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A FOURIER INVERSION THEOREM FOR NORMAL
FUNCTIONS

TRISTRAM DE PIRO

ABSTRACT. This paper proves an inversion theorem for the Fourier
transform defined in [2], applied to the class of normal functions.

We recall the definition of the Fourier transform for quasi split nor-

mal functions, which includes normal functions, introduced in the pa-
per [2], normalised by the factor % in dimension 2, and by 21) 3 in
dimension 3, which we denote by F. The aim of this paper is to prove

an inversion theorem for such functions. We first have the following;

Lemma 0.1. Let f : R?> — R be smooth and quasi split normal, then

F(f) € LY(R?) and is of rapid decay, in the sense that, for |k| > 1,

kl ;é 07 k2 ;é 0
FDE < &

where C,, E R, n € N.

A similar result holds for smooth quasi split normal f : R — R,
with F(f) € LY(R?), and for |k| > 1, ky # 0,ky # 0, ks # 0

F(HR) < E

where Cp, € R, n € N.

Proof. In dimension 2, by [2], we have that integration by parts is jus-
tified, for k1 # 0, ky # 0, and we obtain that;

F(V2(N)) (k= —k*F(f)(k)
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By the definition of quasi split normality, (/%)™ f is of moderate de-
crease 2n + 1 and smooth, so that for n > 1, ()" f € L'(R?), and we
have the trivial bound;

IF((72)" )] < Nl mey _ Con

2

Rearranging (), we obtain that, for |k| > 1, k; # 0, ky # 0;

IF(f)(R)] < G < B, for 1 <m < 2n.

The proof for f : R* — R is similar, noting that (/2)"f € L'(R?),
for n > 2, and repeating the argument in three variables.

We have that, by the definition of quasi split normality, for f :
R? = R, {%, 2_5} are of moderate decrease 2, and smooth, so belong
to L%(Rz). By the Haussdorff-Young inequality, using the fact that
1 < 3 < 2, we have that {]—"(%),}"(g—;)}_c L3(R?), in particularly
{f(%),]—“(g—;), |.7:(%)\ + \]—“(g—;)\} C L3(B(0,1)). A simple integration
using polar coordinates, shows that + € L3(B(0,1)). As above, we
have that, for k; # 0, ks # 0;

= _ FEhH® _ FEH®
F()k) =20 = Zal )

Observe that;

1< (1+ i_%)% < V2, for |ky| < |k

so that |k—11‘ < %, for |ko| < |k1l, \k_12| < 2 for |ki| < |ksl, the cases

being exhaustive, (B). Combining (A), (B), we obtain that;

_ A \(T
IF(H R < V21 ZZB for ky| < (k|
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FO®] < VD for k| < [k

= maz(F(35)®)|IF(GHE)D)
IF(N)(R) < V2 e

_ x/i(\F(%ﬁ)(E)llHF(%g)(E)\)

By Holder’s inequality, we have that;

VE(F(GH ®)1+1F(GDE)D) -
T € L'(B(0,1))

so that F(f)(k) € L*(B(0,1)). By the rapid decrease of F(f), for
|k| > 1, we have that F(f)(k) € LY(R*\ B(0,1)), so that F(f)(k) €
LY (R?).

For f : R® — R, {% , gg’j , gf } are of moderate decrease 2, and

smooth, so belong to L*(R?), and by classical theory;
{FE), FE), FEL IF G+ I FE + | FEDIY € L2(R?)
as well. In particular;
{F(GE), FEG, FED I FED+ IFED + 1FEDI} € L2(B(0, 1))

A simple integration using polar coordinates, shows that + € L?(B(0,1)).
As above, we have that, for ky # 0, ko #£ 0, k3 # 0;

— o1y (% Fe )(k) k
F(f)(F) = Fla)k) _ F(E )()(AA)

zkl zkz ks
Observe that;
11 1 1 1 1 1
ko lk |(1+k2+k2) ke ‘(1+%+:—§)% B ‘k3|(1+%+2—§)1
and;

1< (1 + ﬁ + :_g)% < \/§, for mam(\kl\, ‘]ﬁ?g‘) < ‘k2‘
2
1< (1+ é + k_%)% < V3, for max(|kyl, |k3|) < |k

1< (1+ k_z + ﬁ)% < V3, for mazx(|ky], |ka|) < |ks|
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sothatﬁg for max(|kal, [kal) < [k, 757 < %2, for maz([ka], |ks]) <

|kal, |k3‘ < ¥ ¥3_for max(|ki|, |ka|) < |ks| the cases bemg exhaustive,

(BB). Combining (AA), (BB), we obtain that;

FH®] < VBIZED for maz((kal, [ks)) < [k

I F(f)(R)] <xf|f(ay |, for maz(|kal, [ks]) < |kl

F®] < VBIZEEY for maz((kal, [kal) < [ks

- maz(|F(50)®)IF (G ®)IF (D ®))
\F(f)(R)] < V3 . P

< VBIFGHEHFGHBHFGDHE)
— k

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have that;
VB(FEE) ®)HFED ®I+HFED )
k

e L'Y(B(0,1))

so that F(f)(k) € L*(B(0,1)). By the rapid decrease of F(f), for
|k| > 1, we have that F(f)(k) € LY(R?\ B(0,1)), so that F(f)(k) €
LY(R3?).

