t, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, x ∈ R
d
}
;

(2) solid cone Vd+1 bounded by V
d+1
0 and the hyperplane t = 1;

(3) two-sheets hyperbolic surface ̺X
d+1
0 defined by

̺X
d+1
0 :=

{
(x, t) ∈ R

d+1 : ‖x‖2 = t2 − ̺2, ̺ ≤ |t| ≤ 1 + ̺, x ∈ R
d
}
,

where ̺ ≥ 0, which becomes the double conic surface X
d+1
0 when ̺ = 0;

(4) solid hyperboloid ̺X
d+1 bounded by ̺X

d+1
0 and the hyperplanes t = ±1, which

becomes solid double cone Xd+1 when ̺ = 0.

The first two types of conic domains are studied in [30]. The present paper deals with
the other two cases: double hyperbolic surfaces and hyperboloid.

1.2. Main results. We will follow the framework established in [30]. Assuming several
assertions on highly localized kernels and on fast decaying polynomials, the framework
provides a unified theory for two objectives. The first one leads to localized polynomial
frames constructed via a semi-continuous Calderón type decomposition

f =

∞∑

j=0

L2j ∗ L2j ∗ f, f ∈ L2(Ω, ̟),
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where Ln ∗ f denotes the integral operator that has Ln(̟; ·, ·) as its kernel,

(1.3) Ln ∗ f(x) :=
∫

Ω

f(y)Ln(̟;x, y)̟(y)dy.

Discretizing the integrals by appropriate positive cubature rules, we end up with a
fame system {ψξ}ξ∈Ξ, indexed by a discrete set Ξ of well-separated points in Ω, where

ψξ(x) =
√
λξL2j (̟;x, ξ) with λξ > 0 being the coefficients in the cubature, and the

frame is tight in the sense that, for all f ∈ L2(Ω, ̟),

f =
∑

ξ∈Ξ

〈f, ψξ〉̟ψ̟ and

∫

Ω

|f(x)|2̟(x)dx =
∑

ξ∈Ξ

|〈f, ψξ〉|2.

This is an extension of the extensive work on the unit sphere and the unit ball in the
literature that we have described in the previous subsection. The second objective is
to study the error of the best approximation by polynomials

En(f)Lp(Ω,̟) = inf
deg g≤n

‖f − g‖Lp(Ω,̟).

The aim is to provide a characterization via a modulus of smoothness, defined as a
multiplier operator, and an equivalentK-functional, defined by the spectral differential
operator that has orthogonal polynomials as eigenfunctions. Such a characterization is
in line with those on the unit sphere, see [8, 20, 27] and the references therein. The char-
acterization consists of a direct estimate, using the fast decaying of Ln(̟; ·, ·), and an
inverse estimate, using a Bernstein inequality established via highly localized kernels.
It is worth mentioning that several intermediate results, such as the Marcinkiewicz-
Zygmund inequalities, positive cubature rules, Christoeffel functions, and Bernstein
type are of independent interests; furthermore, some of these intermediate results can
be established for doubling weights, which extends the results on the interval and on
the unit sphere [4, 8, 16].

In order for the framework to work on a particular domain, substantial work is
needed to fulfill the assertions and assumptions, which depends heavily on the geometry
of the domain and the complexity of the orthogonal structure on the domain. For
each conic domain, this starts with identifying an appropriate intrinsic distance on the
domain. Establishing the highly localized kernels is delicate and fairly involved, relying
on the structure of addition formula and the distance function. The ε-separated set
is assumed conceptually in the framework, an explicit construction is needed on each
domain, which is also necessary for computational purpose. Even though the roadmap
is outlined by the framework, the actual work on each domain remains challenging and
amounts to a thorough understanding of the intrinsic structure on the domain.

It should also be mentioned that the structures on double hyperbolic domains Xd+1
0

and X
d+1, which degenerate to double cones when ̺ = 0, are distinctively different from

those on the single conic domains Vd+1
0 and Vd+1. Indeed, the distance functions for

these two typos of domains are incomparable, around the conic apex, and the orthog-
onal structure on the double conic domains depends on the parity of the polynomials
on the the variable t. For example, for the double conic surface X

d+1
0 , the closed form

formula for the reproducing kernels is stablished for polynomials that are orthogonal

with respect to wβ,γ(t) = |t|2β(1 − t2)γ−
1
2 , but only for the subspace of polynomials

that are even in t variable or odd in t variable. The restriction requires us to restrict
to the class of functions that are even in t variable, but the entire framework can still
be carried out on the domain. Using the reproducing kernels in [29], we will show that
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(Xd+1
0 ,w0,γ , dX0) is a localizable homogeneous space. Similar result holds for the solid

double cone Xd+1 with the weight function Wβ,γ,µ(x, t) = |t|β(1 − t)γ(t2 − ‖x‖2)µ− 1
2

and its own distance function. For these homogeneous spaces we shall show that the
framework in [30] on localizable tight frame and on the best approximation can be
carried out completely.

1.3. Organization and convention. The general framework on the localizable ho-
mogeneous space emerges from the study on the unit sphere and the unit ball, as
explained in [30], and it consists of several topics. Because of its length, we shall refer
to its discussion and formulation to [30]. The present work, however, is self-contained
otherwise and can be read independently.

The paper is organized as follows. We will state the assertions and just enough
background to state them for the general framework in the next section. Whenever
possible, we will not give definition and properties for homogeneous spaces but only
on conic domains and only when they are needed. For a more extensive discussion
on the background materials, we also refer to [30]. The cases of hyperbolic surface
and hyperboloid will be studied in Section 3 and Section 4, respectively, and the two
sections will have parallel structures, which is also the structure for the conic surface
and the cone in [30], to emphasis what is required to carry out the program and for
easier comparison between the cases. Each section will contain several sections and its
organization will be described in the preamble of the section.

Throughout this paper, we will denote by Lp(Ω,w) the weighted Lp space with
respect to the weight function w defined on the domain Ω for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Its norm
will be denote by ‖ · ‖p,w for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ with the understanding that the space is C(Ω)
with the uniform norm when p = ∞.

Finally, we shall use c, c′, c1, c2 etc. to denote positive constants that depend on
fixed parameters and their values may change from line to line. Furthermore, we shall
write A ∼ B if c′A ≤ B ≤ cA.

2. Preliminaries

In the first subsection we collect all assertions needed for the general framework on
the localized homogeneous space. Basics of classical orthogonal polynomials that will
be used latter are collected in the second subsection.

2.1. Assertions for the general framework. Let (Ω, ̟, d) be a homogeneous space.
For a given set E ⊂ Ω, we define ̟(E) =

∫
E
̟(x)dm(x). The weight function ̟ is a

doubling weight if there exists a constant L > 0 such that

̟(B(x, 2r)) ≤ L̟(B(x, r)), ∀x ∈ Ω, r ∈ (0, r0),

where r0 is the largest positive number such that B(x, r) = {y ∈ Ω : d(x, t) < r} ⊂ Ω.
The smallest L for doubling inequality to hold is called the doubling constant of ̟.

Let ̟ be a nonnegative weight function on Ω and let 〈·, ·〉̟ be the inner product de-
fined by (1.1). For n = 0, 1, 2, . . ., let Vn(Ω, ̟) be the space of orthogonal polynomials
with respect to the inner product. If {Pν,n : 1 ≤ ν ≤ dimVn(Ω, ̟)} is an orthogonal
basis of Vn(Ω, ̟), then the reproducing kernel of Vn(Ω, ̟) satisfies

(2.1) Pn(̟;x, y) =

dimVd
n(Ω,̟)∑

ν=1

Pν,n(x)Pν,n(y)

〈Pν,n, Pν,n〉̟
.
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It is the kernel of the projection operator projn : L2(Ω, ̟) 7→ Vd
n(Ω, ̟) stated in (1.2).

The Fourier orthogonal series of f ∈ L2(Ω, ̟) is given by

(2.2) f =

∞∑

n=0

projn(̟;x, y).

2.1.1. Highly localized kernels. A nonnegative function â ∈ C∞(R) is said to be ad-
missible if it obeys either one of the conditions

(a) supp â ⊂ [0, 2] and â(t) = 1, t ∈ [0, 1]; or
(b) supp â ⊂ [1/2, 2].

Given such a cut-off function, we define a kernel Ln(̟; ·, ·) on Ω× Ω by

Ln(̟;x, y) :=

∞∑

j=0

â
( j
n

)
Pj(̟;x, y).

Definition 2.1. The kernels Ln(̟; ·, ·), n = 1, 2, . . ., are called highly localized if they
satisfy the following assertions:

Assertion 1. For κ > 0 and x, y ∈ Ω,

|Ln(̟;x, y)| ≤ cκ
1√

̟(B(x, n−1))
√
̟(B(x, n−1)) (1 + nd(x, y))

κ .

Assertion 2. For 0 < δ ≤ δ0 with some δ0 < 1 and x1 ∈ B(x2,
δ
n ),

|Ln(̟;x1, y)− Ln(̟;x2, y)| ≤ cκ
nd(x1, x2)√

̟(B(x1, n−1))
√
̟(B(x2, n−1)) (1 + nd(x2, y))

κ .

Assertion 3. For sufficient large κ > 0,

∫

Ω

̟(y)

̟(B(y, n−1))
(
1 + nd(x, y)

)κ dm(y) ≤ c.

The third assertion affirms the sharpness of the first two assertions, as can be seen
from the following inequality [30, Lemma 2.1.4].

Lemma 2.2. Let ̟ be a doubling weight that satisfies Assertion 3 with κ > 0. For
0 < p <∞, let τ = κ− p

2α(̟)|1 − p
2 | > 0. Then, for x ∈ Ω,

(2.3)

∫

Ω

̟(y)

̟(B (y, n−1))
p
2
(
1 + nd(x, y)

)τ dm(y) ≤ c̟
(
B
(
x, n−1

))1− p
2 .

In particular, the highly localized kernel satisfies

(2.4)

∫

Ω

|Ln(̟;x, y)|p̟(s)dm(y) ≤ c
[
̟
(
B
(
x, n−1

))]1−p
.

The homogeneous space (Ω, ̟, d) is called localizable if ̟ is a doubling weight that
admits highly localized kernels.
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2.1.2. Well-separated set of points. We will need well distributed points for discretiza-
tion, such as in the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality and the positive cubature rules,
and in our localized polynomial frame. The precise definition is given as follows.

Definition 2.3. Let Ξ be a discrete set in Ω.

(a) A finite collection of subsets {Sz : z ∈ Ξ} is called a partition of Ω if S◦
z∩S◦

y = ∅
when z 6= y and Ω =

⋃
z∈Ξ Sz.

(b) Let ε > 0. A discrete subset Ξ of Ω is called ε-separated if d(x, y) ≥ ε for every
two distinct points x, y ∈ Ξ.

(c) Ξ is called maximal if there is a constant cd > 1 such that

(2.5) 1 ≤
∑

z∈Ξ

χB(z,ε)(x) ≤ cd, ∀x ∈ Ω,

where χE denotes the characteristic function of the set E.

The existence of ε-separated points is assumed in the general framework for homo-
geneous spaces in [30]. The construction of such points on a given domain depends on
the geometry and the distance function, and it is crucial for explicit formulation and
practical computation of localized frames. For conic domains Xd+1

0 and Xd+1, we will
give a construction of such points in latter sections.

2.1.3. Fast decaying polynomials and cubature rules. Let w be a doubling weight on Ω.
A cubature rule is a finite sum that discretize a given integral,

∫

Ω

f(z)w(x)dx =
N∑

k=1

λkf(xk),

where the equality holds for a given polynomials subspace. We will need positive
cubature rules, for which all λk are positive, over ε-separated points. To quantify the
coefficients λk, which are used for our localized polynomial frame, we need to show
that the Christoffel function λn(w; ·), defined by

λn(w;x) := inf
g(x)=1

g∈Πn(Ω)

∫

Ω

|g(x)|2w(x)dm(x),(2.6)

are bounded, where Πn(Ω) denotes the space of polynomials of degree n restricted on
Ω. This is where our fourth assertion comes in, which ensures the existence of fast
decaying polynomials on the domain Ω.

Assertion 4. Let Ω be compact. For each x ∈ Ω, there is a nonnegative polynomial
Tx of degree at most n that satisfies

(1) Tx(x) = 1, Tx(y) ≥ δ > 0 for y ∈ B(x, 1
n ) for some δ independent of n, and, for

each γ > 1,

0 ≤ Tx(y) ≤ cγ(1 + nd(x, y))−γ , y ∈ Ω;

(2) there is a polynomial qn such that qn(x)Tx(y) is a polynomial of degree at most
rn, for some positive integer r, in x-variable and c1 ≤ qn(x) ≤ c2 for x ∈ Ω for
some positive numbers c1 and c2.

For conic domains, we will establish this assertion by explicitly construction.



APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME 7

2.1.4. Bernstein inequality for the spectral operator. Our study of the best approxi-
mation by polynomials relies on the existence of a spectral operator for orthogonal
polynomials.

Definition 2.4. Let ̟ be a weight function on Ω. We denote by D̟ the second order
derivation operator that has orthogonal polynomials with respect to ̟ as eigenfunctions;
more precisely,

(2.7) D̟Y = −µ(n)Y, ∀Y ∈ Vn(Ω, ̟),

where µ is a nonnegative quadratic polynomial.

For the unit sphere, this is the Laplace-Beltrami operator. Its analogues exist on
weighted sphere, ball and simplexes (cf. [9]), as well as for conic domains [28, 29]. We
will need the Bernstein inequality for the power of these operators. Since µ(k) ≥ 0,
the operator −D̟ is a non-negative operator. A function f ∈ Lp(Ω;̟) belongs to
the Sobolev space W r

p (Ω;̟) if there is a function g ∈ Lp(Ω;̟), which we denote by

(−D̟)
r
2 f , such that

(2.8) projn
(
̟; (−D̟)

r
2 f
)
= µ(n)

r
2 projn(̟; f),

where we assume that f, g ∈ C(Ω) when p = ∞. The fractional differential operator
(−D̟)

r
2 f is a linear operator on the space W r

p (Ω;̟) defined by (2.8).

For r > 0, we denote by L
(r)
n (̟; ·, ·) the kernel defined by

(2.9) L(r)
n (̟;x, y) =

∞∑

n=0

â

(
k

n

)
[µ(k)]r/2Pk(̟;x, y),

which is the kernel D
r/2
̟ Ln(x, y) with D

r/2
̟ applying on x variable. Our Bernstein

inequality is proved under the following assumption on the decaying of this kernel.

Assertion 5. For r > 0 and κ > 0, the kernel L
(r)
n (̟) satisfies, for x, y ∈ Ω,

∣∣∣L(r)
n (̟;x, y)

∣∣∣ ≤ cκ
nr

√
̟(B(x, n−1))

√
̟(B(y, n−1))

(1 + nd(x, y))−κ.

For r = 0, this reduces to the Assertion 1. We list it separately since Assertion 5 is
not needed for the localized polynomial frames.

2.2. Classical orthogonal polynomials. In this subsection we collect a few results
on classical orthogonal polynomials that we will need. There are three families, Jacobi
polynomials, spherical harmonics and classical orthogonal polynomials on the ball.
Each of three families comes from an example of a localized homogeneous space, as
explained in [30], and has been extensively studied. We will recall only the basics.

2.3. Jacobi polynomials. For α, β > −1, the Jacobi weight function is defined by

wα,β(t) := (1− t)α(1 + t)β , −1 < x < 1.

Its normalization constant c′α,β , defined by c′α,β
∫ 1

−1 wα,β(x)dx = 1, is given by

(2.10) c′α,β =
1

2α+β+1
cα,β with cα,β :=

Γ(α+ β + 2)

Γ(α+ 1)Γ(β + 1)
.
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The Jacobi polynomials P
(α,β)
n satisfy the orthogonal relations

c′α,β

∫ 1

−1

P (α,β)
n (x)P (α,β)

m (x)wα,β(x)dx = h(α,β)n δm,n,

where h
(α,β)
n is the square of the L2 norm that satisfies

h(α,β)n =
(α+ 1)n(β + 1)n(α+ β + n+ 1)

n!(α+ β + 2)n(α+ β + 2n+ 1)
.