O

Definition 0.2. Let f € C°°(R?) be quasi split normal with %

bounded for 0 < iy + iy < 27. Let Cp, = {(x,y) € R?* : |z| < m, |y| <
m}. Let;

CBIAm(R2) = {h 88;(;; ,0 <4,j <13, define continuous functions,

414 414 . . .
aiiiayﬁw (%Tagi,() <1 <13, define bounded functions on Q,}

Then we define an inflexionary approzimation sequence {fn, : m €
N} by the requirements;

(Z) fm c Cl3,14,m(R2)
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(@). fmlc, = flow

(Z’ll) fm|(R2\Cm+L) = O
m2

Letting g, =

fm|[—m,m}><[—m—512—,m+512—];
(iv). For |z| < m, for 0 <i<13;

gm _ 9
8igm 82
Oyt

((E,—m)

—m)

8igm
oy

(m,m—i—%) =0

1

3igm —
dyt l(z,—m—2) = 0

(v). For|z| <m

814 a m
Zf6y1£|mm >07 g |me>0

14
ngyli[‘ (z,m) <O; 8y14 ‘Vzm SO

614f o4 9r
Zfay14‘:c—m >0; oyl an mZO
814 314gm
Zf 8y14 < 0; ay14 |V:c —m S 0

The same property as (iv), (v) holding, replacing f and g,, with 2
and 89’” , for 0 <i < 13.

aml

(vi). Forly|<m+ -5, 0<i<13

2L ) = 52 ()
2 cmy = B2 cma
8&351'” (m+Ly) = 0

8;;2'” (—m—=Zy) = 0

(vii) For |yl <m+ 25
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3 814 814 .
Zf 5x£1]£n|(m,y) > 07 3x{4n Hpy 2 0

814 o14 .
Zf 6x1£n|(my < O; 3x{4n H <0

m,y —

814 gm 814 .
Zf Jzll |( m,y) > 0; 832{4 |H7 >0

814 814 "
Zf 83214 |( m,y) < 0; 8x—{4|H7m,y <0

The same property as (vi), (vii) holding, replacing f,, and g,, with

a;f;" and agm , for 0 <i < 14.
y

where;
Ven = {(z,y) € R* 1y € (mym + .5)}

Veem ={(x,y) e R* 1y € (—m — 25, —m)}

m2o

)

Hy,={(r,y) e R? :x € (m,m—l—#)}

H y={(z,y) eR?*:x€(—m— L, —m)}

m2)

Definition 0.3. Let f € C™(R3) be quasi split normal with 2221

0x"10y*202z*3
bounded for 0 < iy + iy + i3 < 40. Let C,, = {(z,y,2) € R? : |z| <
m, |yl <m,|z| <m}. Let;

Qn=R*\(z=mUr=-mUy=mUy=-mUz=mUz=—m)
C1313Mm(R3) = (I %, 0 <1i,4,k <13, define continuous functions,

fititidp, gititiapy gititlap L . .
e By 91T DaiayT9aT BaTigyger 0 < 1,J < 13, de fine bounded functions on Qn}

Then we define an inflexionary approximation sequence {f,, : m €
N} by the requirements;

(Z) fm c 013,13,14(723)
(@@). fmlc,. = flon

m+$15)
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(iv). For 0 < |y| <m,0<|z|] <m, for 0 <i<13;

9 fm o'f

Dzt 1(my,2) = 9gil(myy,z)

9 fm _ 0f

oz’ (_mvyvz)  Oxt (_mvyvz)
0 fm _

8901' ‘(m""%vy"z) o O

ozt

“m 7y7

(v). For0 <yl <m,0<|z| <m

14 14
Zfa f‘myz >0’ 0 fm

85014 Oxl4

Hpmy. =0

814 814 T
f8y14 (m,y,z) < 0; 832{4 |Hm’yyz <0

814 814 .
f 7yvz) > 07 —f|H7 > O

8y14 Oxl4 m,y,z —

814 814 .
Zf 8y1£| (—m,y,2) < 0; 690{4 |H7m7y’z S 0

(vi). For0 <|z|<m+ 5 0< |2 <m, 0<i<13

6;—51'” T,,2) — 8%‘ (z,m,z), TS Y §m+%
ame| z,Y,2) — ame| (¢,—m,z), — T — % <y<-—m
857 (@m+ Lg.2) = 0

853];? (m,—m_#,z) =0

(vii) For 0 < |z| <m+ -5, 0<[z[ <m

814 814 .
Zf 14 |(x,m,z) >0, ay{4 |V:L‘,m,z >0

814 fm o14 -~
if Byt |(xmz) <0, ay{4 |V:c,7n,z <0

614
Zf 8ylfjln|(w,_myz) > 07 8y14 |V:L‘,7'm,z 2 O

814f 614f
Zf Dyl |(w,—m,z) < 0; aylinh/x —m,z <0

(viii). For0<|z|<m+ 2 0<|y|<m+ %5, 0<i<13
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8" fim _ O'fm 1
8; ‘(xvyvz) - 8]; ‘(l‘vy,m); m<z<m-+ 3

O fm _ Ofm 1
kavyvz) - W|(x7y,—m); —-m — W S z S -
9 fm, .

0zt (xvyvm“l‘#) - 0

8ifm _

0zt (m,y,—m—#) =0

(iz) For0<|z|<m+ X5, 0< [y <m+ =5

Zf az14 |(x,y7 ) > O’ 3214 |Dwm >0

f al4f

814m
314| 7yTrL 0 —f

8214 |Dac,y,m S O

. 814f
U Bz ‘(m7y7_m) > O; Oz 14 ‘nyy’,m >0

614 614 m
if Oy < 0, 2|y <0

0214 |(

where;
Hypy. = {(2,9,2) €ER? 1 v € (m,m + %)}

H—m,y,z = {(IL’,?J,Z) ER? .z € (—m — %j —m)}

Ve, ={(z,y,2) € R* 1y € (m,m + )}

) 110y

Vem.=1{(x,y,2) € R3 1y € (—m — L5, —m)}

) )

Dwvy,m = {(iij,z) ER?:z€ (m,m + %)}

D:c,y,—m = {(l’,y,Z) € R3 1z e (—m — 1 —m)}

We now address the issue of the construction of inflexionary approx-
imation sequences in the 2 and 3 dimensional cases.

Lemma 0.4. The results of Lemma 0.5 in [3] hold, replacing the in-
tervals [m, m + L] with [m,m + =] and [m,m + —5].

Proof. In the proof of Lemma 0.5 in [3], observe that the coefficients of
the polynomial p, depend only on the % term, so we can obtain the new
coefficients for p by substituting m? or m? for m. We then calculate in
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the % case, that;
R (z) = (—360agm!® + O(m!2))z? + (288agm!® + O(m*6))x
+(=36agm?* + O(m'?))
which has roots when;

— a — a, m18 m16
v~ 288_07—%[101;?510(7:8)( L = O(m?) + O(m) > 0

Clearly, we can then assume that for sufﬁciently large m, h"'(x) has

no roots in the interval [—m—-]U[m, m+ L.]. For the final calculation,

with |h|[m 41, We can replace m by m? throughout the proof, to get
the same result, that |h[;,, 1 ) < C, independently of m > 1. The case

with m? replacing m is left to the reader. U

Lemma 0.5. If[a,b] C R, with a,b finite, and {g, g1, g2} C C*>([a, b)),
then, if m € Rq is sufficiently large, there exists h € C™([m, m+ 5] x
la,b]), with the property that;

h(m> y) = g(y)7 %|(m,y) = gl(y)7 %Rm,y) = QQ(y); Y€ [CL, b]7 (Z)

hm+ 25 y) = L(m+ L y) = Lhim+ L y) =0, y € [a, 0], (i)

‘h‘[m,m—l— ><[ab| <C

for some C' € R~q, independent of m sufficiently large, and, if

0 (m,y) > 0, Zh(x,y) > 0, forz € [m.m+ L], and if £ (m,y) <0,
3%h

55 (7, y) <0, forx € |m,m+ #], (x). In particularly;

f ‘ams ,y)|dx = ‘92(y)‘

Moreover, fori € N, & o h has the property that;

i i i+1 i it+2 i
28 (m,y) = 99W), Trllimy = 91" (W), Lae|ma = 5" (V)
y € [a,b], (i)

gyh (m _'_ m2 ) y) g:zraz (m + m2 ) y) = aay’jath (m _'_ m2 ) y) 0
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€ [a,b], (i)
?)Ly}il [m,m+ ><[ab| <

for some C; € 72>0, independent of m suﬁﬁczently large and if

syras (my) > 0, gl (2,9) > 0, fora & [m,m+], and if 20 (m, ) <
0, 8855;"( y) <0, for x € [m,m+ =], (xx). In particularly;

m—i—— i+3 7
St | 22 o ldz = 198 (y)]

Proof. For the construction of A in the first part, just use the proof
of Lemma and Lemma 0.5 in [3], replacing the constant coeffi-
cients {ag, a1,a2} C R with the data {g(y), 91(y), g2(y)}. The prop-
erties (i), (ii) are then clear. Noting that [a,b] is a finite interval
and {g,g1,92} C C*([a,b]), by continuity, there exists a constant
D, with max(\g(y)|,|g1(y)|,|g2(y)| S [avb]) < D, so, as in the
proof of Lemma [0.4] and Lemma 0.5 in [3], we can use the bound C' =
16D + 7D + D = 24D, for m > 1. The proof of (x) follows uniformly
in y, as in the proof of and Lemma 0.5 in [3], for sufficiently large
m, again using the fact that the data {g(v), g1(y), 92(v) : y € [a,b]} is
bounded. The next claim is just the FTC again. For the second part,
when we calculate 2 a h for i € N, we are just differentiating the coeffi-
cients which are hnear in the data {g(y ),gl(y), 2(y)}, so we obtain a

function which fits the data {g )(y), g§ )(y) D (y)} and (i, (i) follow.
Noting that, for i € N, {gC ,g%l ,92 } C C"O([a b)), agam by continu-
ity, there exists constants D;, with max(|g® (y)|, |g1 (y)], |92)( )y €
la,b]) < D;, so, again, as in the proof of Lemma 7?7, we can use the
bound C; = 16D; + 7D; + D; = 24D;, for m > 1. The proof of (xx)
follows uniformly in y, for each i € N, as in the proof of Lemma [0.4]
and Lemma 0.5 in [3], for sufficiently large m, again using the fact that

the data {g@(y), ¢\" (), 65 () : y € [a,b]} is bounded. The last claim
is again just the FTC. U

Lemma 0.6. Conjecture

Fizn e N, withn > 3. If m € Rxy is sufficiently large, {a; : 0 < i <
n— 1} C R, there exists h € R[z| of degree 2n — 1, with the property
that;

RO (m) =a;, 0<i<n—1 (i
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A (m+L)=0,0<i<n—1 (i)
|l pmme 1] < €
for some C' € R~q, independent of m sufficiently large, and, if

h™ (m) > 0, h(”)(at)| 1 >0, if h™M(m) < 0, h("| 1 < 0.
In particularly;

S R (@) |da = |an ], 1)

The same conjecture applies with # and # replacing %

[m,m~+ [m,m+

Proof. We sketch a proof based on the special case n = 3, which was
shown in Lemma 0.5 of [3], leaving the details to the reader, @). we
have that h(z) = (z—(m+=L))"p(z) where p(z) is a polynomial satisfies
condition (7). Computing the derivatives hY(m), for 0 <i < n—1, we
obtain n linear equations involving the unknowns p(m), 0 <4 < n—1,
of the form;

o M8 — g (0<i<n—1) (+)
which we can solve for p®(m), 0 < i < n — 1, using the fact
that the matrix (dix)o<i<n—1,0<k<i is lower triangular and |d;| = 1,

LIf ap > 0, a; > 0, there does not exist a smooth function h on the interval
(m,m+ L), with h(m) = ag, K'(m) = a1, h(m+ =) =0, h/(m+ L) = 0, such that
A" > 0 or b < 0. To see this, if A" > 0, using the MVT, we have that h'(z) >
B'(m) > 0, for z € (m, m+-=1), contradicting the fact that ' (m+-L) = 0. If b < 0,
and h/(z) has no roots in the interval (m, m+ =), then as h'(m) > 0, h/(z) > 0 on
(m,m+ 1), and h is increasing on (m, m+ =), so that h(m+ L) > h(m) = ag > 0,
contradicting the fact that h(m + L) = 0. Otherwise, if A’ ( ) has a root in the
interval (m,m + L), as B < 0, it attains a maxunum at zg € (m,m + L). Using
the MVT again, we must have that for y € (zo, m+ ), h/(y) < h/(zg) = 0 so that
h’(m + L) <0, contradicting the fact that h’(m + L) = 0.