Let â be an admissible cut-off function. We defined a polynomial L
(α,β)
n by

(2.11) L(α,β)
n (t) =

∞∑

j=0

â
( j
n

)P (α,β)
j (t)P

(α,β)
j (1)

h
(α,β)
j

.

The estimate stated below ([3] and [8, Theorem 2.6.7]) will be used several times.

Theorem 2.5. Let ℓ be a positive integer and let η be a function that satisfy, η ∈
C3ℓ−1(R), supp η ⊂ [0, 2] and η(j)(0) = 0 for j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 3ℓ− 2. Then, for α ≥ β ≥
− 1

2 , t ∈ [−1, 1] and n ∈ N,

(2.12)

∣∣∣∣
dm

dtm
L(α,β)
n (t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ cℓ,m,α

∥∥∥η(3ℓ−1)
∥∥∥
∞

n2α+2m+2

(1 + n
√
1− t)ℓ

, m = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

The Jacobi polynomials with equal parameters are the Gegenbauer polynomials Cλ
n ,

which are orthogonal with respect to wλ(x) = (1− x2)λ−
1
2 ,

(2.13) cλ

∫ 1

−1

Cλ
n(x)C

λ
m(x)wλ(x)dx = hλnδn,m,

where the normalization constant cλ of wλ and the norm square hλn are given by

(2.14) cλ =
Γ(λ+ 1)

Γ(12 )Γ(λ + 1
2 )

and hλn =
λ

n+ λ
Cλ

n(1) =
λ

n+ λ

(2λ)n
n!

.

2.3.1. Spherical harmonics. Spherical harmonics are homogeneous polynomials that
are orthogonal on the unit sphere. Let Hn(S

d−1) be the space of spherical harmonics

of degree n in d variables. Then dimHn(S
d−1) =

(
n+d−2

n

)
+
(
n+d−3
n−1

)
. For n ∈ N0 let

{Y n
ℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dimHn(S

d−1)} be an orthonormal basis of Hn(S
d−1); then

1

ωd

∫

Sd−1

Y n
ℓ (ξ)Y m

ℓ′ (ξ)dσ(ξ) = δn,m,

where dσ is the surface measure of Sd−1 and ωd denotes the surface area ωd = 2π
d
2 /Γ(d2 )

of Sd−1. The spherical harmonics satisfy two characteristic properties. In terms of the
orthonormal basis {Y n

ℓ }, its reproducing kernel Pn(ξ, η) satisfies the addition formula

(2.15) Pn(ξ, η) =

dimHn(S
d−1)∑

ℓ=1

Y n
ℓ (ξ)Y n

ℓ (η) = Z
d−2
2

n (〈ξ, η〉), ξ, η ∈ S
d−1,

where Zλ
n is defined in terms of the Gegenbauer polynomial by

(2.16) Zλ
n(t) =

n+ λ

λ
Cλ

n(t), λ =
d− 2

2
.
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Furthermore, spherical harmonics are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami op-
erator ∆0, which is the restriction of the Laplace operator ∆ on the unit sphere. More
precisely (cf. [8, (1.4.9)])

(2.17) ∆0Y = −n(n+ d− 2)Y, Y ∈ Hd
n.

2.3.2. Orthogonal polynomials on the unit ball. The classical weight function on the
unit ball Bd of Rd is defined by

(2.18) Wµ(x) = (1− ‖x‖)µ− 1
2 , x ∈ B

d, µ > − 1
2 .

Its normalization constant is bBµ = Γ(µ + d+1
2 )/(π

d
2 Γ(µ + 1

2 )). Let Vd
n(B

d,Wµ) be
the space of orthogonal polynomials of degree n with respect to Wµ. An orthogonal
basis of Vd

n(B
d,Wµ) can be given explicitly in terms of the Jacobi polynomials and

spherical harmonics. For 0 ≤ m ≤ n/2, let {Y n−2m
ℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dimHn−2m(Sd−1)} be

an orthonormal basis of Hd
n−2m. Define [9, (5.2.4)]

(2.19) Pn
ℓ,m(x) = P

(µ− 1
2 ,n−2m+d−2

2 )
m

(
2‖x‖2 − 1

)
Y n−2m
ℓ (x).

Then {Pn
ℓ,m : 0 ≤ m ≤ n/2, 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dimHn−2m(Sd−1)} is an orthogonal basis of

Vd
n(Wµ). Let Pn(Wµ; ·, ·) denote the reproducing kernel of the space Vn(B

d,Wµ). This
kernel satisfies an analogue of the addition formula [26]: for x, y ∈ Bd,

Pn(Wµ;x, y) = cµ− 1
2

∫ 1

−1

Z
µ+ d−1

2
n

(
〈x, y〉+ u

√
1− ‖x‖2

√
1− ‖y‖2

)
(2.20)

× (1− u2)µ−1du,

where µ > 0 and it holds for µ = 0 under the limit

(2.21) lim
µ→0+

cµ− 1
2

∫ 1

−1

f(t)(1 − t2)µ−1du =
f(1) + f(−1)

2
.

The orthogonal polynomials with respect to Wµ on the unit ball are eigenfunctions of
a second order differential operator [9, (5.2.3)]: for all u ∈ Vn(B

d,Wµ),

(2.22)
(
∆− 〈x,∇〉2 − (2µ+ d− 1)〈x,∇〉

)
u = −n(n+ 2µ+ d− 1)u

3. Homogeneous space on double conic and hyperbolic surfaces

In this chapter we work in the setting of homogeneous space on the surface

X
d+1
0 =

{
(x, t) : ‖x‖2 = t2 − ̺2, x ∈ R

d, ̺ ≤ |t| ≤
√
̺2 + 1

}
,

which is a hyperbolic surface of two sheets when ̺ > 0 and a double conic surface when
̺ = 0. We shall verify that this domain admits a localized homogeneous space for a
family of weight functions w̺

β,γ , which are related to the Gegenbauer weight functions
and are even in t variable.

For ̺ = 0, the upper part of Xd+1
0 with t ≥ 0 is exactly the conic surface V

d+1
0 .

The analysis on X
d+1
0 , however, is of a different character. As a starter, the distance

on X
d+1
0 is comparable to the Euclidean distance, in contrast to the distance on V

d+1
0 .

Moreover, the space of orthogonal polynomials are divided naturally into two orthog-
onal subspaces, consisting of polynomials even in t variable or odd in t variable. We
consider only orthogonal polynomials even in t variable, since they alone satisfy the
two characteristic properties: addition formula and the differential operator having or-
thogonal polynomials as eigenfunctions. As a consequence, we consider approximation
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and localized frames for functions that are even in t variable. Many estimates and
computations are easier to handle comparing with the conic surface because of simpler
distance function and an addition formula that is less cumbersome. The structure of
the chapter follows that of the previous two chapters, with contents arranging in the
same order under similar section names.

3.1. Distance on double conic and hyperbolic surfaces. Whenever it is necessary
to emphasis the dependence on ̺, we write ̺X

d+1
0 instead of Xd+1

0 . In most places,

however, we use X
d+1
0 to avoid excessive notations.

The surface X
d+1
0 can be decomposed as an upper part and a lower part,

X
d+1
0 = X

d+1
0,+ ∪X

d+1
0,− = {(x, t) ∈ X

d+1
0 : t ≥ 0} ∪ {(x, t) ∈ X

d+1
0 : t ≤ 0}.

For ̺ = 0, the upper part Xd+1
0,+ is exactly the conic surface V

d+1
0 .

As X
d+1
0 is a bounded domain, its distance function should take into account of

the boundary at the two ends, but it does not regard the apex as a boundary point
because of symmetry. We first define a distance on the double conic surface; that is,
when ̺ = 0.

Definition 3.1. Let ̺ = 0. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1
0 , define

dX0((x, t), (y, s)) = arccos
(
〈x, y〉+

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)
.

To see that dX0(·, ·) is indeed a distance on the double conic surface X
d+1
0 , we let

X =
(
x,

√
1− t2

)
and Y =

(
y,
√
1− s2

)
, so that X,Y ∈ Sd if x, y ∈ X

d+1
0 . Then

dX0((x, t), (y, s)) = dSd(X,Y ), (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

from which it follows readily that dX0 is indeed a distance on X
d+1
0 .

This distance is quite different from the distance dV0(·, ·) of Vd+1
0 defined by

dV0((x, t), (y, s)) = arccos

(√
ts+ 〈x, y〉

2
+
√
1− t

√
1− s

)
, (x, t), (y, s) ∈ V

d+1
0

in [30] and it resembles the distance dB(·, ·) of the unit ball which is of the same form
but with t and s replaced by ‖x‖ and ‖y‖. The distance dX0 is related to the distance
on the sphere, defined by

(3.1) dS(ξ, η) = arccos 〈ξ, η〉, ξ, η ∈ S
d−1,

and the distance on the interval [−1, 1], defined by

(3.2) d[−1,1](t, s) = arccos
(
ts+

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)
, t, s ∈ [−1, 1].

Proposition 3.2. Let ̺ = 0 and d ≥ 2. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1
0 , write x = tξ and

y = sη with ξ, η ∈ Sd−1, it holds

(3.3) 1− cos dX0((x, t), (y, s)) = 1− cos d[−1,1](t, s) + ts (1− cos dS(ξ, η)) .

In particular,

(3.4) c1dX0((x, t), (y, s)) ≤ d[−1,1](t, s) +
√
ts dS(ξ, η) ≤ c2dX0((x, t), (y, s)).
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Proof. Using 〈x, y〉sign(ts) = ts〈ξ, η〉, we obtain

1− cos dX0((x, t), (y, s)) = 1− ts〈ξ, η〉 −
√
1− t2

√
1− s2.

Hence, (3.3) follows immediately from (3.2) and (3.1). Moreover, using (3.3), the
estimate (3.4) follows from 1 − cos θ = 2 sin2 θ

2 ,
1
π θ ≤ sin θ

2 ≤ θ
2 for 0 ≤ θ ≤ π, and

(a+ b)2/2 ≤ a2 + b2 ≤ (a+ b)2 for a, b ≥ 0. �

In particular, the distance on the linear segment lξ = {(tξ, t) : −1 ≤ t ≤ 1} for any
fixed ξ ∈ Sd−1 on the double conic surface becomes

dX0

(
(tξ, t), (sξ, s)

)
= d[−1,1](t, s).

We note that the line lξ passes through the origin when it passes from the upper conic
surface to the lower conic surface; in fact, the line passes through (ξ, 1) on the rim of
the upper conic surface to (−ξ,−1) on the opposite rim of the lower conic surface.

Remark 3.1. In [30, Remark 4.1], it is pointed out that the distance dV0(·, ·) is incom-
patible with the Euclidean distance at around t = 0 since, for t = s,

dV0((x, t), (y, t)) ∼
√
tdS(ξ, η) and ‖(x, t)− (y, t)‖ ∼ tdS(ξ, η).

In contrast, the distance dX0(·, ·) on the double conic surface satisfies,

dX0((x, t), (y, t)) ∼ |t|dS(ξ, η) ∼ ‖(x, t)− (y, t)‖.
We will also need the following lemma in the proof of our estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let ̺ = 0 and d ≥ 2. If (x, t), (y, s) both in X
d+1
0,+ or both in X

d+1
0,− , then

∣∣t− s
∣∣ ≤ dX0((x, t), (y, s)) and

∣∣√1− t2 −
√
1− s2

∣∣ ≤ dX0((x, t), (y, s)).

Proof. It suffices to consider the case t, s ≥ 0. Let t = cos θ and s = cosφ with
0 ≤ θ, φ ≤ π/2. It follows readily that cos dX0((x, t), (y, s)) ≤ ts +

√
1− t2

√
1− s2 =

cos(θ − φ), which is equivalently to |θ − φ| ≤ dX0((x, t), (y, s)). Hence, the stated
inequalities follows from

∣∣t− s
∣∣ = | cos θ − cosφ| = 2 sin

θ + φ

2
sin

|θ − φ|
2

≤ |θ − φ|,

and, similarly,
∣∣∣
√
1− t2 −

√
1− s2

∣∣∣ = | sin θ − sinφ| = 2 cos
θ + φ

2
sin

|θ − φ|
2

≤ |θ − φ|

for all t, s ∈ [−1, 1]. This completes the proof. �

For ̺ > 0, the hyperbolic surface Xd+1
0 = X

d+1
0,+ ∪X

d+1
0,− consists of two disjoint parts.

For all practical purpose, it is sufficient to consider the distance between points that
lie in the same part. For (x, t) and (y, t) both in X

d+1
0,+ or both in X

d+1
0,− , we define

d
̺
X0
((x, t), (y, s)) = arccos

(
〈x, y〉+

√
1 + ̺2 − t2

√
1 + ̺2 − s2

)
(3.5)

= dX0

((
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
,
(
y,
√
s2 − ̺2

))
.

It is easy to see that this is a distance function and, evidently, we can derive its
properties as we did for the distance on the double conic surface.
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3.2. A family of doubling weights. For d ≥ 2, β > − 1
2 and γ > − 1

2 , let w
ρ
β,γ be

the weight function defined on the hyperbolic surface X
d+1
0 by

(3.6) w
̺
β,γ(t) = |t|(t2 − ̺2)β−

1
2 (̺2 + 1− t2)γ−

1
2 , ̺ ≥ 0,

for ̺ ≤ |t| ≤
√
̺2 + 1. When ̺ = 0, or on the double conic surface, it becomes

w
0
β,γ(t) = |t|2β(1 − t2)γ−

1
2 ,

which is integrable if β > − d+1
2 on X

d+1
0 . When β = 0, w0

0,γ is the classical weight
function for the Gegenbauer polynomial Cγ

n . Evidently, the two cases are related,

w
̺
β,γ(t) = |t|w0

β− 1
2 ,γ

(√
t2 − ̺2

)
.

Let dσ̺ denote the surface measure on ̺X
d+1
0 . Then dσ̺(x, t) = dω√

t2−̺2(x)dt, where

dωr denotes the surface measure on the sphere Sd−1
r of radius r. It follows then

∫

̺X
d+1
0

f(x, t)|t|dσ̺(x, t) =
∫

̺≤|t|≤̺+1

|t|
∫

‖x‖=
√

t2−̺2

f(x, t)dω√
t2−̺2(x)dt(3.7)

=

∫

|s|≤1

∫

‖x‖=|s|
f(x,

√
s2 + ̺2)|s|dω|s|(x)ds

=

∫

0X
d+1
0

f(x,
√
s2 + ̺2)|s|dσ(x, s).

Using this relation, it is easy to verify that the normalization constant b
̺
β,γ of the

weight function w
̺
β,γ is given by

b
̺
β,γ = bβ,γ =

Γ(β + γ + d+1
2 )

σdΓ(β + d
2 )Γ(γ + 1

2 )
.

For r > 0, (x, t) on the hyperbolic surface ̺X
d+1
0 and (x, t) 6= (0, 0), we denote the

ball centered at (x, t) with radius r by

c̺((x, t), r) :=
{
(y, s) ∈ ̺X

d+1
0 : d̺

X0

(
(x, t), (y, s)

)
≤ r
}
.

Lemma 3.4. For ̺ ≥ 0 and (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

w
̺
β,γ

(
c̺((x, t), r)

)
= w

0
β,γ

(
c0

((
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
, r
))

.

Proof. By the definition of w(E) and (3.5),

w
̺
β,γ

(
c̺((x, t), r)

)
= bβ,γ

∫

c̺((x,t),r)

w
̺
β,γ(s)dσ̺(y, s)

= bβ,γ

∫

dX0

(
(x,

√
t2−‖x‖2),(y,

√
s2−‖y‖2)

)
≤r

w
̺
β,γ(s)dσ̺(y, s)

= bβ,γ

∫

dX0

(
(x,

√
t2−‖x‖2),(y,s)

)
≤r

w
0
β,γ(s)dσ0(y, s)

= w
0
β,γ

(
c0

((
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
, r
))

,

where we have used (3.7) in the second to last step. �



APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME 13

Proposition 3.5. Let r > 0 and (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 . For β > − d+1

2 and γ > − 1
2 ,

w
0
β,γ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
= b

0
β,γ

∫

c0((x,t),r)

w
0
β,γ(s)dσ(y, s)(3.8)

∼ rd
(
t2 + r2

)β(
1− t2 + r2

)γ
.