One step requires the verification that for a computable polynomial 7, of
degree n — 1, 7, (1) # 0, which is highly unlikely on generic grounds and the fact
that r3(1) # 1, although ro(1) = 1, see footnote [l The geometric idea is that
allowing for inflexionary type curves, where we can have points zg,; € (m,m + %)
for which h(®) (z0,i) = 0, where 2 <4 < mn — 1, the end conditions can be satisfied
while still having h(")|(m,m+i) >0 or h(”)|(m7m+;) < 0. However, you still need
to do a concrete calculation,mwhich in the case ofmverifying the conjecture for all
n € N, n > 3, would involve finding the exact pattern in the coefficients obtained
in the proof of Lemma 0.5 of [3]. We actually only need the result for some n > 14
in the rest of this paper.
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for 0 <i <n —1. Then we can take;

p(z) = 30 pP(m)(z — m)!

so that h has degree n + (n — 1) = 2n — 1. It is clear from (x), that
we have;

p@(m) = ZZ:O crtigm™F (0<i<n—1)

where (cik)o<i<n—1,0<k<:i 1S & real matrix, so that p(x) has the form;

p(x) = 3oisy via' (x%)

where;

VUpo1_i = Z;é raem™TF 4 ijo sym* M (0<i<n-—1)

for real matrices (7ix)o<i<n—1,0<k<n—1 and (Si)o<i<n—1,0<i<i-

It is then clear, using the product rule and (%), that;

") (2) = Zk o Wi*

where wy, = 2,agm3 2% + O(m33%) (0<k<n-—1)

By homogeneity, it is then clear that the real roots of h(™(z) are of
the form ts,m + O(1), where t,, € R, 1 < 59 < n — 1, and ¢, satisfies
a polynomial r(z) of degree n — 1, Whlch is effectlvely computable for
given n. We can exclude any roots in the interval [m,m + 1], for suf-

ficiently large m, provided ¢y, # 1, for 1 < sy < n — 1, which we can
check by showing that r(1) # 0. We have that;

Al s 1| = (@ = (m+ 5))"p()]
< ol i pO (m) (@ = m)'|
< m” Z” 1 \p()(m

> i Zk olcilai- k\mlif

IA
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<> Zk o lciklai—x| = C, (m > 1)
The last claim is just the FTC.
0
Lemma 0.7. If [a,b] C R, with a,b finite, n > 3, and {g; : 0 < j <

n—1} C C([a,b]), then, if m € Rq is sufficiently large, there exists
h e C([m,m+ =] x [a,b]), with the property that;

) ,
aﬁzcjh‘(mvy) = gj(y)i y e [CL, b]; (Z)
O (4 Ly y) = 0, y € [a,b], (id)
Al [m,met Ly Uixag] £ C

for some C' € R~g, independent of m suﬂiciently Zarge, and, if
9h(m,y) > 0, Lh(z,4) >0, fom: € [m,m+— L], andzfaxn( m,y) <0,

ox™ 7 Qxn

gxff (z,y) <0, forx € [m,m+ =], (). In partzcularly,

m+-1s gn
fm m2 |% (m7y)|d1’ - |gn—1(y)|

Moreover, forie N, 2 o b has the property that;

b (m,y) =g\ (y), y € [a,b], (i)

2 (m+ L y) =0, y € [a,b], (id)

|8Zh mm+ X[ab|<0

for some C; € 72>0, independent of m sufficiently large, and if
0" "h (m,y) >0 ot h(z,y) >0, fom: € [m, m+m2] and Zfay o h(m,y) <

dytdx™ ) Dyidr™
0, gyfanx}fl (SL’ y) <0, for x € [m,m+ 25|, (xx). In particularly;

i+n (
e 2 lde = 10, ()

Proof. For the construction of A in the first part, just use the proof of
Lemmal[0.6] replacing the constant coefficients {a; : 0 < j <n—1} C R
with the data {g;(y) : 0 < j < n — 1}. The properties (i), (i7) are
then clear. Noting that [a,b] is a finite interval and {g; : 0 < j <
n — 1} € C™([a,b]), by continuity, there exists a constant D, with
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maz(|gj(y)] : 0 < j < n—1y € [a,b]) < D, so, as in the proof
of Lemma 0.5 in [3], we can use the bound C' = > ;. L;D, for
m > 1. The proof of (%) follows uniformly in y, as in the proof of
Lemma 0.5 in [3], for sufficiently large m, again using the fact that the
data {g;(y) : 0 < j <n—1,y € [a,b]} is bounded. The next claim is
just the FTC again. For the second part, when we calculate a—ff, for
1 € N, we are just differentiating the coefficients which are hnear in
the data {g;(y) : 0 < j < n — 1}, so we obtain a function which fits
the data {gj(-i) (y):0<j<n-—1}and (i), (i) follow. Noting that, for
ieN, {g](-i) :0<j <n-—1} Cc C*([a,b]), again by continuity, there
exist constants D;, with ma:z(|g§i)(y)| :0<ji<n-—-1y¢€lab]) <D,
so, again, as in the proof of Lemma 0.5 in [3], we can use the bound
Ci = o<jen_1 LiDi, for m > 1. The proof of (xx) follows uniformly
in y, for each i € N, as in the proof of Lemma 0.5 in [3], for sufficiently
large m, again using the fact that the data {gj(-i) (y):0<j<n—-1l,y€
[a,b]} is bounded. The last claim is again just the FTC. O

Lemma 0.8. If [a,b] C R, [c,d] C R,with a,b,c,d finite, n > 3, and
{9, :0<j <n-—-1} C C=([a,b] x [c,d]), then, if m € R~q is suffi-
ciently large, there exists h € C*([m,m+ 5] X [a, b] X [c, d]), with the
property that;

7) .
aaxjh‘(m@,z) = gj(y7 Z): (y,z) S [av b] X [Cv d]: (Z)
gz (m + mg,y, 2) =0, (y,2) € |a,b] X [c,d], (i7)

|

|<c

mm+ 5| x[a,b] x[c,d]

for some C' € R~q, independent of m suﬂiciently large and, if

gxff(m y,z) >0, gxff(:z y,2) >0, forz € [m, m+—5 L1, and Zfﬁx" (m,y,2) <
0, ZL(z,y,2) <0, for z € [m,m+ 5], (x). In partzcularly,

m—+ L n
fm m? |% (m,y,z)|d$ = |gn—1(y>z)|

Moreover, for (i,k) C N?,0<j<n-—1, gj;;;, has the property
that;

oititkp gj

W(m Y,z ) gylazk (yv ) (y7z> € [CL, b] X [Cv d], (7')/

L (4 Ly, 2) = 0, (3,2) € [a,b] % [e,d], (i)




A FOURIER INVERSION THEOREM FOR NORMAL FUNCTIONS 15

)
590 | mom+ 3]><[ab]><cd]| < Cik

for some C;, € R, independent of m sufficiently large, and, if
6i+k+nh 8z+k+nh 1
m(m y,Z) > O, W(ZIT Y,z ) > 0, fOT T € [m,m + m], and

. i+k+n i+k+n
fagz:f;z:agn( 7y) < 0) %(I Y,z ) < 0) fOT.ZL’ < [m7m+ #]? (**)

In particularly;

+-L i+t ditkg, _
f;ln m? |3223Z% (:c7y,z)|dx = | ayigzkl(ya z)|

Proof. For the construction of A in the first part, just use the proof of
Lemmal[0.6] replacing the constant coefficients {a; : 0 < j <n—1} CR
with the data {g;(y,2) : 0 < j < n —1}. The properties (i), (ii) are
then clear. Noting that [a,b] X [c,d] is compact and {g; : 0 < j <
n—1} € C*(la,b] X [c,d]), by continuity, there exists a constant D,
with max(|g;(y,2)| : 0 <j <n-—1,(y,2) € [a,b] X [c,d]) < D, so, as in
the proof of Lemma[(L6, we can use the bound C'= 3, | L;D, for
m > 1. The proof of (x) follows uniformly in y, as in the proof of (.6
for sufficiently large m, again using the fact that the data {g;(y, 2) : 0 <
Jj<n-—1,(y,z) € [a,b]} is bounded. The next claim is just the FTC

again. For the second part, when we calculate o 282};, for (1,7 € N?,

we are just differentiating the coefficients which are linear in the data
{gj(y,2z) : 0 < j <n—1}, so we obtain a function which fits the data

z+k

{(waz (y,2) : 0 < j <n—1} and (¢), (i) follow. Noting that, for

(i.k) € N2, {554 0 < j<n—1} C C([a, b] lc,d)), again by

continuity, there exist constants D; j, with maz(|2 By’ {M U(y,2):0<5<
n—1,y € [a,b] X [¢,d]) < D;, so, again, as in the proof of Lemma [0.6]
we can use the bound C; = Zogjgn—l L;D;, for m > 1. The proof of
(xx) follows uniformly in (y, z), for each (i, k) € N2, as in the proof of
Lemma [0.6] for sufficiently large m, again using the fact that the data

g;;zk( ):0<j<n-—1,(y,2) € la,b] X [c,d]} is bounded. The last
claim is again just the FTC. U

Lemma 0.9. For f € C*(R?) with at:f;f; bounded by some constant
F € Reg, for 0 < ip +1iy < 27. Then for sufficiently large m, there
exists an inflexionary approximation sequence { fn, : m € N}, with the

property that,

max(f’l%? %‘dl’dy, ffRz ‘%kll’dy) < Gm?
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for some G € R~q, for sufficiently large m.

Proof. Define f,, = f on C,,, so that (i) of Definition is satisfied.
Using two applications of Lemma [0.7 with n = 14, changing to a verti-
cal rather than horizontal orientation, and the fact that, for 0 < <13,
|z| < m, %{\(x’m) and %{\(x’_m) define smooth functions on [—m,m|,
we can extend fp to R = {(z,y) : || < mm < |y| < m+ 5},
such that f,,|R; satisfies conditions (iv), (v) of Definition [0.2] where
Ry ={(z,y) : || <m,0 < |y <m+ -}, Again, using two applica-
tions of Lemmal[0.7lwith n = 14, and the original horizontal orientation,

and the fact that, for 0 < i < 13,0 < |y| < m + m27 5;;”7; (my) and
g;{ (—m,y) define smooth functions on [ m— 2 , M+ — L], we can extend

fmto S ={(z,y) :m < |z] <m+ 5,0< |y| < m+ 1>}, such that
fm|Cyy 2, satisfies conditions (vi), (vzz) of Definition [0.2l Conditions

(1), (7i7) are then clear. We then have, using (i7i), that;
Ofm
fRZ |8SC14

-y Ofm
je| <[y <m | 91

dzdy = [, . | 2L | dzdy
T2

Ofm
dxdy*ﬁmgm,msw\sm# | 7at

= |dxdy

+ fm<|m|<m+—2— m<\y|<m+ 1 |8:E

Ofm Ofm
Sz #Matdy = fcm+L |8514|da7dy

Ofm

_ of
f|:r:|<m lyl<m |ay14 |da7dy+fx|<m,m§|y\§m+# |W i

dxdy+fm§|x|§m+#,|y\§m |8y14

+fm<|x|<m+ 27m<‘y|<m+ 1 |8y14‘dxdy( )

We then have the following cases, using the second clause in Lemma
0.7 repeatedly with the appropriate orientations;

Case 1;

814
f|1’|§m,\y|§m| 31,14 |dl’d’y

=/ 021 | dedy < Fm?

z|<m,|ly|<m | dx

814 .
W{‘* |dxdy

flrISm,\yISm |

dl‘dy—i-f <|z|<m+ 2,\y|<m‘8xl4‘dxdy
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= itz | Gyt ldady < Fin?
Case 2;
flrISm,mSIy\Serglg |aalz%|d$dy
= Jior<mUyi<ms 4, |2 dy)da
<% f\x\gm Chydzx
< Qm%CM
— 4%
m
Case 3;
fm<\x\<m+ Jyl<m |a<;;{f|d95dy
= ﬁy‘gm(fm<|x|<m+ ‘%xﬁn z)dy
= S5t i) + 15 | ma)dy
<AmF
Case 4.
fmﬁ\x\§m+7 m<y|<m+—s |8 fm dxdy
- fmg‘y|§m+#(fm<‘x‘<m+ 8;414 |dz)dy
- fms\ylsmglg(‘aalz{é” (my) T \81313 |(cmady
< m<y<m+ by Ciza1dy + f—m—%g—m Ch32dy
< W (the constants {C31,C32} coming from the two

applications of Lemma [0.7] at the two boundaries)
Case b;

a 9 fm = |dxdy

flu’vlﬁm,mély\ém-l— —
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_ *fr
- f|:c|§m(fm<|y\<m+ | 6y14n

of (z,
:J]x|§m(|63]1c3 (x,m) +| g;13y)‘(m,—m)dx>

dy)dx

<4dmF

Case 6;

fly\<mm<\x\<m+ e 3y14 = |dxdy

- fly\ém(fm<|x|<m+ ‘882{1” dx)dy

ottt 13 ool
< # \y|§m(‘ Zi:o Di|ayTa£z“(mv y)+ | Zi:o Di|ayTag]:i|(_ma y))dy

< e (2m)F (322, Di)
— 4P EiaD)

Case 7.