In particular, w0
β,γ is a doubling weight on the double conic surface and the doubling

index is given by α(w0
β,γ) = d+ 2max{0, β}+ 2max{0, γ}.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume r is bounded by a small positive number,
say r ≤ π

12 and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Since w0
β,γ is even in t, we only need to work on X

d+1
0,+ = V

d+1
0 .

Let x = tξ and y = sη for ξ, η ∈ Sd−1. By the inequality (3.3), from dX0((x, t), (y, s)) ≤
r we obtain d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r; moreover, denote τr(t, s) = (cos r−

√
1− t2

√
1− s2)/(ts)

and θr(t, s) = arccos τr(t, s), we also have dS(ξ, η) ≤ 1
2 arccos τr(t, s) =

1
2θr(t, s). Then

it is easy to see, since dσ(y, s) = sd−1dσS(η)ds, that

w
0
β,γ

(
c((x, t), r)

)
=

∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

sd−1

∫

dS(ξ,η)≤ 1
2 θr(t,s)

w
0
β,γ(sη, s)dσS(η)ds.

By symmetry, we can choose ξ = (1, 0, . . . , 0) and use the identity (cf. [8, (A.5.1)])

(3.9)

∫

Sd−1

g(〈ξ, η〉)dσ(η) = ωd−1

∫ π

0

g(cos θ)(sin θ)d−2dθ

with ωd−1 being the surface are of Sd−2, to obtain that

w
0
β,γ

(
c((x, t), r)

)
= ωd−1

∫

d[0,1](t,s)≤r

sd−1
w
0
β,γ(s)

∫ 1
2 θr(t,s)

0

(sin θ)d−2dθds.

Since θ ∼ sin θ ∼
√
1− cos θ, it follows then

(3.10) w
0
β,γ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼
∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

sd−1
w
0
β,γ(s)

(
1− τr(t, s)

) d−1
2 ds.

We now need to consider three cases. If 3r < t < 1 − 3r, then we can use Lemma 3.3
to conclude that s2 ∼ t2 + r2 and 1− s2 ∼ 1− t2 + r2, so that

w
0
β,γ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼ (t2 + r2)β(1− t2 + r2)γ

×
∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

(
cos(d[−1,1](t, s))− cos r

) d−1
2

ds√
1− s2

.

Setting t = cos θ and s = cosφ so that d[−1,1](t, s) = |θ − φ|, then the last integral is
easily seen to be

∫

|θ−φ|≤r

(
cos(θ − φ)− cos r

) d−1
2 dφ = c

∫

|ζ|≤r

(
sin ζ−r

2 sin ζ+r
2

) d−1
2 dζ ∼ rd.

This completes the proof of the first case. If t ≤ 3r, then |t− s| ≤ d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r so

that s ≤ 4r. Evidently 1 − s2 ∼ 1 − t2 ∼ 1 in this case. Furthermore, let t = sin θ
and s = sinφ; then |θ − φ| = d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r, which is easily seen to be equivalent
to |τr(t, s)| ≤ 1. Hence, using 1 − τr(t, s) ≤ 2 and s ≤ 4r, we obtain by (3.10) and
sinφ ∼ φ,

wβ,γ

(
c((x, t), r)

)
≤ c

∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

sd+2β−1ds ∼ r2β+d,



14 YUAN XU

which proves the upper bound in (3.8). For the lower bound, we consider a subset of
c((x, t), r) with d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r/2. Using the upper bound of s and t, we then deduce

1− τr(t, s) =
cos d[−1,1](t, s)− cos r

ts
≥ cos r

2 − cos r

12r2
≥ 1

8π2
,

where in the last step we have used sin θ ≥ 2
π θ, which shows that

wβ,γ

(
c((x, t), r)

)
≥ c

∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

sd+2β−1ds ∼ r2β+d.

Finally, if t ≥ 1−3r, then we have s ∼ t ∼ 1 for (y, s) ∈ c((x, t), r). Since d[−1,1](t, s) =

d[−1,1](
√
1− t2,

√
1− s2), changing variable s 7→

√
1− s2 in (3.10), we see that this case

can be reduced to that of the second case. This completes the proof of (3.8). �

For ̺ > 0 and β, γ > − 1
2 , the weight function w

̺
β,γ is a doubling weight on the

hyperbolic surface ̺X
d+1 by Lemma 3.4.

Corollary 3.6. For ̺ ≥ 0, d ≥ 2, and β, γ > − 1
2 , the space (Xd+1

0 ,w̺
β,γ , d

̺
X0
) is a

homogeneous space. If ̺ = 0, the restriction on β can be relaxed to β > − d+1
2 .

When ̺ = 0, β = 0 and γ = 1
2 , the relation (3.8) is for the Lebesgue measure σ0 on

the double conic surface; in particular, if β = 0 and γ = 0, then w0
0,0,(t) = (1 − t2)−

1
2

is the Chebyshev weight and w0
0,0

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼ rd. The apex point t = 0 does not

appear as a boundary point of Xd+1
0 .

For convenience, we will introduce the function wβ,γ(n; t) defined by

(3.11) w
̺
β,γ(n; t) = n−d

w
̺
β,γ

(
c̺((x, t), n

−1)
)
=
(
t2 − ̺2 + n−2

)β(
1− t2 + ̺2 + n−2

)γ

on the hyperbolic surface X
d+1
0 and use it in latter sections.

3.3. Orthogonal polynomials on hyperbolic surfaces. For γ > − 1
2 , we define

the inner product on the hyperbolic surface by

〈f, g〉
wβ,γ

= bβ,γ

∫

X
d+1
0

f(x, t)g(x, t)w̺
β,γ(t)dσ̺(x, t),

where β > − 1
2 if ̺ > 0 and β > − d+1

2 if ̺ = 0. The orthogonal polynomials with

respect to this inner product are studied in [29]. Let Vn(X
d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ) be the space of
these polynomials with respect to this inner product, which has the same dimension
as the space of spherical harmonics Hd+1

n . Because the weight function w
̺
β,γ is even in

t, this space can be factored as

Vn

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
= VE

n

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)⊕
VO
n

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
,

where the subspace VE
n (Xd+1

0 ,w̺
β,γ) consists of orthogonal polynomials that are even

in t variable, and the subspace VO
n (Xd+1

0 ,w̺
β,γ) consists of orthogonal polynomials that

are odd in t variable. Moreover,

dimVE
n

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
=

(
n+ d− 1

n

)
, dimVO

n

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
=

(
n+ d− 2

n− 1

)
.

It turns out that an orthogonal basis can be given in terms of the spherical harmonics
and the Jacobi polynomials for the subspace VE

n (Xd+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ) for all ̺ ≥ 0, but for the
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subspace VO
n (Xd+1

0 ,w̺
β,γ) only when ̺ = 0. For example, let {Y m

ℓ : 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dimHd
m}

denote an orthonormal basis of Hd
m. Then the polynomials

(3.12) C
n
m,ℓ(x, t) = P

(γ− 1
2 ,n−2k+β+ d−2

2 )

k

(
2t2 − 2̺2 − 1

)
Y n−2k
ℓ (x),

where 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ dimHd
n−2k and 0 ≤ k ≤ n/2, form an orthogonal basis of VE

n (Xd+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ).

Since we will not work directly with explicit bases, we refer to [29] for further infor-
mation, where these polynomials are called, when β = 0, the Gegenbauer polynomials
on the hyperbolic surface or on the double conic surface when ̺ = 0.

Let PE
n (w

̺
β,γ ; ·, ·) be the reproducing kernel of VE

n (Xd+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ), which can be written

in terms of the basis (3.12) as

P
E
n

(
w
̺
β,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
=

n∑

m=0

dimHd
n−2m∑

ℓ=1

Cn
m,ℓ(x, t)C

n
m,ℓ(y, s)

〈Cn
m,ℓ,C

n
m,ℓ〉wβ,γ

.

Let projEn
(
w
̺
β,γ

)
: L2

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
7→ VE

n

(
X

d+1
0 ,w̺

β,γ

)
be the orthogonal projection

operator. Then it can be written as

projEn (w
̺
β,γ ; f) = bβ,γ

∫

X
d+1
0

f(y)PE
n (w

̺
β,γ ; ·, (y, s))w

̺
β,γ(s)dyds.

If f is a function that is even in the variable t on X
d+1
0 , then its orthogonal projection

on VO
n (Xd+1

0 ,w̺
β,γ) becomes zero, so that its Fourier orthogonal expansion is given by

(3.13) f =

∞∑

n=0

projEn (w
̺
β,γ ; f).

Hence, the kernel PE
n (w

̺
β,γ ; ·, ·) is meaningful for studying the Fourier orthogonal ex-

pansions on the hyperboloid.
If ̺ = 0, then the upper part Xd+1

0,+ = V
d+1
0 is the upper conic surface. The function

f(x, t) that is even in t variable can be regarded as defined on V
d+1
0 or as the even

extension in t variable of a function defined on the upper conic surface. Consequently,
the Fourier expansion (3.13) works for the function f defined on the upper conic surface

X
d+1
0,+ when ̺ = 0. The latter, however, is different from the Fourier expansions in the

Jacobi polynomials on the conic surface V
d+1
0 discussed in [30].

The case β = 0 is the most interesting since the orthogonal polynomials for w0,γ

enjoy two characteristic properties. The first one is the spectral operator that has
orthogonal polynomials as eigenfunctions.

Theorem 3.7. Let ̺ > 0 and γ > − 1
2 . Then for x = tξ, ξ ∈ Sd−1, define the

differential operator

∆̺
0,γ =(1 + ̺2 − t2)

(
1− ̺2

t2

)
∂2t

+

(
(1 + ̺2 − t2)

̺2

t2
− (2γ + d)(t2 − ̺2)

)
1

t
∂t +

d− 1

t
∂t +

1

t2 − ̺2
∆

(ξ)
0 .

Then the polynomials in VE
n (Vd+1

0 , w̺
0,γ) are eigenfunctions of ∆̺

0,γ ,

∆̺
0,γu = −n(n+ 2γ + d− 1)u, ∀u ∈ VE

n (Vd+1
0 , w̺

0,γ).(3.14)

The second one is the addition formula for the reproducing kernel PE
n

(
w
̺
β,γ; ·, ·

)
,

which is of the simplest form when β = 0.
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Theorem 3.8. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. Then

(a) For β, γ > − 1
2 ,

P
E
n

(
w
̺
β,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
= P

E
n

(
w
0
β,γ;

(
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
,
(
y,
√
s2 − ̺2

))
.(3.15)

(b) For ̺ = 0, β = 0 and γ ≥ 0,

P
E
n

(
w
0
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
= cγ

∫ 1

−1

Z
γ+d−1

2
n

(
ζ(x, t, y, s; v)

)
(1 − v2)γ−1dv,(3.16)

where cγ = cγ−1,γ−1 and

ζ(x, t, y, s; v) = 〈x, y〉sgin(ts) + v
√
1− t2

√
1− s2,

and the case γ = 0 holds under the limit (2.21).

The closed form formula (3.16) is essential for studying highly localized kernels.

3.4. Highly localized kernels. Let â be a cut-off function. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

define the kernel LEn (w
̺
0,γ) by

L
E
n (w

̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)) =

∞∑

j=0

â

(
j

n

)
P
E
j

(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
.

The kernel uses only orthogonal polynomials that are even in t and s variable, so that
it is even in both t and s variables. We show that this kernel is highly localized when
(x, t) and (y, s) are either both in X

d+1
0,+ or both in X

d+1
0,− . For γ ≥ 0, recall by (3.11),

w
̺
0,γ(n; t) :=

(
1 + ̺2 − t2 + n−2

)γ
.

Theorem 3.9. Let d ≥ 2 and γ ≥ 0. Let â be an admissible cutoff function. Then,
for any κ > 0, either (x, t), (y, s) both in X

d+1
0,+ or both in X

d+1
0,− ,

∣∣LEn (w̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cκn
d

√
w
̺
0,γ(n; t)

√
w
̺
0,γ(n; s)

(
1 + nd̺

X0
((x, t), (y, s))

)−κ
,

where we assume t and s have the same sign when ̺ > 0.

Proof. By (3.15), it is sufficient to consider the case ̺ = 0. The proof follows the
similar procedure as in the case of the conic surface, so we shall be brief. By (3.16) we
can write LEn (w

0
0,γ) in terms of the kernel for the Jacobi polynomials. Let λ = γ+ d−1

2 .
Then

L
E
n (w

0
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)) = cγ

∫ 1

−1

L
(λ− 1

2 ,λ− 1
2 )

n

(
ζ(x, t, y, s; v)

)
(1− v2)γ−1dv.

Applying (2.12) with m = 0 and α = β = λ− 1/2, we then obtain

∣∣LEn (w0
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cn2λ+1

∫ 1

−1

1
(
1 + n

√
1− ζ(x, t, y, s; v)2

)κ+3γ+1 (1 − v2)γ−1dv.

By the definition of dX0(·, ·), we have

1− ζ(x, t, y, , s; t) = 1− cos dX0((x, t), (y, s)) + (1− v)
√

1− t2
√
1− s2.(3.17)
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In particular, 1− ζ(x, t, y, , s; t) is bounded below by either the first term or the second
term in the right-hand side of (3.17), which leads to, in particular, the estimate

∣∣LEn (w0
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cn2λ+1 1
(
1 + ndX0((x, t), (y, s))

)κ+γ

× cγ

∫ 1

0

(1− v2)γ−1

(
1 + n

√
(1 − v)

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2γ+1 dv,

where we have used 1− cos θ ∼ θ2 and the symmetry of the integral. The last integral
is evidently bounded by 1 and it can be estimated by using the inequality [8, (13.5.8)]

(3.18)

∫ 1

0

(1− t)a−1dt

(1 + n
√
B +A(1 − t))b

≤ c
n−2a

Aa(1 + n
√
B)b−2a−1

,

which holds for A > 0, B ≥ 0, a > 0 and b ≥ 2a+ 1, which leads to the estimate

cγ

∫ 1

0

(1− v2)γ−1

(
1 + n

√
(1− v)

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2γ+1 dv ≤ c
n−2γ

(√
1− t2

√
1− s2 + n−1

)γ

≤ c
n−2γ

√
w0
0,γ(n; t)

√
w0
0,γ(n; t)

(1 + ndX0((x, t), (y, s)))
γ ,

where the second inequality follows from the elementary identity [8, (11.5.13)]

(3.19) (a+ n−1)(b + n−1) ≤ 3(ab+ n−2)(1 + n|b− a|)
with a =

√
1− t2 and b =

√
1− s2 and Lemma 3.3. Putting the last two displayed

inequalities together completes the proof. �

This theorem establishes the Assertion 1 on X
d+1
0 . We now turn to Assertion 2.

Theorem 3.10. Let d ≥ 2 and γ ≥ 0. For either (xi, ti), (y, s) all in X
d+1
0,+ or all in

X
d+1
0,− , and (x1, t1) ∈ c̺

(
(x2, t2), c

∗n−1
)
with c∗ small and for κ > 0,

∣∣LEn (w̺
0,γ ; (x1, t1), (y, s))− L

E
n (w

̺
0,γ ; (x2, t2), (y, s))

∣∣(3.20)

≤
cκn

d+1d
̺
X0
((x1, t1), (x2, t2))√

w
̺
0,γ(n; t2)

√
w
̺
0,γ(n; s)

(
1 + nd̺

X0
((x2, t2), (y, s))

)κ .

Proof. Again, it is sufficient to consider ̺ = 0. Denote the left-hand side of (3.20) by
K. Let ∂L(u) = L′(u). Using the integral expression of LEn (w−1,γ), we obtain

K ≤ 2

∫ 1

−1

∥∥∂Lλ− 1
2 ,λ− 1

2
n

∥∥
L∞(Iv)

∣∣ζ1(v) − ζ2(v)|(1 − v2)γ−1dv,

where ζi(v) = ζ(xi, ti, y, s; v), and Iv is the interval with end points ζ1(v) and ζ2(v).
We claim that

(3.21) |ζ1(v)− ζ2(v)| ≤ dX0

(
(x1, t1), (x2, t2)

)[
Σ1 +Σ2(v)

]
,

where

Σ1 = dX0((x2, t2), (y, s)) + dX0((x1, t1), (x2, t2)),

Σ2(v) = (1− v)
√
1− s2.



18 YUAN XU

To see this, we first use (3.17) to write that

ζ1(v)− ζ2(v) = cos dX0((x1, t1), (y, s))− cos dX0((x2, t2), (y, s))

+ (1 − v)

(√
1− t21 −

√
1− t22

)√
1− s2.

Denote temporarily αi = dX0((x1, t1), (y, s)) for i = 1, 2. The identity

cosα1 − cosα2 = 2 sin
α1 − α2

2

(
2 sin

α1

2
cos

α2

2
− sin

α2 − α1

2

)
,

implies that | cosα1 − cosα2| ≤ |α1 − α2|
(
|α1|+ 1

2 |α1 − α2|
)
, which leads to the esti-

mate for the Σ1 term by the triangle inequality of dX0 and Lemma 3.3. The estimate
for the Σ2 terms is trivial. Hence, (3.21) holds as claimed.

Since maxr∈Iv (1 + n
√
1− r2)−κ is attained at one of the end points of the interval,

it follows from (2.12) with m = 1 and λ = γ + d−1
2 that

∣∣LEn (w0
0,γ ; (x1, t1), (y, s))− L

E
n (w

0
−0,γ ; (x2, t2), (y, s))

∣∣

≤ c dX0

(
(x1, t1), (x2, t2)

) ∫ 1

−1

[
n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ζ1(v)2

)κ(γ) +
n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ζ2(v)2

)κ(γ)

]

×
(
Σ1 +Σ2(v)

)
(1− v2)γ−1dv,

where we choose κ(γ) = κ+ 3γ + 2. Since (x1, t1) ∈ c
(
(x2, t2), c

∗n−1
)
, Σ1 is bounded

by Σ1 ≤ cn−1
(
1+ndV0

(
(xi, ti), (y, s)

))
. Hence, using the two lower bound of 1− ζi(v)

given by the right-hand side of (3.17), we obtain

∫ 1

−1

n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ζi(v)2

)κ(γ)Σ1(1− v2)γ−1dv

≤ c n2λ+2

(
1 + ndV0((xi, ti), (y, s))

)κ+γ

∫ 1

0

(1− v2)γ−1

(
1 + n

√
(1 − v)

√
1− t2i

√
1− s2

)2γ+1 dv

≤ cκn
d+1

√
w0
0,γ(n; ti)

√
w0
0,γ(n; s)

(
1 + ndX0((xi, ti), (y, s))

)κ ,

where the second step follows from the estimate of the last integral in the proof
of Theorem 3.9. Since w0

0,γ(n, t1) ∼ w0,γ(n, t2) and dX0((x1, t1), (y, s)) + n−1 ∼
dX0((x2, t2), (y, s)) + n−1 by Lemma 3.3, we can replace (x1, t1) in the right-hand
side by (x2, t2). This shows that the integral containing Σ1 has the desired estimate.

For the integral that contains Σ2(v) = (1− v)
√
1− s2, the factor 1− v increases the

power of the weight to (1 − v1)
γ , so that we can follow the estimate for the integral
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with Σ1 but using (1− v)γ , which leads to
∫ 1

−1

n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ζi(v)2

)κ(γ+ 1
2 )
Σ2(v1)(1 − v2)γ−1dv

≤ c
nd+1n−1

√
1− s2√

w0
0,γ+ 1

2

(n; s)
√
w0
0,γ+ 1

2

(n; ti)
(
1 + ndV0((y, s), (xi, ti))

)κ

≤ c
nd+1

√
w0
γ,d(n; s)

√
w0
γ,d(n; t2)

(
1 + ndV0((y, s), (xi, ti))

)κ ,

where the last step uses the inequality n−1
√
1− s2 ≤ (

√
1− t2i +n

−1)(
√
1− s2+n−1).

This takes care of the integral with Σ2(v) and completes the proof. �

The case of p = 1 of the following lemma establishes Assertion 3 for w̺
β,γ .

Lemma 3.11. Let d ≥ 2, β > − 1
2 and γ > − 1

2 . For 0 < p < ∞, assume κ >
2d+2
p + 2(β + γ)| 1p − 1

2 |. Then for (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

∫

X
d+1
0

w
̺
β,γ(s)

w
̺
β,γ(n; s)

p
2

(
1 + nd̺

X0
((x, t), (y, s))

)κp dσ̺(y, s) ≤ cn−d
w
̺
β,γ(n; t)

1− p
2 .(3.22)

Proof. We again only need to consider ̺ = 0. Let Jp denote the left-hand side of
(3.22). As shown in the proof of [30, Lemma 2.4], it is sufficient to prove the case

p = 2. Furthermore, the integral over Xd+1
0 is a sum of two integrals over Xd+1

0,+ and

X
d+1
0,− , respectively. We only need to estimate one of them. Denote the integral over

X
d+1
0,+ = V

d+1
0 by J2,+. Then

J2,+ =

∫

V
d+1
0

w0
β,γ(s)

w0
β,γ(n; s)(1 + ndX0((x, t), (y, s)))

2κ
dσ0(y, s).

Let x = tξ and y = sη. Using (3.9), we obtain

J2,+ ≤ c

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

−1

sd−1w0
β,γ(s)(1 − u2)

d−3
2

w0
β,γ(n; s)

(
1 + n

√
1− tsu−

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2κ duds.

Hence, using w0
β,γ(s) ≤ cw0

β,γ(n; s)(1−s2+n−2)−
1
2 , making another change of variable

u 7→ v/s and simplifying, it follows that

J2,+ ≤ c

∫ 1

0

∫ s

−s

s (s2 − v2)
d−3
2

(1 − s2 + n−2)
1
2

(
1 + n

√
1− tv −

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2κ dvds

≤ cnd

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

|v|

(s2 − v2)
d−3
2

(
1 + n

√
1− tv −

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2κ dsdv,

where we changed the order of integration in the second step. A further change of
variable s 7→

√
1− ‖u‖2 shows then

J2,+ ≤ c

∫ 1

−1

∫ √
1−v2

0

(1− u2 − v2)
d−3
2

(
1 + n

√
1− tv −

√
1− t2u

)2κ dudv,
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which is an integral over the right half {(u, v) ∈ B2 : v ≥ 0} of the unit disk B2. Setting

z = tv +
√
1− t2 u and w = −

√
1− t2v + tu in the integral, which is an orthogonal

transformation, and enlarging the integral domain while taking into account that z ≥ 0,
it follows that

J2,+ ≤ c

∫ 1

0

1
(
1 + n

√
1− z

)2κ
∫ √

1−z2

−
√
1−z2

(1− z2 − w2)
d−3
2 dwdz

≤ c

∫ 1

0

(1− z2)
d−2
2

(
1 + n

√
1− z

)2κ ≤ cn−d

∫ n

0

rd−1

(1 + r)κ
dr ≤ cn−d

by setting r = n
√
1− z and recalling that κ > d. This completes the proof. �

Proposition 3.12. For γ ≥ 0 and (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

∫

X
d+1
0

∣∣LEn
(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)∣∣p w̺
0,γ(s)dσ̺(y, s) ≤

(
nd

w
̺
0,γ(n; t)

)p−1

.

This follows by applying Lemma 3.11 on the estimate of Theorem 3.9.
We have established Assertions 1 and 3 for LEn (w

̺
β,γ ; ·, ·) and also Assertion 2 for

LEn (w
̺
0,γ ; ·, ·). The kernel uses, however, only polynomials that are even in t and in s

variable. Consequently, we have proved the following:

Corollary 3.13. For d ≥ 2, ̺ ≥ 0 and γ ≥ 0, the space (Xd+1
0 ,w̺

0,γ , d
̺
X0
) is a localizable

homogeneous space, where its localized kernels are defined for polynomials even in t and
in s variables.

3.5. Maximal ε-separated sets and MZ inequality. We provide a construction
of maximal ε-separated set, as defined by Definition 2.3, on the double conic and
hyperbolic surfaces.

We first consider the double conic surface; that is, ̺ = 0. We shall need maximal
ε-separated sets on the unit sphere. We adopt the following notation. For ε > 0, we
denote by ΞS(ε) a maximal ε-separated set on the unit sphere S

d−1 and we let Sξ(ε)
be the subsets in Sd−1 so that the collection {Sξ(ε) : ξ ∈ ΞS(ε)} is a partition of Sd−1,
and we assume

(3.23) cS(ξ, c1ε) ⊂ Sξ(ε) ⊂ cS(ξ, c2ε), ξ ∈ ΞS(ε),

where cS(ξ, ε) denotes the spherical cap centered at ξ with radius ε, c1 and c2 depending
only on d. Such a ΞS(ε) exists for all ε > 0, see for example [8, Section 6.4], and its
cardinality satisfies

(3.24) c′dε
−d+1 ≤ #ΞS(ε) ≤ cdε

−d+1.

Let ε > 0. We let N = 2⌊π
2 ε

−1⌋, so that N is an even integer. For 1 ≤ j ≤ N we
define

θj :=
(2j − 1)π

2N
, θ+j := θj −

π

2N
and θ−j := θj +

π

2N
.

Let tj = cos θj , t
−
j = cos θ−j and t+j = cos θ+j . Thus, t

+
1 = 1 and t−N = −1 and

1 > t1 > t2 > . . . > tN
2
> t−N

2

= 0 = t+N
2 +1

> tN
2 +1 > . . . > tN > −1.

In particular, t+j−1 = t−j and we can partition X
d+1
0 as the disjoint union of

X
(j)
0 :=

{
(x, t) ∈ X

d+1
0 : t−j < t ≤ t+j

}
, 1 ≤ j ≤ N.
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Furthermore, the upper and lower surfaces Xd+1
0,+ and X

d+1
0,− can be partitioned by

X
d+1
0,+ =

N/2⋃

j=1

X
(j)
0 and X

d+1
0,− =

N⋃

j=N/2+1

X
(j)
0 .

Let εj := πε/(2tj). Then ΞS(εj) is the maximal εj-separated set of Sd−1 such that

{Sξ(εj) : ξ ∈ ΞS(εj)} is a partition S
d−1 =

⋃
η∈ΞS(εj)

Sη(εj), and #ΞS(εj) ∼ ε−d+1
j .

For each j = 1, . . . , N , we decompose X
(j)
0 by

X
(j)
0 =

⋃

ξ∈ΞS(εj)

X0(ξ, tj), where X0(ξ, tj) :=
{
(tη, t) : t−j < t ≤ t+j , η ∈ Sξ(εj)

}
.

Finally, we define the subset ΞX0 of Xd+1
0 by

ΞX0 =
{
(tjξ, tj) : ξ ∈ ΞS(εj), 1 ≤ j ≤ N

}
.

Proposition 3.14. Let ε > 0 and N = 2⌊π
2 ε

−1⌋. Then ΞX0 is a maximal ε-separated

set of Xd+1
0 and {X0(ξ, tj) : (tjξ, tj) ∈ ΞX0} is a partition

X
d+1
0 =

⋃

(tξ,t)∈ΞX0

X0(ξ, t) =

N⋃

j=1

⋃

ξ∈ΞS(εj)

X0(ξ, tj).

Moreover, there are positive constants c1 and c2 depending only on d such that

(3.25) c0

(
(tjξ, tj), c1ε

)
⊂ X0(ξ, tj) ⊂ c0

(
(tjξ, tj), c2ε

)
,

and c′d and cd such that

(3.26) c′dε
−d ≤ #ΞX0 ≤ cdε

−d.

Proof. Let (tjξ, tj) and (tkη, tk) be two distinct points in ΞX0 . By its definition,
d[−1,1](tj , tk) = |θj − θk| ≥ π

N ≥ ε if j 6= k. Hence,

dX0

(
(tjξ, tj), (tkη, tk)

)
≥ d[0,1](tj , tk) ≥ ε, j 6= k.

If j = k, then ξ and η are both elements of S(εj), so that dS(ξ, η) ≥ εj. Hence, using
2
πφ ≤ sinφ ≤ φ, we deduce from (3.3) that

dX0

(
(tjξ, tj), (tjη, tj)

)
≥ 2

π
tjdS(ξ, η) ≥

2

π
tjεj = ε.

Hence, ΞX0 is ε-separated. Moreover, since #ΞS(εj) ∼ ε−d+1
j ,

#ΞX0 =

N∑

j=1

#ΞS(εj) ∼
N∑

j=1

ε−d+1
j ∼ ε−d+1

N∑

j=1

td−1
j ∼ ε−d+1N ∼ ε−d.

For the proof of (3.25), we only need to consider X0(ξ, tj) in the upper part of the
double cone, which means 1 ≤ j ≤ N/2. If d[−1,1](s, tj) ≤ δ/N with δ ≤ 1/2, then

|tj − s| ≤ d[−1,1](tj , s) ≤
δ

N
≤ δ sin

π

2N
= δtN

2
≤ δtj .

Hence, by δ ≤ 1
2 , we obtain s ≥ tj/2. Similarly, we see that if s ∈ c[−1,1](tj , π/N),

then s ≤ c∗tj . By (3.23), there are constants b1 > 0 and b2 > 0 such that cS(ξ, b1εj) ⊂
Sξ(εj) ⊂ cS(ξ, b2εj). We claim that (3.25) holds for some c1 < δ and some c2 > b2.
Indeed, if (y, η) ⊂ c0

(
(tjξ, tj), c1ε

)
, then d[−1,1](s, tj) ≤ c1ε ≤ δ/N ; moreover, by

s ≥ tj/2 and (st)
1
2 dS(ξ, η) ≤ cc1ε by (3.4), we see that dS(ξ, η) ≤ 2

1
4 cc1ε/

√
tj ≤ b1εj
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by choosing c1 small. This establishes the left-hand side inclusion of (3.25). The
right-hand side inclusion can be similarly established. The proof is completed. �

For ̺ > 0, the point set on the hyperbolic surface ̺X
d+1
0 can be deduced easily from

that on the double conic surface.

Proposition 3.15. For ε > 0, let ΞX0 be a maximal ε-separated set in X
d+1
0 . Define

Ξ̺
X0

:=
{(
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
: (x, t) ∈ ΞX0

}
.

Then Ξ̺
X0

is a maximal ε-separated set in ̺X
d+1
0 .

This is an immediate consequence of (3.5). In particular, if ΞX0 is the set given
in Proposition 3.14, then we can define X

̺
0(ξ, tj) accordingly so that both (3.25) and

(3.26) hold.

Definition 3.16. Let Ξ̺
X0

be a set on X
d+1
0 that does not contain (0, 0). Define

Ξ̺
X0,+

= {(x, t) ∈ Ξ̺
X0

: t > 0} and Ξ̺
X0,− = {(x, t) ∈ Ξ̺

X0
: t < 0}.

We call the set Ξ̺
X0

evenly symmetric on X
d+1
0 if

Ξ̺
X0,− =

{
(−x,−t) : (x, t) ∈ Ξ̺

X,+

}
.

By definition, ΞX0 = ΞX0,+∪ΞX0,− and the two subsets are disjoint. For the set ΞX0

in Proposition 3.14, the points tj , 1 ≤ j ≤ N , are zeros of the Chebyshev polynomial
of the first kind defined by TN(t) = cosN arccos(x) and we have

ΞX0,+ =
{
(tjξ, tj) ∈ ΞX0 : 1 ≤ j ≤ N

2

}
, ΞX0,− =

{
(tjξ, tj) ∈ ΞX0 : N

2 + 1 ≤ j ≤ N
}
.

Since tj = −tN−j for 0 ≤ j ≤ N
2 , it follows that the set in Proposition 3.14 is evenly

symmetric on X
d+1
0 , so is its analogue on ̺X

d+1
0 .