= |dxdy

fm<\x\<m+ 27m,<\y|<m—i— 1 | (9y14

| &L | d) dy

- mg\y|§m+# (fm<\x\<m+

dyld
1 Oy Oy
< m2 fm§|y\§m+—12—(2i Lz 141 9z70y1a |(my) + Lz 141 9zioy1e 1(— my))dy
az+13 ai+13f az+13
- m2 Zz OL’L 14( 8m’8y13| (m,m) | + |8xi8y13 (m,—m) | + |8m28y13| m,m)| +

az+13
Waylj; |(—m,—m) D

< 4F(ZZ gLons) (
of Lemma IIEZI)

the constants L; 14,0 <7 < 13 coming from the proof

Combining the seven cases and (x), we obtain, for sufficiently large
m, that;

Jro |88 |dxdy < Fm? + 494 4 4mF 4 70 1C2) < Gy

13 g
fR2 |8fm \dxdy < Fm? + 4mF + 4F(Z'L 2o Di) + 4F(Zi:g Li14) < Gm2

oyl4 m

O
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Lemma 0.10. For f € C9(R?) with % bounded by some con-
z'10Yy*20z

stant F' € R~q, for 0 < i1 + iy + i3 < 40. Then for sufficiently large

m, there exists an inflexionary approzrimation sequence { f, : m € N},

with the property that;

maa( f |28

dadydz, [rs |98 |dedydz, [, |25 dedydz) < Gm?®

R3|W

for some G € R, for sufficiently large m.

Proof. Define f,, = f on W,,, so that (ii) of Definition is satisfied.
Using two applications of Lemma [0.§ with n = 14, with a horizontal
orientation, and the fact that, for 0 <7 < 13,0 < \y\ <m,0< ]z <m

7

81,]: (m,9,2) and m.y,») define smooth functions on [—m,m]?, we can
extend f,, to A1 ={(z,y,2) :m < |z <m+ 25,0< |yl <m0 <
|z| < m}, such that f,,| Ay satisfies conditions (iv), (v) of Definition [0.3]
where Ay = {(z,y,2) : 0 < |z] <m+ 5,0 < |y <m,0 < |z] < m}
Again, using two applications of Lemma I8 with n = 14 again, this
time with a Vertical orientation, and the fact that, for 0 < i < 13,

0< |z <m+ 5, 0< [z] <m, 8;57” f” (z,—m,=) define

smooth functions on [—m — m3,m+ L] x [=m, m], We can extend f,,
to A3 = {(z,y,2) : 0 < |z] <m+ 3,m<\y\<m+ ,0 < |z| < m},
such that f,,|A, satisfies conditions (vi), (vii) of Deﬁmtlon | where
Ay={(z,y,2) : 0< |z <m+ 5,0< |y <m+ 5,0 < \z| < m}.
Again, using two applications of Lemma 08 with n = 14 again, this
time with a lateral orientation, and the fact that, for 0 < i < 13,

0< |z| <m+ 3,0<|y|<m+1 0 fon

(¢,m,z) and

(xvy m and azl |(Z‘,y7 )

77L

m3? 82’ ‘
define smooth functions on [—m — 3 , M + ]2 we can extend f,, to
W such that fin lw o satisfies conditions (viii), (iz) of Definition
77L3

0.0l
Conditions (7), (#4i) are then clear. We then have, using (7ii), that;

a). fRB |%|d$dydz: fW L %deydz

m 3

_ Ifm Ifm
= Jiet<myi<m ziom | ot 1 EAYAt ooy 11y e [ [d2dyd2

_|_ f 8fm
\x\gm,mg\y|§m+%,|z|§m Ozxld

dflfdde"_f <|z|<m+ 37m<\y|<m-|— 3,\z\<m

+fx\<m ly|<m, m<\z\<m+ L |8x14|dxdydz+f <|m|<m+j;,|y\<m m<\z\<m+ 1 ‘am

O \dadydz

8:014

w|dedydz
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| g:f = | dxdyc

+f\x\§m,m§\y|§m+ m<\z\<m+ ‘8 14‘dxdydz+fm<\x\<m+ 3,m<|y\<m—i— 3,m<\z\<m+

Dyl oyld

D). [rs |90m |dadydz = [, » | 9L | Ay dz
T3

_ Ofm
= Jet<mlyi<msicm | B A0t [t <o o | 37 |0y

O fm Ofm
+ f\x\émvmﬁ\yISerm%vIZISm |5yt |dIdde_l_fmS\x\§m+#,m§|y\§m+m%7|2|ﬁm e

dxdydz

|55 |dadyd=

+fx\<m |yl <m,m<|z|<m+—Ls |a 14‘dxdydz+fm<\x\<m+ 5 lyl<mm<|z|<m+—2g

fm
+ fx\<m m<y|<m+ Lz m<|z[<m+ Ly ‘8@/14 |d:1:dydz+f m<|z|<m+ Ly m<|y|<m+ Ly m<|z|<m+ 5 ‘8y14 | dadye

¢). Jrs %Idxdydz: Jw L %W:dedz

’IY’L'3

— Ofm
- f|:c|§m,\y|§m,\z\§m 0214 |dIdde+f <\x\<m+ =, |y|<m, |z |<m|8z |dIdde

Ofm
+ \/‘\x\gm,mg\y|§m+#,|z|§m oz14

Ofm
dzdydz+ [, <ol <mt Ly m<|y|<m+ 1y [z|<m 8£14|dxdydz

+ Ofm
|| <m,ly| <m m<|z[<mt—y 19211

dIdde+f <\w\<m+ﬁ5,|y\<mm<\z\<m+ 1 ‘82 |dl’dyd2

Ofm '
et emmeistems 2y melst<ms 2 |5 ARAYAZ Loy s ety 2 el 2 |5 ATy

(%)

We then have the following cases, using the second clause in Lemma
repeatedly with the appropriate orientations;

Case 1;

% |dzdydz

fIrISm,\yISm,\Z\Sm

- f|:c|<m ly|<m,|z|<m 8:(:14 |dIdde < F'm?