We further notice that, for the set ΞX0 in Proposition 3.14, with either + or −,

ΞX0,± is a maximal ε-separated sets of Xd+1
0,± and the set {X0(ξ, tj) : (tjξ, tj) ∈ ΞX0,±}

is a partition of Xd+1
0,± . Comparing with the maximal ε-separated set ΞV0 constructed

on V
d+1
0 = X

d+1
0,+ in [30], we see that the points in ΞV0 congest towards the apex, with

a rate tj ∼ N−2, whereas the points in ΞX0 do not.

We have shown that (Xd+1
0 ,w̺

0,γ , d
̺
X0
) is a localizable homogeneous space with the

highly localized kernels LEn (w
̺
0,γ ; ·, ·). As part of the framework in [30], we can then

state the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality for a doubling weight on X
d+1
0 , which

holds under the following constrains: the weight function w need to be even in t
variable so that the integral of polynomials in ΠE

n (X
d+1
0 ) can be written as over Xd+1

0,+ ,

the maximal δ
n -separated set ΞX0 need to be symmetric, and it works for polynomials

even in t variable. Let us define, for n = 0, 1, 2, . . .,

ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ) =

{
p ∈ Πn(X

d+1
0 ) : p(x, t) = p(x,−t), ∀(x, t) ∈ X

d+1
0

}
.

Theorem 3.17. Let w be an doubling weight on X
d+1
0 such that w(x, t) = w(x,−t).

Let Ξ̺
X0

be a symmetric maximal δ
n -separated subset of Xd+1

0 and 0 < δ ≤ 1.

(i) For all 0 < p <∞ and f ∈ ΠE
m(Xd+1) with n ≤ m ≤ cn,

∑

z∈ΞX0

(
max

(x,t)∈c̺((z,r),
δ
n
)
|f(x, t)|p

)
w
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)
≤ cw,p‖f‖pp,w

where cw,p depends on p when p is close to 0 and on the doubling constant of w.
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(ii) For 0 < r < 1, there is a δr > 0 such that for δ ≤ δr, r ≤ p < ∞ and

f ∈ ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ),

‖f‖pp,w ≤ cw,r
∑

z∈Ξ

(
min

(x,t)∈c̺

(
(z,r),

δ
n

) |f(x, t)|p
)
w
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)

where cw,r depends only on the doubling constant of w and on r when r is close
to 0.

This is a consequence of [30, Theorem 2.15]; its proof remains valid for polynomials
in ΠE

m(Xd+1) under the assumptions on symmetry.

3.6. Positive cubature rules. The Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality is used to
establish the positive cubature rule in the general framework. In order to quantify the
coefficients of the cubature rule, we will need Assertion 4. This is given by the fast
decaying polynomials on the hyperbolic surface given below.

Lemma 3.18. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. For each (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 , there is a polynomial

T ̺
(x,t) in ΠE

n (X
d+1
0 ) that satisfies

(1) T ̺
(x,t)(x, t) = 1, T ̺

x,t(y, s) ≥ c > 0 if (y, s) ∈ c̺((x, t),
δ
n ), and for every κ > 0,

0 ≤ T ̺
(x,t)(y, s) ≤ cκ

(
1 + d

̺
X0

(
(x, t), (y, s)

))−κ
, (y, s) ∈ X

d+1
0 .

(2) there is a polynomial q(t) of degree 4n such that q(t)T ̺
(x,t) is a polynomial of degree

5n in (x, t) variables and 1 ≤ qn(t) ≤ c.

Proof. For positive integer n, let m = ⌊n
r ⌋+ 1 and define

Sn(cos θ) =

(
sin(m+ 1

2 )
θ
2

(m+ 1
2 ) sin

θ
2

)2r

, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π.

Then Sn(z) is an even algebraic polynomial of degree at most 2n and it satisfies

(3.27) Sn(1) = 1, 0 ≤ Sn(cos θ) ≤ c
(
1 + nθ

)−2r
, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π.

To construct polynomials on hyperbolic surface, we define, for (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1
0 ,

S((x, t), (y, s)) = Sn

(
〈x, y〉+

√
1 + ̺2 − t2

√
1 + ̺2 − s2

)

+ Sn

(
〈x, y〉 −

√
1 + ̺2 − t2

√
1 + ̺2 − s2

)
.

Since Sn is an even polynomial, it follows that S((x, t), (y, s)) is a polynomial of degree
n in either (x, t) or (y, s) variables. Moreover, since ‖y‖2 = s2−̺2, it also follows that
S((x, t), ·) is even in s variable. Define

T ̺
(x,t)(y, s) =

S((x, t), (y, s))

1 + Sn(2t2 − 2̺2 − 1)
, (y, s) ∈ X

d+1
0 .

Then T ̺
(x,t) ∈ ΠE

n (X
d+1
0 ) and T ̺

(x,t)(x, t) = 1. If 0 ≤ θ ≤ 2π
2m+1 , then it follows from

sin θ ≥ 2
πθ for 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2 that Sn(cos θ) ≥

(
2
π

)2r
. Hence, since 0 ≤ Sn(2t − 1) ≤ 1,

it follows that

T ̺
(x,t)(y, s) ≥

Sn

(
〈x, y〉+

√
1 + ̺2 − t2

√
1 + ̺2 − s2

)

1 + Sn(2t2 − 2̺2 − 1)
≥ 1

2

(
2

π

)2r
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for (y, s) ∈ c((x, t), 2π
2m+1 ). Next, we use the estimate Sn(z) ≤ c(1 + n

√
1− t2)−2r

for |t| ≤ 1 to obtain an upper bound for T(x,t). Since 1 − 〈x, y〉 +
√
1− t2

√
1− s2 ≥

1− 〈x, y〉 −
√
1− t2

√
1− s2, we obtain

0 ≤ T ̺
(x,t)(y, s) ≤ c

(
1 + n

√
1− 〈x, y〉 −

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)−2r

= c
(
1 + n

√
1− cos dV0((x, t), (y, s))

)−2r

∼ (1 + ndX0((x, t), (y, s)))
−2r

using 1 − cos θ ∼ θ2. This completes the proof of item (1). The item (2) follows from
setting q(t) = 1+Sn(2t

2−2̺2−1), which is a polynomial of degree 4n and 1 ≤ q(t) ≤ c.
This completes the proof. �

The lemma establishes Assertion 4 with a polynomial in ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ). It allows us to

follow the general framework to bound the Christoffel function in ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ). Let w be

a doubling weight function, even in t variable, on X
d+1
0 . Let

λEn (w;x, t) := inf
g(x,t)=1

g∈ΠE
n (Xd+1

0 )

∫

X
d+1
0

|g(x, t)|2w(x, t)dσ(x, t),(3.28)

which is the Christoffel function for the space ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ). Let KE

n (w; ·, ·) denote the
kernel of the n-th partial sum operator of the the series (3.13). Then

K
E
n (w; (x, t), (y, s)) =

n∑

k=0

P
E
k (w; (x, t), (y, s)).

By the proof of [9, Theorem 4.6.6], it is related to the Christoffel function by

λEn (w;x, t) =
1

KE
n (w; (x, t), (x, t))

, (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 .

Using Lemma 3.18, we can adopt [30, Propositions 2.17 and 2.18] to bound λEn (w).

Corollary 3.19. Let w be a doubling weight function on X
d+1
0 such that w(x, t) =

w(x,−t) for all (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 . Then

λEn
(
w; (x, t)

)
≤ cw

(
c̺

(
(x, t), 1

n

))
.

Moreover, for γ ≥ 0,

λEn
(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t)

)
≥ c′ w̺

0,γ

(
c̺

(
(x, t), 1

n

))
= c′n−d

w
̺
0,γ(n; t).

We can now state the positive cubature rule for the hyperbolic surface, which holds
for polynomials in ΠE

n (X
d+1
0 ) under the assumption of symmetry for both the weight

w and the set ΞX0 .

Theorem 3.20. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. Let w be a doubling weight on X
d+1
0 such that

w(x, t) = w(x,−t) for all (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 . Let Ξ̺ be a symmetric maximum δ

n -separated

subset of Xd+1
0 . There is a δ0 > 0 such that for 0 < δ < δ0 there exist positive numbers

λz,r, (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺, so that

(3.29)

∫

X
d+1
0

f(x, t)w(x, t)dσ(x, t) =
∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺

λz,rf(z, r), ∀f ∈ ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ).

Moreover, λz,r ∼ w
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)
for all (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺.
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This is [30, Theorem 2.20] when the domain becomes X
d+1
0 and it remains valid

under the assumptions on symmetry.

3.7. Localized polynomial frame. The localized polynomials are constructed using
the highly localized kernel defined with a cut-off function â of type type (b) that
satisfies

â(t) ≥ ρ > 0, if t ∈ [3/5, 5/3],

[â(t)]2 + [â(2t)]2 = 1, if t ∈ [1/2, 1].
(3.30)

For the hyperbolic or double conic surface, we will also require symmetry for the weight
and for the ε-separated subset. Let ̺ ≥ 0 and let w be a doubling weight on X

d+1
0 and

assume that it is even in t variable. Let LEn (w) ∗ f denote the near best approximation
operator from ΠE

2n(X
d+1) defined by

(3.31) L
E
n (w) ∗ f(x) :=

∫

X
d+1
0

f(y, s)LEn (w; (x, t), (y, s))w(y, s)dσ̺(y, s).

For j = 0, 1, . . . , let Ξ̺
j be a symmetric maximal δ

2j -separated subset in X
d+1
0 , so that

∫

X
d+1
0

f(x, t)w(x, t)dσ̺(x, t) =
∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

λ(x,r),jf(z, r), f ∈ ΠE
2j (X

d+1
0 ).

For j = 1, 2, . . . , define the operator F ̺
j (w) by

F ̺
j (w) ∗ f = L

E
2j−1(w) ∗ f

and define the frame elements ψ(z,r),j for (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺
j by

ψ(z,r),j(x, t) :=
√
λ(z,r),jF

̺
j ((x, t), (z, r)), (x, t) ∈ X

d+1
0 .

Then Φ = {ψ(z,r),j : (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺
j , j = 1, 2, 3, . . .} is a tight frame. Following [30,

Theorem 2.21] of the general framework, we have the following:

Theorem 3.21. Let w be a doubling weight on X
d+1
0 even in its t variable. If f ∈

L2(Xd+1
0 ,w) and f is even in t variable, then

f =

∞∑

j=0

∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

〈f, ψ(z,r),j〉wψ(z,r),j in L2(Xd+1
0 ,w)

and

‖f‖2,w =
( ∞∑

j=0

∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

|〈f, ψ(z,r),j〉w|2
)1/2

.

Furthermore, for γ ≥ − 1
2 , the frame for w

̺
0,γ is highly localized in the sense that, for

every σ > 0, there exists a constant cσ > 0 such that

(3.32) |ψ(z,r),j(x, t)| ≤ cσ
2jd/2√

w
̺
0,γ(2

j ; t)(1 + 2jd̺
X0
((x, t), (z, r)))σ

, (x, t) ∈ X
d+1
0 .

The frame elements involve only orthogonal polynomials even in t variable and they
are well defined for all doubling weight that is even in its t variable. The localization
(3.32) follows from Theorem 3.9 and λ(z,r),j ∼ 2−jdw

̺
0,γ(2

j ; t), which holds for w
̺
0,γ

by Corollary 3.19 and (3.8). It is worthwhile to point out that the localized frame is

established for the Lebesgue measure on X
d+1
0 , which is the case w0, 12

, and in particular
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for the Lebesgue measure on the upper conic surface Vd+1
0 , in contrast to the localized

frame established in [30, Section 2.7].

3.8. Characterization of best approximation. For f ∈ Lp(Xd+1
0 ,w̺

0,γ), we denote

by En(f)p,w̺
0,γ

the best approximation to f from Πn(X
d+1
0 ), the space of polynomials

of degree at most n restricted on the surface X
d+1
0 , in the norm ‖ · ‖p,w̺

0,γ
; that is,

En(f)p,w̺
0,γ

:= inf
g∈Πn(X

d+1
0 )

‖f − g‖p,w̺
0,γ
, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

If f is even in t variable, then the triangle inequality and changing variable t 7→ −t
shows, by the symmetry of the integrals,

∥∥∥∥f(x, t)−
1

2
(g(x, t) + g(x,−t))

∥∥∥∥
p,w̺

0,γ

≤ ‖f − g‖p,w̺
0,γ
.

Hence, we can choose the polynomial of best approximation from ΠE
n (X

d+1
0 ) when f

is symmetric in t variable. Following the general framework in [30], we can give a
characterization of best approximation by polynomials for functions even in t variable.

We define a K-functional and a modulus of smoothness. In terms of the fractional
differential operator (−∆̺

0,γ)
r
2 and a doubling weight w, even in t variable on X

d+1
0 ,

the K-functional fo f ∈ Lp(Xd+1
0 ,w) and r > 0, is defined by

Kr(f, t)p,w := inf
g∈W r

p (Xd+1
0 ,w)

{
‖f − g‖p,w + tr

∥∥(−∆̺
0,γ)

r
2 f
∥∥
p,w

}
,

where the Sobolev space W r
p

(
X

d+1
0 ,w

)
is the space that consists of g ∈ Lp(Xd+1

0 ,w),

even in t variable, so that
∥∥(−∆̺

0,γ)
r
2 g
∥∥
p,w

is finite. The K-functional is well defined,

as shown in [30, Section 3.3], where we need to require the functions being even in t
variable in the proof. Moreover, the modulus of smoothness is defined by

ωr(f ; ρ)p,w̺
0,γ

= sup
0≤θ≤ρ

∥∥∥∥
(
I − Sθ,w̺

0,γ

)r/2
f

∥∥∥∥
p,w̺

0,γ

, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

where the operator Sθ,w̺
0,γ

is defined by, for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . and λ = γ + d−1
2 ,

projEn (w
̺
0,γ ; Sθ,w̺

0,γ
f) =

C
λ− 1

2
n (cos θ)

C
λ− 1

2
n (1)

projEn (w
̺
0,γ ; f).

The operator is well defined since the above relations determine it uniquely among
functions even in t variable and in Lp(Xd+1

0 ,w̺
0,γ) and the modulus of smoothness

satisfies the usual properties under its name. Such a modulus of smoothness is in line
with those defined on the unit sphere and the unit ball [8, 20, 27] but its structure is
more complicated. There are recent results for modulus of smoothness on fairly general
domains in R

d [5, 6, 23, 24], defined via simple difference operators of functions, but
conic domains are not included.

By [30, Theorem 3.1.2], the characterization of the best approximation holds under

the Assertions 1, 3 and 5. For w̺
0,γ on X

d+1
0 , we have already established Assertions 1

and 3. We now establish Assertion 5, again for kernels even in t and s variables. By

(3.14), the kernel L
(r)
n (̟) in Assertion 5 becomes

L
(r)
n

(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
=

∞∑

k=0

â

(
k

n

)
(k(k + 2γ + d− 1))

r
2P

E
k

(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)
.
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Lemma 3.22. Let γ ≥ − 1
2 and κ > 0. Then, for r > 0 and (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X

d+1
0,+ ,

∣∣∣L(r)n

(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)

)∣∣∣ ≤ cκ
nd+r

√
w
̺
0,γ(n; t)

√
w
̺
0,γ(n; s)

(
1 + nd̺

X0
((x, t), (y, s))

)−κ
.

Proof. By (3.15) it suffices to consider the case ̺ = 0. By (3.16), the kernel can be
written as

L
(r)
n

(
w
̺
0,γ ; (x, t), (y, s)) = cγ

∫ 1

−1

Ln,r (ζ(x, t, y, s; v)) (1− v2)γ−1dv,

where Ln,r is defined by, with λ = γ + d−1
2 ,

Ln,r(t) =

∞∑

k=0

â

(
k

n

)
(k(k + 2γ + d− 1))

r
2
P

(λ− 1
2 ,λ− 1

2 )
n (1)P

(λ− 1
2 ,−λ− 1

2 )
n (t)

h(λ−
1
2 ,λ− 1

2 )
.

Applying (2.12) with η(t) = â(t)
(
t(t+ n−1(2γ + d− 1))

) r
2 and m = 0, we obtain

|Ln,r(t)| ≤ cnr n2λ+1

(1 + n
√
1− t)ℓ

.

Using this estimate, it is easy to see that the proof follows from the estimate already
established in the proof of Theorem 3.9. �

We are now in position to state the characterization of the best approximation by
polynomials for the hyperbolic surface, following [30, Theorem 3.12].

Theorem 3.23. Let f ∈ Lp(Xd+1
0 ,w) if 1 ≤ p < ∞ and f ∈ C(Xd+1

0 ) if p = ∞.
Assume that f satisfies f(x, t) = f(x,−t). Let ̺ ≥ 0, r > 0 and n = 1, 2, . . .. Then

(i) For w = w
̺
0,γ with γ ≥ 0,

En(f)p,w̺
0,γ

≤ cKr(f ;n
−1)p,w̺

0,γ
.

(ii) for every doubling weight w that satisfies w(x, t) = w(x,−t) on X
d+1
0 ,

Kr(f ;n
−1)p,w ≤ cn−r

n∑

k=0

(k + 1)r−1
Ek(f)p,w.

For w = w0,γ , the K-functional is equivalent to the modulus of smoothness.

Theorem 3.24. Let γ ≥ 0 and f ∈ Lr
p(X

d+1
0 ,w̺

0,γ), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then for 0 < θ ≤ π/2
and r > 0

c1Kr(f ; θ)p,w̺
0,γ

≤ ωr(f ; θ)p,w̺
0,γ

≤ c2Kr(f ; θ)p,w̺
0,γ
.

Consequently, the characterization in Theorem 3.23 can be stated in terms of the
modulus of smoothness in place of K-functional.

Finally, we mention that, if â is an admissible cut-off function of type (a), then the
operator LEn (̟) ∗ f defined in (3.31) is the near best approximation in the sense that

‖LEn (w̟
0,γ)− f‖p,w ≤ cEn(f)p,w̺

0,γ
, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞

for all f ∈ Lr
p(X

d+1
0 ,w), where w is a doubling weight by [30, Theorem 3.15].
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4. Homogeneous space on double cone and hyperboloid

We work in the setting of homogeneous space on the solid domain defined by

X
d+1 =

{
(x, t) : ‖x‖2 ≤ t2 − ̺2, x ∈ R

d, ̺ ≤ |t| ≤
√
̺2 + 1

}
,

which is a double hyperboloid when ̺ > 0 and a double cone when ̺ = 0, and it is

bounded by X
d+1
0 and the hyperplanes t = ±

√
̺2 + 1 of Rd+1. The analysis on Xd+1

differs substantially from that on the cone Vd+1 because the distance function is defined
differently. We shall verify that the framework for homogeneous space is applicable on
this domain for a family of weight functions related to the Gegenbauer weight and the
classical weight on the unit ball, following closely the study on the hyperbolic surface.
The structure of this section is parallel to that of previous section, with contents
arranging in the same order and under similar section names. Furthermore, part of
the proof and development follows from the counterpart on X

d+1
0 ; hence, the proof is

often brief or omitted.

4.1. Distance on the solid double cone and hyperboloid. We write ̺X
d+1 when-

ever it necessary to emphasis the dependence on ̺, but will use Xd+1 most of the time.
The domain X

d+1
0 can be decomposed as an upper part and a lower part,

X
d+1 = X

d+1
+ ∪X

d+1
− = {(x, t) ∈ X

d+1 : t ≥ 0} ∪ {(x, t) ∈ X
d+1 : t ≤ 0}.

For ̺ = 0, the upper part is the solid cone X
d+1
+ = Vd+1.

The distance function on the hyperboloid needs to take into account of the boundary
behavior of the domain. Like the case of the hyperbolic surface, the boundary in this
case are the intersection of the surface with the hyperplanes t = 1 and t = −1. In
particular, the apex point is not considered a boundary point. We first define the
distance function on the double cone, that is, when ̺ = 0.

Definition 4.1. Let ̺ = 0. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ Xd+1, define

dX((x, t), (y, s)) = arccos
(
〈x, y〉+

√
t2 − ‖x‖2

√
s2 − ‖y‖2 +

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)
.

Then dX(·, ·) is a distance function on the double cone Xd+1.

Let X =
(
x,
√
t2 − ‖x‖2

)
and Y =

(
y,
√
s2 − ‖y‖2

)
, then |t|−1X and |s|−1Y belong

to Bd+1, so that (X, t), (Y, s) ∈ X
d+2
0 and

(4.1) dXd+1((x, t), (y, s)) = d
X

d+2
0

(
(X, t), (Y, s)

)
.

In particular, it follows that dX(·, ·) defines a distance on the solid double cone X
d+1.

This distance function, however, is difference from the distance dV(·, ·) defined in
for Vd+1 in [30]. It is closely related to the distance functions d[−1,1](·, ·) of [−1, 1] and

the distance function on Bd defined by

(4.2) dB(x
′, y′) := arccos

(
〈x′, y′〉+

√
1− ‖x′‖2

√
1− ‖y′‖2

)
, x′, y′ ∈ B

d.

Proposition 4.2. Let ̺ = 0 and d ≥ 2. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ Xd+1, write x = tx′ and
y = sy′ with x′, y′ ∈ Bd. Then

(4.3) 1− cos dX((x, t), (y, s)) = 1− cos d[−1,1](t, s) + ts (1− cos dB(x
′, y′)) .

In particular, if t and s have the same sign, then

(4.4) c1dX((x, t), (y, s)) ≤ d[−1,1](t, s) +
√
ts dB(x

′, t′) ≤ c2dX((x, t), (y, s)).



APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME 29

The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.2, using (3.2) and (4.2). In particular,
it follows that the distance on the line segment lx = {(tx′, t) : −1 ≤ t ≤ 1}, where
x′ ∈ Bd, of the double cone becomes d[−1,1](t, s) as expected. We will also need the
following lemma

Lemma 4.3. Let ̺ = 0 and d ≥ 2. For (x, t), (y, s) either both in X
d+1
+ or both in

X
d+1
− ,

∣∣t− s
∣∣ ≤ dX((x, t), (y, s)) and

∣∣√1− t2 −
√
1− s2

∣∣ ≤ dX((x, t), (y, s)).

and ∣∣√t2 − ‖x‖2 −
√
s2 − ‖y‖2

∣∣ ≤ (
√
2 + π)dX((x, t), (y, s)).

Proof. We consider only t, s ≥ 0. Let x = tx′ and y = sy′ with x′, y′ ∈ Bd. Setting
t = cos θ and s = cosφ. Using the inequality |〈x′, y′〉 +

√
1− ‖x′‖2

√
1− ‖y′‖2| ≤ 1,

it follows readily that cos dX0((x, t), (y, s)) ≤ ts+
√
1− t2

√
1− s2 = cos(θ − φ), which

allows us to follow the proof of Lemma 3.3 to establish the first two inequalities. For
third inequality, we assume without loss of generality that |t| ≥ |s|. Then,
∣∣√t2 − ‖x‖2 −

√
s2 − ‖y‖2

∣∣ =
∣∣∣|t|
√
1− ‖x′‖2 − |s|

√
1− ‖y′‖2

∣∣∣

≤ |t− s|
√
1− ‖x′‖2 + |s|

∣∣∣
√
1− ‖x′‖2 −

√
1− ‖y′‖2

∣∣∣

≤
√
2dX((x, t), (y, s)) +

√
ts dB(x

′, y′),

where the last step uses the inequality [8, (A.1.4)]
∣∣∣
√
1− ‖x′‖2 −

√
1− ‖y′‖2

∣∣∣ ≤
√
2dB(x

′, y′).

Hence, the third inequality follows from (4.4). This completes the proof. �

For ̺ > 0, the two parts of the solid hyperboloid, Xd+1
+ and X

d+1
− , are disjoint. It is

sufficient to consider the distance between points that lie in the same part. We define

d
̺
X
((x, t), (y, s)) =(4.5)

arccos
(
〈x, y〉+

√
1− ‖x‖2

√
1− ‖y‖2 +

√
1 + ̺2 − t2

√
1 + ̺2 − s2

)
.

If (x, t) and (y, t) are both in X+d+1 or both in X
d+1
− , then

d
̺
X
((x, t), (y, s)) = dX

((
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
,
(
y,
√
s2 − ̺2

))
.(4.6)

It is easy to see that this is a distance function and, evidently, its properties follows
from those of the distance on the double cone.

4.2. A family of doubling weights. For d ≥ 2, β > − 1
2 , γ > − 1

2 and µ > − 1
2 , let

W ̺
β,γ,µ be the weight function defined on the hyperboloid Xd+1 by

(4.7) W ̺
β,γ,µ(x, t) = b

̺
β,γ,µ|t|(t2 − ̺2)β−

1
2 (1 + ̺2 − t2)γ−

1
2 (t2 − ̺2 − ‖x‖2)µ− 1

2 .

When ̺ = 0 or the double cone, the weight function becomes

W 0
β,γ,µ(x, t) = b0

β,γ,µ|t|2β(1− t2)γ−
1
2 (t2 − ‖x‖2)µ− 1

2 ,
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which remains integrable over Xd+1 if β > − d+1
2 . Using the identity

∫

̺X
d+1

f(x, t)|t|dxdt =
∫

̺≤|t|≤̺+1

|t|
∫

‖x‖≤
√

t2−̺2

f(x, t)dxdt(4.8)

=

∫

|s|≤1

|s|
∫

‖x‖≤|s|
f(x,

√
s2 + ̺2)dyds

=

∫

0X
d+1

f(x,
√
s2 + ̺2)|s|dxds,

it is easy to see that the normalization constant b̺
β,γ,µ of W ̺

β,γ,µ(x, t) satisfies

b
̺
β,γ,µ = b0

β,γ,µ = bBµ
Γ(β + µ+ γ + d+1

2 )

Γ(β + µd
2 )Γ(γ + 1

2 )
,

where bBµ is the normalization constant for the weigt function ̟µ in (2.18) on B
d.

For r > 0 and (x, t) on the solid hyperboloid ̺X
d+1, we denote the ball centered at

(x, t) with radius r by

c̺((x, t), r) :=
{
(y, s) ∈ X

d+1 : d̺
X

(
(x, t), (y, s)

)
≤ r
}
.

The following lemma can be proved similarly as that of Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 4.4. For ̺ > 0 and (x, t) ∈ X
d+1,

W ̺
β,γ,µ

(
c̺((x, t), r)

)
=W 0

β,γµ

(
c0

((
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
, r
))

.

Proposition 4.5. Let r > 0 and (x, t) ∈ Xd+1. Then for β > − d+1
2 and γ > −1 and

µ ≥ 0,

W 0
β,γ,µ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
:= b0

β,γ,µ

∫

c0((x,t),r)

W 0
β,γ,µ(y, s)dyds(4.9)

∼ rd+1
(
t2 + r2

)β (
1− t2 + r2

)γ (
t2 − ‖x‖2 + r2

)µ
.

In particular, W 0
β,γ,µ is a doubling weight on the double cone and the doubling index

is given by α(W 0
β,γ,µ) = d+ 1 + 2µ+ 2max{0, β}+ 2max{0, γ}.

Proof. Let τr(t, s) and θr(t, s) = arccos τr(t, s) be as in the proof of Proposition 3.5.
From dX((x, t), (y, s)) ≤ r, we obtain d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r and, by (4.1)

dB(x
′, y′) ≤ arccos

(
2[τr(t, s)]

2 − 1
)
= 1

2 arccos τr(t, s) =
1
2θr(t, s),

where dB(·, ·) is the distance on the unit ball Bd. Hence, it follows that

W 0
β,γ,µ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
= b0

β,γ,µ

∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

sd
∫

dB(x′,y′)≤ 1
2 θr(t,s)

W 0
β,γ,µ(y, s)dyds

∼
∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

s2β+2µ+d−1(1 − s2)γ−
1
2 ds

∫

dB(x′,y′)≤ 1
2 θr(t,s)

(1− ‖y′‖2)µ− 1
2dy.

For µ ≥ 0 and 0 < ρ ≤ 1, it is known [19, Lemma 5.3] or [8, p. 107] that
∫

dB(x′,y′)≤ρ

(1− ‖y′‖2)µ− 1
2dy′ ∼ (1− ‖x′‖2 + ρ2)µρd,
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which implies, together with θr(t, s) ∼
√
1− τr, t, s, that

W 0
β,γ,µ

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼
∫

d[−1,1](t,s)≤r

s2β+2µ+d−1(1− s2)γ−
1
2

× (1 − ‖x′‖2 + 1− τr(t, s))
µ(1 − τr(t, s))

d
2 ds.

If t ≥ 3r, then s ∼ t+ r and, by 1− τr(t, s) = (cos d[−1,1](t, s)− cos r)/(ts), it follows
that

s2µ
(
1− ‖x′‖2 + 1− τr(t, s)

)µ ∼ (t2 − ‖x‖2 + r2)µ.

With this term removed, the integral of the remaining integrand can be estimated by
following the estimates of Case 1 and Case 3 of the proof of Proposition 3.5. If t ≤ 3r,
then t2 − ‖x‖2 + r2 ∼ r2. We use 1 − ‖x′‖2 + 1 − τr(t, s) ≤ 2 for the upper bound
and 1 − τr(t, s) ≥ 1/(8π2) on the subset d[−1,1](t, s) ≤ r/2, proved in the Case 2 of

the proof of Proposition 3.5, to remove the term
(
1 − ‖x′‖2 + 1 − τr(t, s)

)µ
from the

integral. The rest of the proof then follows from that of the Case 2 of the proof of
Proposition 3.5. This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.6. For d ≥ 2, β > − d+1
2 and γ > − 1

2 , the space (Xd+1,W 0
β,γ,µ, dX) is a

homogeneous space.

When ̺ = 0, β = 0, µ = 0 and γ = 1
2 , the relation (4.9) is for the Lebesgue measure

dm on the double cone,

m
(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼ rd+1(1− t2 + r2)

1
2 (t2 − ‖x‖2 + n−2)

1
2 .

Furthermore, W 0
0,0,0

(
c0((x, t), r)

)
∼ rd+1 and W 0

0,0,0(x, y) = (1 − t2)−
1
2 (t2 − ‖x‖2)− 1

2 .

4.3. Orthogonal polynomials on the hyperboloid. With respect to the weight
function W ̺

β,γ,µ, we defined the inner product

〈f, g〉W =

∫

Xd+1

f(x, t)g(x, t)W ̺
β,γ,µ(x, t)dxdt.

Let Vn(X
d+1,W ̺

β,γ,µ) be the space of these orthogonal polynomials of degree n, which

has the dimension dimVn(X
d+1,W ) =

(
n+d
n

)
. Like the decomposition on the surface

X
d+1
0 , this space satisfies

Vn

(
X

d+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ

)
= VE

n

(
X

d+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ

)⊕
VO
n

(
X

d+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ

)
,

where the subspace VE
n (Xd+1,W ̺

β,γ,µ) consists of orthogonal polynomials that are even

in t variable, whereas the subspace VO
n (Xd+1,W ̺

β,γ,µ) consists of orthogonal polynomi-
als that are odd in t variable.

An orthogonal basis can be given explicitly in terms of the Jacobi polynomials and
classical orthogonal polynomials on the unit ball for the subspace VE

n (Xd+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ)

for all ̺ ≥ 0, but for the subspace VO
n (Xd+1,W ̺

β,γ,µ) only when ̺ = 0. For example,

let {Pn−2k
k

: |k| = n − 2k, k ∈ Nd
0} denote an orthonormal basis of Vn−2k(B

d,Wµ).
Then the polynomials

Cn
n−2k,k(x, t) =P

(γ− 1
2 ,n−2k+β+µ+ d−2

2 )

k (2t2 − 2̺2 − 1)(4.10)

× (t2 − ̺2)
n−2k

2 Pn−2k
k

(
x√

t2 − ̺2

)
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with |k| = n− 2k and 0 ≤ k ≤ n/2 form an orthogonal basis of VE
n (Vd+1,W ̺

β,γ,µ). We
call these polynomials generalized Gegenbauer polynomials on the solid hyperboloid.
We will not work with the basis directly; see [29] for the basis in other cases.