5 9 fm = |dxdydz

flxlﬁm,\ylﬁm,\dém

|dedydz < Fm?

- f|m|<m ly|<m,|z|<m |8y14

% |dzdydz

flrISm,\yISm,\Z\Sm

- f|:c|<m ly|<m,|z|<m 8214 |dIdde < F'm?
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Case 2;

614f
f | m
mg\x\§m+m%,|y\§m,|z|§m Oxl4

dxdydz

| 814\dx)dydz

- fly\§m7|z|Sm(fm<\w\<m+

- fly\ém,lzlﬁm( g:l?r |(moy,2) + |g;313 my,z))dydz
< 2(2m)*F

= 8m?F

Case 3;

O I | dudydz

fmS\w\Sm+ﬁ;7ly\Sm7|2|Sm| Ayt

QEiﬂWdz)dydz

- ﬁy\ﬁmlzlﬁm(fmg\x\gm-g-m% | ayid

1 13 81614]0
< 8 Sy pz<m | 2220 Dil 55

< 535(2771)217(252320 D;)

8F (32 Di)
m

Case 4;

814f
f | m
m<|z|<mt Ly ly|<my|2|<m | 9217

dxdydz
égﬂ4|dz)dydz

(m,y, )+ 2

B Ly‘ﬁmvlzlﬁm(fmswwwsmﬁ |

! 13 | 000Ny
< 55 Jyi<m.jz1<m | 2iz0 Dil grmg

< 535(2771)217(252320 D;)

8F (312, D)
m

Case 5.

6 f’m
f|$|Sm,mS|y\§m+;15,\z\§m | D ld

dxdydz

(m,y, )+ 322

81814
| 8y148x1

azal4f
i1 921497

(_ma Y, Z))dydz

(_m> Y, Z))dydz
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- f|:c|<m \z\<m(f\y|<m+i | 14 |dy)dl’d2’

Cl4dflf

< 25 Jisiem joi<m

= (2m)2 % 014’0

8C14,0
m

Csse 6.

f |8 " fm
|z|<m, m<|y\<m+ T,|z|<m | 9214

dxdydz

— 814]0
= JietemzmUpgems 2y | 5208

dy)dzdz

< 2 00714dl’

= w8 Jial<m |zl <m

= (2m)2%00714

8Co,14
m

Case 7

ay14 = |dxdydz

flm|§mm§|y\§m+;15,\z\§m

_ 814fm
= Jiet<m 1<mImepyicm 2, |5y [dy) dwdz

= Jini<myoizm 555 @m.2) + 1505 |, -m,2) dd2)
< 2(2m)*F

= 8m?F

Case 8.

fm<\x\<m+ Lo m<ly|<m+ g |2[<m |a(;414 |dxdydz

2w | dy)dxdz

- fmg\x\gm—}—ﬁ,\z\gm(fmg\ygm-l—# | ozl

1 13 8i+14814fm
S s fmSlrISerglg,IZISm(Zi:O Lis

oot |(x,m,z)+Li,14

ayzaw14

8i+14.1814fm | (x’_m7z)>dxdz
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- ai+13814f
- m z\<m(z Li,l4( Dy 0z 13 |(m,m,z)‘+

az+13814
| 8y18m13f| —m,—m,z)|))dz

< (zm) AF(313 0 Lijgg)

m3

ai+13814

ai+13814f
0y 013 |(m,—m,z)‘

Dy 0z 13 (—m,m,z)|

8F(3120 Liia)
m2

(the constants L; 14,0 < i < 13 coming from the proof of Lemma [0.7])

Case 9.

0 m |dzdydz

fmswxwgmm%,7m5\y|5m+mi37|z|5m| Iyt

= fmﬁ\x\ﬁm—i—ﬁ,\z\gm(fmg\ygm-l—# 8y14 |dy)dIdZ

— (| 93 fm
m<|z|<m+—L |2|<m\| 9y

< #(fMSm 01371d2’ + f|z|§m ClggdZ)

< (2m) maz(C13,1,C13,2)

m3

'3 fm
‘ oyl3

(x _m,z))dxdz

:cmz

2max(C13,1,C13,2)
m2

(the constants {C}31,Ci32} coming from the two applications of
Lemma [0.7 at the two boundaries)

Case 10.
314
fm<\x\<m+ L m<y|<mt Xy |2 |§m| 9z St |dxdyd
=, (, |55t |dy) dad
= Jm<jei<mt g Jzl<mUm<ly| <my 1y 1ozt [4Y)ALAZ
1 3 8z+14 6z+14fm
< m3 m§|m|§m+%,|z|§m(zi=0 Li,14 8y18214 |(xmz +LZ 14179yipz14 ‘ (x,—m,z) )da:dz

13 gititi4 32+J+l4
S % z\<m(z ()Z Lz 14 ]72714(|Wiazfl4 (m,m,z) | |amgayzazl4|(m mz)|
giti+1dp pititldp

+| 021 9yi9z14 (—m,m,2)| + |axjayiazl4 |(—m,—m,z)|))d2’

4aF(E 213 Li14Lj5,14)
m6

< (2m)
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8F (32,2032 0 LijnaLyj,ina)
m5

(the constants L; 14, Lj;14,0 < ¢ < 13,0 < j < 13 coming from two
applications of the proof of Lemma [0.8])

Case 11.

Ofm
flmlﬁm,\ylﬁm,mﬁlzlﬁm—l-glg |5t [dzdydz

Ofm
- flrlﬁm,\ylﬁm(fmSIZISerm% |52t |dz) dady

2
< o5 Jiatzm yi<m(E140)
= (2m)2%E14’0

8E14,0
m

Case 12.