Let PE
n (W

̺
β,γ,µ; ·, ·) denote the reproducing kernel of VE

n (Xd+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ). In terms of

the basis of (4.10), we can write

PE
n (W

̺
β,γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)) =

n∑

m=0

∑

|k|=m

Cn
n−2k,k(x, t)C

n
n−2k,k(y, s)

〈Cn
n−2k,k,C

n
n−2k,k〉Wβ,γ,µ

.

Just like on the surface Xd+1
0 , the kernel PE

n

(
W ̺

γ,µ; ·, ·
)
can be used to study the Fourier

orthogonal series of any function f that is even in the variable t on Xd+1. For such a
function, f(x, t) = f(x,−t), its projection on VO

n (Xd+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ) becomes zero, so that

its Fourier orthogonal expansion is given by

(4.11) f =

∞∑

n=0

projEn (W
̺
β,γ,µ; f),

where the projection projEn
(
W ̺

β,γ,µ

)
: L2

(
X

d+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ

)
7→ VE

n

(
X

d+1,W ̺
β,γ,µ

)
can be

written in terms of the kernel PE
n (W

̺
β,γ,µ; ·, ·) as

projn(W
̺
β,γ,µ; f) = cw

∫

Xd+1

f(y)PE
n (W

̺
β,γ,µ; ·, (y, s))W

̺
β,γ,µ(s)dyds.

Moreover, since f is even in t variable, we can regard it as the even extension of
a function f defined on the upper hyperboloid X

d+1
+ , which is the cone Vd+1 when

̺ = 0. In particular, this provides a Fourier orthogonal series for functions on the cone
V

d+1, which is, however, different from the Fourier orthogonal series in the Jacobi
polynomials on the cone discussed in [30].

The most interesting case on Xd+1 is β = 1
2 . To simplify the notation, we shall

denote W ̺
1
2 ,γ,µ

by W ̺
γ,µ throughout the rest of the section; that is,

W ̺
γ,µ(x, t) := |t|(1 + ̺2 − t2)γ−

1
2 (t2 − ̺2 − ‖x‖2)µ− 1

2 .

The orthogonal polynomials with respect to Wγ,µ also possess two characteristic prop-
erties: the first one is the spectral operator that has orthogonal polynomials as eigen-
functions [29, Theorem 4.8].

Theorem 4.7. Let ̺ ≥ 0, γ, µ > − 1
2 . Define the differential operator

D
̺
γ,µ :=(1 + ̺2 − t2)

(
1− ̺2

t2

)
∂2t +∆x − 〈x,∇x〉2 + 〈x,∇x〉

+
2

t
(1 + ̺2 − t2)〈x,∇x〉∂t +

(
(1 + ̺2 − t2)

̺2

t2
+ 2µ+ d

)
1

t
∂t

− (2γ + 2µ+ d+ 1)

((
1− ̺2

t2

)
t∂t + 〈x,∇x〉

)

Then the polynomials in VE
n (Xd+1,W ̺

γ,µ) are eigenfunctions of D̺
γ,µ,

D
̺
γ,µu = −n(n+ 2γ + 2µ+ d)u, ∀u ∈ VE

n

(
X

d+1,W ̺
γ,µ

)
(4.12)

The second one is the addition formula for the reproducing kernel PE
n

(
w
̺
β,γ,µ; ·, ·

)
,

which is of the simplest form when β = 1
2 [29, Prop. 5.7 and Cor. 5.6].

Theorem 4.8. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. Then
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(a) For β, γ, µ > − 1
2 ,

PE
n

(
W ̺

β,γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)
= PE

n

(
W 0

β,γ,µ;
(
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
,
(
y,
√
s2 − ̺2

))
.(4.13)

(b) For ̺ = 0, and γ, µ ≥ 0,

PE
n

(
W 0

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)
= bγ,µ

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1

Z
γ+µ+ d

2
n

(
ξ(x, t, y, s;u, v)

)
(4.14)

× (1− v2)γ−1(1− u2)µ−1dudv,

where bγ,µ = cγ−1,γ−1cµ−1,µ−1 with ca,b defined as in (2.10) and

ξ(x, t, y, s;u, v) =
(
〈x, y〉+ u

√
t2 − ‖x‖2

√
s2 − ‖y‖2

)
sign(st) + v

√
1− s2

√
1− t2,

and the identity (4.14) holds under the limit when µ = 0 or γ = 0.

4.4. Highly localized kernels. Let â be a cut-off function. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X
d+1,

the localized kernel LE
n (W

̺
γ,µ; ·, ·) is defined by

LE
n (W

̺
γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)) =

∞∑

j=0

â

(
j

n

)
PE

j (W
̺
γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)).

We show that this kernel is highly localized when (x, t) and (y, s) are either both in

X
d+1
+ or both in X

d+1
− . For µ, γ ≥ 0, define

W ̺
γ,µ(n;x, t) :=

(
1 + ̺2 − t2 + n−2

)γ(
t2 − ̺2 − ‖x‖2 + n−2

)µ
.

Theorem 4.9. Let d ≥ 2, µ, γ ≥ 0. Let â be an admissible cutoff function. Then for
any κ > 0, and (x, t), (y, s) either both in X

d+1
+ or both in X

d+1
− ,

∣∣LE
n (W

̺
γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cκn
d+1

√
W ̺

γ,µ(n;x, t)
√
W ̺

γ,µ(n; y, s)

(
1 + ndX((x, t), (y, s))

)−κ
.

Proof. Again, it is sufficient to consider the case ̺ = 0 and we shall be brief. By
(4.14) we can write LE

n

(
W 0

γ,µ

)
in terms of the kernel for the Jacobi polynomials. Let

λ = γ + µ+ d
2 . Then

LE
n

(
W 0

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)
= bγ,µ

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1

L
(λ− 1

2 ,λ− 1
2 )

n

(
ξ(x, t, y, s;u, v)

)

× (1− v2)γ−1(1− u2)µ−1dudv.

Hence, applying (2.12) with m = 1 and α = β = λ− 1/2, we obtain

∣∣LE
n (W

0
γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cn2λ+1

∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1

1
(
1 + n

√
1− ξ(x, t, y, s;u, v)

)κ+3γ+3µ+2

× (1− v2)γ−1(1 − u2)µ−1dudv.

Since t and s have the same sign, it is easy to verify that

1− ξ(x, t, y, s;u, v) = 1− cos dX((x, t), (y, s))

+ (1 − u)
√
t2 − ‖x‖2

√
s2 − ‖y‖2 + (1− v)

√
1− t2

√
1− s2.
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The entries in both two lines in the right-hand side of the above identity are lower
bounds of 1− ξ(x, t, u, s;u, v). Using the first one, we obtain the estimate

∣∣LE
n (W

0
γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s))

∣∣ ≤ cn2λ+1 1

(1 + ndX((x, t), (y, s)))κ+γ+µ
I(x, t, y, s),

where, using the second one and the symmetry of the integral, the integral I(x, t, y, s)
is given by

I(x, t, y, s) = cγ− 1
2 ,µ− 1

2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(1− u2)µ−1(1− v2)γ−1

(
1 + n

√
A(1− u) +B(1− v)

)2γ+2µ+2 dudv

with A =
√
t2 − ‖x‖2

√
s2 − ‖y‖2 and B =

√
1− t2

√
1− s2. The integral I(x, t, y, s)

is bounded by 1 and it can also be bounded by applying (3.18) twice. Carrying out
the estimates, we conclude that

I(x, t, y, s) ≤ c
n−2γ−2µ

(A+ n−1)
µ
(B + n−1)

γ

≤ c
n−2γ−2µ

√
W 0

γ,µ(n; t)
√
W 0

γ,µ(n; t)

(
1 + ndX((x, t), (y, s))

)γ+µ
,

where the second inequality follows from (3.19) and Lemma 4.3. Putting the last two
displayed inequalities together, we have established (ii). �

This establishes Assertion 1. The next theorem establishes Assertion 2.

Theorem 4.10. Let d ≥ 2, µ, γ ≥ − 1
2 . Then for (xi, ti) and (y, s) that are either all

in X
d+1
+ or all in X

d+1
− , (x1, t1) ∈ c̺((x2, t2), c∗n−1) with c∗ small and any κ > 0,

∣∣LE
n (W

̺
γ,µ; (x1, t1), (y, s))− LE

n (W
̺
γ,µ; (x2, t2), (y, s))

∣∣

≤ cκn
d+1d

̺
X
((x1, t1), (x2, t2))√

W ̺
γ,µ(n, t2)

√
W ̺

γ,µ(n; s)
(
1 + nd̺

X
((x2, t2), (y, s))

)κ .

Proof. Again it suffices to prove the case ̺ = 0. Let ξi(u, v) = ξ(xi, ti, y, s;u, v). From
(4.3), it is easy to see that

ξ1(u, v)− ξ2(u, v) = cos dX((x1, t1), (y, s))− cos dX((x2, t2), (y, s))

+ (1− u)

(√
t22 − ‖x2‖2 −

√
t21 − ‖x1‖2

)√
s2 − ‖y‖2

+ (1− v)

(√
1− t22 −

√
1− t21

)√
1− s2.

By Lemma 4.3 and the proof of Theorem 3.10, this leads to

|ξ1(u, v)− ξ2(u, v)| ≤ dX

(
(x1, t1), (x2, t2)

)[
Σ1 +Σ2(u) + Σ3(v)

]
,

where

Σ1 = dX((x2, t2), (y, s)) + dX((x1, t1), (x2, t2)),

Σ2(u) = (1− u)
√
s2 − ‖y‖2,

Σ3(v) = (1− v)
√

1− s2.
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Hence, following the proof of Theorem 3.10, we see that, with λ = γ + µ+ d
2 ,∣∣Ln(W

0
γ,µ; (x1, t1), (y, s))− Ln(W

0
γ,µ; (x2, t2), (y, s))

∣∣

≤ c dX
(
(x1, t1), (x2, t2)

) ∫ 1

−1

∫ 1

−1

[
n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ξ1(u, v)2

)κ +
n2λ+3

(
1 + n

√
1− ξ2(u, v)2

)κ

]

×
(
Σ1 +Σ2(u) + Σ3(v)

)
(1− u2)µ−1(1− v2)γ−1dudv.

The integrals that contain Σ1 and Σ3(v) can be estimated exactly as in the proof of
Theorem 3.10. The integral that contains Σ2(u) does not cause additional problem
and can be handled just as the integral containing Σ3(v). We omit the details. �

The case p = 1 of the following lemma establishes Assertion 3 for W ̺
γ,µ.

Lemma 4.11. Let d ≥ 2, γ > − 1
2 and µ > − 1

2 . For 0 < p < ∞, assume κ >
2d+2
p + 2(β + γ)| 1p − 1

2 |. Then for (x, t) ∈ Xd+1,

∫

Xd+1

W ̺
γ,µ(y, s)

W ̺
γ,µ(n; y, s)

p
2

(
1 + nd̺

X
((x, t), (y, s))

)κp dyds ≤ cn−d−1W ̺
γ,µ(n;x, t)

1− p
2 .

Proof. Again, it suffices to consider ̺ = 0. Let Jp denote the left-hand side the
inequality to be proved. As in the case of X0, we only need to estimate J2. Furthermore,
following the proof of Lemma 3.11, we only need to estimate the integral in J2 over
either Xd+1

+ or Xd+1
− , which we choose as Xd+1

+ = Vd+1 and denote it by J2,+. Then

J2,+ =

∫ 1

0

sd
∫

Bd

W 0
γ,µ(sy

′, s)

W 0
γ,µ(n; sy

′, s)(1 + ndX((x, t), (sy′, s)))2κ
dy′ds.

Let x = tx′ and y = sy′ with x′, y′ ∈ Bd. Using w0
0,γ(t) = (1− t2)γ−

1
2 and w0

β,γ(n; s) =

(1− t2 + n−2)γ , we can easily verify that

W 0
γ,µ(y, s)

W 0
γ,µ(n; y, s)

≤ c
w0
0,γ(s)√

1− ‖y′‖2w0
0,γ(n; s)

,

which leads to

J2,+ ≤
∫ 1

0

sd
∫

Bd

w0
0,γ(s)

w0
0,γ(n; s)(1 + ndX((x, t), (sy′, s)))2κ

dy′√
1− ‖y′‖2

ds.

Setting x = tx′, X = (x′,
√
1− ‖x′‖2) and Y = (y′,

√
1− ‖y′‖2), so that dBd(x′, y′) =

dSd(X,Y ), we use the identity

(4.15)

∫

Bd

g
(
y′,
√
1− ‖y′‖2

) dy′√
1− ‖y′‖2

=

∫

Sd+

g(y)dσ(y),

where Sd+ denotes the upper hemisphere of Sd, which allows us to follow the proof of
Lemma 3.11 to obtain

J2,+ ≤ c

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

−1

sdw0
0,γ(s)(1 − u2)

d−2
2

w0
0,γ(n; s)

(
1 + n

√
1− tsu−

√
1− t2

√
1− s2

)2κ duds.

The integral in the right-hand side with d replaced by d + 1 appeared in the proof of
Lemma 3.11, and it is bounded by cn−d−1 accordingly. �
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Proposition 4.12. For γ ≥ 0, µ ≥ 0 and (x, t) ∈ Xd+1,

∫

Xd+1

∣∣LE
n

(
W ̺

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)∣∣pW ̺

γ,µ(y, s)dyds ≤
(

nd

W ̺
γ,µ(n; t)

)p−1

.

This follows by applying Lemma 4.11 on the estimate in Theorem 4.9.
We have established Assertions 1 – 3 for LE

n (Wγ,µ; ·, ·). The kernel uses, however,
only polynomials that are even in t and in s variable.

Corollary 4.13. For d ≥ 2, ̺ ≥ 0, γ ≥ 0 and µ ≥ 0, the space (Xd+1,W ̺
γ,µ, d

̺
X
) is

a localizable homogeneous space, where its localized kernels are defined for polynomials
even in t and in s variables.

4.5. Maximal ε-separated sets on the hyperbolic surface. We give a construc-
tion of maximal ε-separated on the hyperboloid and the double cone, following the
definition of Definition 2.3. Our construction follows the one on X

d+1
0 in Section 3.5.

We first need ε-separated set on the unit ball Bd. We adopt the following notation.
For ε > 0, we denote by ΞB(ε) a maximal ε-separated set on the unit ball Bd and we
let Bu(ε) be the subsets in Bd so that the collection {Bu(ε) : u ∈ ΞB(ε)} is a partition
of Bd, and we assume

(4.16) cB(u, c1ε) ⊂ Bu(ε) ⊂ cB(u, c2ε), u ∈ ΞB(ε),

where cB(u, ε) denotes the ball centered at u with radius ε in Bd, c1 and c2 depend
only on d. It is known (see, for example, [19]) that such a ΞB(ε) exists for all ε > 0
and its cardinality satisfies

(4.17) c′dε
−d ≤ #ΞB(ε) ≤ cdε

−d.

For the hyperboloid Xd+1, we denote by ΞX = ΞX(ε) a maximum ε-separated set and,
furthermore, denote by {X(u, t) : (tu, t) ∈ ΞX} a partition of Xd+1. We give one
construction of such sets below.

Let ε > 0 and let N = 2⌊π
2 ε

−1⌋. We define tj = cos θj and t+j and t−j , 1 ≤ j ≤ N ,

as in Subsection 3.5. Then Xd+1 can be partitioned by

X
(j) :=

{
(x, t) ∈ X

d+1 : t−j < t ≤ t+j
}
, 1 ≤ j ≤ N.

Furthermore, the upper and lower hyperboloid X
d+1
+ and X

d+1
− can be partitioned by

X
d+1
+ =

N/2⋃

j=1

X
(j) and X

d+1
− =

N⋃

j=N/2+1

X
(j).

Let εj := πε/(2tj). Then ΞB(εj) is the maximal εj-separated set of Bd such that, for

each j ≥ 1, {Bu(εj) : u ∈ ΞB(εj)} is a partition of Bd and #ΞB(εj) ∼ ε−d
j . For each

j = 1, . . . , N , we decompose X(j) by

X
(j) =

⋃

u∈ΞB(εj)

X(u, tj), where X(u, tj) :=
{
(tv, t) : t−j < t ≤ t+j , v ∈ Bu(εj)

}
.

Finally, we define the set ΞX of Xd+1 by

ΞX =
{
(tju, tj) : u ∈ ΞB(εj), 1 ≤ j ≤ N

}
.



APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME 37

Proposition 4.14. Let ε > 0 and N = 2⌊π
2 ε

−1⌋. Then ΞX is a maximal ε-separated

set of Xd+1 and {X(tju, tj) : u ∈ ΞB(εj), 1 ≤ j ≤ N} is a partition

X
d+1 =

⋃

(tu,t)∈ΞX

X(u, t) =
N⋃

j=1

⋃

u∈ΞB(εj)

X(u, tj).

Moreover, there are positive constants c1 and c2 depending only on d such that

(4.18) c0
(
(tju, tj), c1ε

)
⊂ X(u, tj) ⊂ c0

(
(tju, tj), c2ε

)
, (tju, tj) ∈ ΞX,

and c′d and cd depending only on d such that

c′dε
−d−1 ≤ #ΞX ≤ cdε

−d−1.

Proof. The proof is parallel to that of Propositions 3.14 and follows almost verbatim.
We omit the details. �

Proposition 4.15. For ε > 0, let ΞX be a maximal ε-separated set in Xd+1. Define

Ξ̺
X
:=
{(
x,
√
t2 − ̺2

)
: (x, t) ∈ ΞX

}
.

Then Ξ̺
X
is a maximal ε-separated set in the solid hyperboloid ̺X

d+1.

This is an immediate consequence of (3.5). In particular, for ΞX defined in Propo-
sition 4.14, both (3.25) and (3.26) extend to ̺X

d+1 as well. Moreover, this set is
also evenly symmetric, where the notion of evenly symmetric set on Xd+1 is defined
analogously as in Definition 3.16 with X0 replaced by X.

With Assertions 1–3 established for Wγ,µ for γ ≥ 0 and µ ≥ 0, we can now apply
[30, Theorem 2.15] to state the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequality. However, following

the consideration in the case of Xd+1
0 , our result holds under symmetry assumption on

the weight W and the set ΞX, and is restricted to the subspace of polynomials

ΠE
n (X

d+1) =
{
p ∈ Πd+1

n : p(x, t) = p(x,−t), ∀(x, t) ∈ X
d+1
}
.

Theorem 4.16. Let W be a doubling weight on Xd+1 such that W (x, t) = W (x,−t)
for all (x, t) ∈ Rd+1. Let Ξ̺

X
be a symmetric maximal δ

n -separated subset of Xd+1 and
0 < δ ≤ 1.

(i) For all 0 < p <∞ and f ∈ ΠE
m(Xd+1) with n ≤ m ≤ cn,

∑

z∈Ξ̺
X

(
max

(x,t)∈c̺((z,r),
δ
n
)
|f(x, t)|p

)
W
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)
≤ cW,p‖f‖pp,W

where cW,p depends on p when p is close to 0 and on the doubling constant of W .
(ii) For 0 < r < 1, there is a δr > 0 such that for δ ≤ δr, r ≤ p < ∞ and

f ∈ ΠE
n (X

d+1),

‖f‖pp,W ≤ cW,r

∑

z∈Ξ̺

(
min

(x,t)∈c̺

(
(z,r),

δ
n

) |f(x, t)|p
)
W
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)

where cW,r depends only on the doubling constant of W and on r when r is close
to 0.
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4.6. Positive cubature rules. We need fast decaying polynomials on the solid hy-
perboloid, which will verify Assertion 4.

Lemma 4.17. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. For each (x, t) ∈ Xd+1, there is a polynomial T ̺
x,t

in ΠE
n that satisfies

(1) T ̺
x,t(x, t) = 1, T ̺

x,t(y, s) ≥ c > 0 if (y, s) ∈ c((x, t), δ
n ), and for every κ > 0,

0 ≤ T ̺
x,t(y, s) ≤ cκ

(
1 + d

̺
X

(
(x, t), (y, s)

))−κ
, (y, s) ∈ X

d+1.

(2) there is a polynomial q of degree 4n such that q(x, t)T ̺
x,t is a polynomial of degree

5n in (x, t) and 1 ≤ q(x, t) ≤ c.

Proof. We construct our polynomial based on the one given in Lemma 3.18 by following
the approach in Lemma 3.18. For (x, t), (y, s) ∈ X

d+1, we introduce the notation

X = (x,
√
t2 − ̺2 − ‖x‖2) and Y = (y,

√
s2 − ̺2 − ‖y‖2). Moreover, denote X∗ =

(x,−
√
t2 − ̺2 − ‖x‖2) and Y∗ = (y,−

√
s2 − ̺2 − ‖y‖2). Then (X, t), (Y, s) and (X∗, t)

and (Y∗, s) are all elements of Xd+2
0 . Let T ̺

(X,t) denote the polynomial of degree n on

X
d+2
0 defined in Lemma 3.18. We now define

T ̺
x,t(y, s) :=

T ̺
(X,t)(Y, s) + T ̺

(X,t)(Y∗, s)

1 + T ̺
(X,t)(X∗, t)

.

Since T ̺
(X,t)(X, t) = 1, it follows that T ̺

(x,t)(x, t) = 1. Moreover, since

T ̺
(X,t)(X∗, t) =

Sn(2‖x‖2 + 1 + 2̺2 − 2t2) + Sn(2‖x‖2 − 1)

1 + Sn(2t2 − 2̺2 − 1)

and 0 ≤ Sn(t) ≤ c, we see that 0 ≤ T(X,t)(X∗, s) ≤ c. In particular, it follows that

T ̺
x,t(y, s) ≥ c T ̺

(X,t)(Y, s) ≥ c > 0, (y, s) ∈ c
(
(x, t), δ

n

)
,

since dX((x, t), (y, s)) = d
X

d+2
0

((X, t), (Y, s)). Furthermore, since cos dX0((X, t), (Y, s)) ≥
cos dX0((X, t), (Y∗, s)), we obtain

dX0((X, t), (Y∗, s)) ≥ dX0((X, t), (Y, s)) = dX((x, t), (y, s)).

Hence, using the estimate of T ̺
(X,t) in Lemma 3.18, we conclude that

0 ≤ T ̺
x,t(y, s) ≤ c

[(
1 + ndV0((X, t), (Y, s))

)−κ
+
(
1 + ndV0((X, t), (Y∗, s))

)−κ
]

≤ c
(
1 + ndV((x, t), (y, s))

)−κ
.

Finally, let q(x, t) = (1 + Sn(2t
2 − 2̺2 − 1))T ̺

(X,t)(X∗, t). Then q(x, t) is a polynomial

of degree at most 4n, so that q(x, t)T ̺
x,t is a polynomial of degree at most 5n and

1 ≤ q(x, t) ≤ c. This completes the proof. �

The lemma establishes Assertion 4 with a polynomial in ΠE
n (X

d+1). Let W be a
doubling weight function that is even in t variable on Xd+1. We define

λEn (W ;x, t) := inf
g(x,t)=1

g∈ΠE
n (Xd+1)

∫

Xd+1

|g(x, t)|2W (x, t)dxdt,(4.19)



APPROXIMATION AND LOCALIZED POLYNOMIAL FRAME 39

which is the Christoffel function for the space ΠE
n (X

d+1). Just like the case of Xd+1
0 ,

this Christoffel function is related to the kernel KE
n (W ) =

∑n
k=0 P

E
k (W ) by

λEn (W ;x, t) =
1

KE
n (W ; (x, t), (x, t))

, (x, t) ∈ X
d+1.

Moreover, [30, Propositions 2.17 and 2.18] remain valid for λEn (W ) on Xd+1 by using
the Lemma 4.17. Hence, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.18. Let W be a doubling weight function on Xd+1 such that W (x, t) =
W (x,−t) for all (x, t) ∈ Xd+1. Then

λEn
(
W ; (x, t)

)
≤ cW

(
c̺
(
(x, t), 1

n

))
.

Moreover, for γ ≥ 0 and µ ≥ 0,

λEn
(
Wγ,µ; (x, t)

)
≥ cWγ,µ

(
c̺
(
(x, t), 1

n

))
= cn−dW ̺

γ,µ(n;x, t).

We are now in position to state the positive cubature rule for solid hyperboloid,
following which holds for polynomials in ΠE

n (X
d+1) and under the symmetry assump-

tions.

Theorem 4.19. Let d ≥ 2 and ̺ ≥ 0. Let W be a doubling weight on Xd+1 such that
W (x, t) =W (x,−t) for all (x, t) ∈ Xd+1. Let Ξ̺ be a symmetric maximum δ

n -separated

subset of Xd+1. There is a δ0 > 0 such that for 0 < δ < δ0 there exist positive numbers
λz,r, (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺, so that

(4.20)

∫

Xd+1

f(x, t)W (x, t)dxdt =
∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺

λz,rf(z, r), ∀f ∈ ΠE
n (X

d+1).

Moreover, λz,r ∼W
(
c̺((z, r),

δ
n )
)
for all (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺.

Again, this follows from [30, Theorem 2.20] when the domain becomes Xd+1
0 and it

remains valid under symmetry assumptions on the weight and on the polynomials.

4.7. Localized tight frames. The symmetry assumption for the weight and for the
ε-separated subset also carries over to the local frame on the solid hyperboloid. Let
̺ ≥ 0 and letW be a doubling weight on Xd+1 that is even in t variable. Let LE

n (W )∗f
denote the operator in ΠE

2n(X
d+1) defined by

LE
n (W ) ∗ f(x) :=

∫

Xd+1

f(y, s)LE
n (W ; (x, t), (y, s))W (y, s)dyds,

where LE
n (W ; ·, ·) is the highly localized kernel defined via a cut-off function â that

satisfies (3.30). For j = 0, 1, . . . , let Ξ̺
j be a symmetric maximal δ

2j -separated subset

in X
d+1, so that∫

Xd+1

f(x, t)W (x, t)dxdt =
∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

λ(x,r),jf(z, r), f ∈ ΠE
2j (X

d+1).

For j = 1, 2, . . . , define the operator F ̺
j (W ) by

F ̺
j (W ) ∗ f = LE

2j−1 (W ) ∗ f
and define the frame elements ψ(z,r),j for (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺

j by

ψ(z,r),j(x, t) :=
√
λ(z,r),jF

̺
j ((x, t), (z, r)), (x, t) ∈ X

d+1.

Then Φ = {ψ(z,r),j : (z, r) ∈ Ξ̺
j , j = 1, 2, 3, . . .} is a tight frame by [30, Theorem 2.21].
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Theorem 4.20. Let W be a doubling weight on Xd+1 even in its t variable. If f ∈
L2(Xd+1,W ) and f is even in t variable, then

f =

∞∑

j=0

∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

〈f, ψ(z,r),j〉wψ(z,r),j in L2(Xd+1,W )

and

‖f‖2,W =
( ∞∑

j=0

∑

(z,r)∈Ξ̺
j

|〈f, ψ(z,r),j〉W |2
)1/2

.

Furthermore, for γ ≥ 0 and µ ≥ 0, the frame for W ̺
γ,µ is highly localized in the sense

that, for every κ > 0, there exists a constant cκ > 0 such that

(4.21) |ψ(z,r),j(x, t)| ≤ cκ
2j(d+1)/2

√
W ̺

γ,µ(2j ;x, t)(1 + 2jd̺
X
((x, t), (z, r)))κ

, (x, t) ∈ X
d+1.

Like the case on the hyperbolic surface, the frame elements involve only orthogonal
polynomials even in t variable. The localization (4.21) follows from Theorem 4.9 and
λ(z,r),j ∼ 2−j(d+1)W ̺

γ,µ(2
j ;x, t) which holds for W ̺

γ,µ by Corollary 4.18 and (4.9). We
note, however, that the localized tight frame holds for the weight functionW ̺

γ,µ, which

does not include the Lebesgue measure on Xd+1.

4.8. Characterization of best appoximation. For f ∈ Lp(Xd+1,W ̺
γ,µ), we denote

by En(f)p,W̺
γ,µ

the best approximation to f from Πd+1
n (Xd+1) in the norm ‖ · ‖p,W̺

γ,µ
;

that is,

En(f)p,W̺
γ,µ

:= inf
g∈Πn(Xd+1)

‖f − g‖p,W̺
γ,µ
, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

As in the case of hyperbolic surface, if f is even in t variable, then we can choose the
polynomial of best approximation from ΠE

n (X
d+1). We can give a characterization of

this quantity for functions that are even in t variable.
For f ∈ Lp(Xd+1,W ̺

γ,µ) and r > 0, the modulus of smoothness is defined by

ωr(f ; ρ)p,W̺
γ,µ

= sup
0≤θ≤ρ

∥∥∥∥
(
I − Sθ,W̺

γ,µ

)r/2
f

∥∥∥∥
p,W̺

γ,µ

, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

where the operator Sθ,W̺
γ,µ

is defined by, for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . and λ = γ + µ+ d
2 ,

projEn

(
W ̺

γ,µ;Sθ,W̺
γ,µ
f
)
= R

(λ− 1
2 ,λ− 1

2 )
n (cos θ) projEn

(
W ̺

γ,µ; f
)
.

In terms of the fractional differential operator (−D
̺
γ,µ)

r
2 , the K-functional for a dou-

bling weight W , even in t variable on Xd+1, is defined by

Kr(f, t)p,W := inf
g∈W r

p (Xd+1,W )

{
‖f − g‖p,W + tr

∥∥(−D
̺
γ,µ)

r
2 f
∥∥
p,W

}
,

where the Sobolev space W r
p

(
Xd+1,W

)
is the space that consists of f ∈ Lp(Xd+1,W ),

even in t variable, so that
∥∥(−D

̺
γ,µ)

r
2 f
∥∥
p,W

is finite.

For W ̺
γ,µ, Assertions 1 and 3 hold and we now verify that Assertion 5 holds as well.

By (4.12), the kernel L
(r)
n (̟) in Assertion 5 becomes

L(r)
n

(
W ̺

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)
=

∞∑

k=0

â

(
k

n

)
(k(k + 2γ + 2µ+ d))

r
2PE

k

(
W ̺

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)
.
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Lemma 4.21. Let γ, µ ≥ − 1
2 and κ > 0. Then, for r > 0 and (x, t), (y, s) ∈ Xd+1,

∣∣∣L(r)
n

(
W ̺

γ,µ; (x, t), (y, s)
)∣∣∣ ≤ cκ

nd+r+1

√
W ̺

γ,µ(n; t)
√
W ̺

γ,µ(n; s)

(
1 + nd̺

X
((x, t), (y, s))

)−κ
.

Proof. This can be proved similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3.22 and using the
estimate in Theorem 4.9. We omit the details. �

We can now state the characterization of the best approximation by polynomials on
the hyperboloid, following [30, Theorem 3.12].

Theorem 4.22. Let f ∈ Lp(Xd+1,W ) if 1 ≤ p < ∞ and f ∈ C(Xd+1) if p = ∞.
Assume that f satisfies f(x, t) = f(x,−t). Let ̺ ≥ 0, r > 0 and n = 1, 2, . . .. Then

(i) for W =W ̺
γ,µ with γ, µ ≥ 0,

En(f)p,W̺
γ,µ

≤ cKr(f ;n
−1)p,W̺

γ,µ
;

(ii) for every doubling weight W that satisfies W (x, t) =W (x,−t) on X
d+1,

Kr(f ;n
−1)p,W ≤ cn−r

n∑

k=0

(k + 1)r−1Ek(f)p,W .

For W =W ̺
γ,µ, the K-functional is equivalent to the modulus of smoothness.

Theorem 4.23. Let ̺ ≥ 0, γ, µ ≥ 0 and f ∈ Lr
p(X

d+1,W ̺
γ,µ), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Then for

0 < θ ≤ π/2 and r > 0

c1Kr(f ; θ)p,W̺
γ,µ

≤ ωr(f ; θ)p,W̺
γ,µ

≤ c2Kr(f ; θ)p,W̺
γ,µ
.

In particular, the characterization in Theorem 4.22 can be stated in terms of the
modulus of smoothness instead.
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