2| dedydz

f|:c|<m lyl<m,m<|z[<mt s L |8y

_ of
- f|1‘|§m7\y|ﬁm(fm§|z|§m+7i ‘a 10

dz)dzdy

2
< 7 Jiwizmyi<m(Foa)

= (2m)2%E0714

8Fo,14
m

(the constants FEp 14, F140 coming from an application of Lemma [0.§]
with a different orientation)

Case 13.

f|m|<m ly|<m,m<|z |<m+ L |82

= |dedydz

- f|m|<m \y|<m(fm<| |<m+Lg |azl4|dz)dxdy

— et (3251 g m) + |25 (2, y, m)dady

< 2(2m)2F
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= 8m?F
Case 14.

814f7n
fm<\x\<m+ Jyl<m, m<\z\<m+ ‘ W dxdydz

0| d2)dady

- fms\w\§m+;15,\y|§m(fm§\z\§m+—lg | D1

1 az+14 z+14

13
S m3 m§|x|§m+m%,|y\§m(zi Lz 14| zlaml‘l |(I y,m )_I'Lz 14| azlam” |(£B Yy, — ))d$dy

8z+1 z+14

= # \y|§m(fm<\x\<m+ (Z Li,l4(|WJl4|(£a?Ja )_I—Lz 14(|Wafhl|(zaya _m))dI)dy

- # \yISm(Zz LZ 14 8218:(:1]; ‘(m’ Ys m)—|—2 LZ 14

az+13 az+13

+ Zzl Lial 35571 9270z 13 ‘(mv y,m)+ Zz o Lial gt dzi0x13 \(—m, y, —m))dy

< (2m) 2 (4F) (212 Lina)

8F(3120 Lia)
m2

6z+13 6z+13

6218:(:1]; ‘(_ma Y, m)

Case 15.

L | 5 O _fm|dadydz

Jmsiatcm 2 L Jyl<m,m<z|<m+ 1

—_ O fm
= Jnsiersms 2 yismUmss |<m+- L [Tyt |dz)dzdy
1 13 8i+14f7 Z+14f
< o3 m§|m|gm+%7|y\§m(zi:0 i,14 azia_yu? (z,y,m)+Lia Byidzit |(z, y, —m))dxdy
git14 gi+14

= 5 JemUnmsiarzms 1 (i2o Lina(
< 5 Jem (20 X520 LiaaLigaal s (m, g, m)
+ 320 o LiaLijaal %\(—m, y,m)
+ 3202 0 LiaLijaal %\(m, y, —m)

Hiti+14

13 13
+ Zi:o Zj:o Li714Li,j714| axjaziay]:4 |(_ma Y, —m))dy

< (2m) L5 (4F) (3,20 X020 LiaLijaa)

W@J;L|($aya )_I—Lz 14( WKI,y,—m))dl’)d’y
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8F (32,2032 0 LijnaLijia)
m5

Case 16.

77L

fmg\x\§m+ﬁ7|y\§m7m§\2\§m+ﬁ 9211

dxdydz

oL |dz)dudy

- fms\wwsm—lg,\mm(fms\z\§m+,;
= fm<\w\<m+— \y|<m(| 13 |(Zl§' y,m )+| 8,213 |(I Y, = ))dIdy

o 13 . 813 .
= ﬁy\gm(\/‘m§|x|§m+%( 8,2—{3 (x,y,m) + | az{3 |($a Y, _m))dI)dy

61+13 61+13

< % MSm(Z Lz 13|8x18213 |(m7 Y, m >+Zz 0 Lz 13|8x18213 |(_m7 Y, m)

9it13f Q13 f

+ 2213 L; 13‘ 9219213 ‘(mv Y, _m> + Z LZ 13| 9719213 ‘(_m’ Y, _m))

(2m) 25 (4F) (3212 Lias)

8F(3120 Lias)

m2

IA

Cases 17-19 are similar to cases 14-16, interchanging the orders of

integration, with case 17 corresponding to case 15, case 18 correspond-
ing to case 14 and case 19 corresponding to case 16, so that;

Case 17.
77L

f|x|5m,m§|y\§m+$,m§|z|5m+ﬁ ‘ dzdydz
< 8F(12, 12 g LijnaLija)
> mo
Case 18.

M fm
flrlﬁm,mély\Sm+;15,mS|Z|Sm+gl5 |Tgyri [dzdydz

< 8F(Z%io Li,14)

iy m2
Case 19.

O | drdydz

0
f|m|§m,m§|y\§m+;15,m§|z|§m+ﬁl5 | 0z
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8F(3i2 Lii3)
< Haimg bits)

Case 20.

| o 9 Jfm = |dxedydz

fm<\x\<m+ 3 m<|y|<m+-2 —3 ,m<\z\<m+

dxdy

- fm<\w\<m+—§,m<|y\<m+ﬁ5(fm<| |<m+ L ‘ Ox 14 ‘dZ)

a@+14 az+14

< 5 etz eyt 2t (2o Liaal Sl (2, 9, m)+ 2820 Liaal Sl (2., —m) vy

1 13 61+14
w3 mglxISeri(fmswylstr#(Zi:o Li714(|78218xf14 |(2,y,m)
8z+14fm

+ 221 Lz 14( D 04 (LU, Y, —m))dy)dl’

1 13 13
< 58 Jmstaems 1y (20520 2020 LiaaLigaa

al+3+14

13 -
+ Zj:o Z Lz 14L ,],14|W|(1', —m, m)

gititiag,
Oyl 0z*0x14

|(z,m, m)

gititlag

+ Z;io S LijaLijaal 5501 (€, m, —m)

5i+j+14fm

"—Z Z Lz 1L i,9, 14|W‘(flf, —m, —m))dx

6i+j+13f 5i+j+13f

13 13 13 13
= # (ijo Zi:(] Li,l4Li,j7l4| 9y 9219213 |(m,m, m)+2j:0 Zi:o Li,l4Li,j7l4| 9y 979213 |(—m, m,m)

ai+j+13f

13 13 §itit13 13 13
+ 32000 220 LinaLijaal grgmrgmrs | (my —m, m)+ 32020 3002 Liva L jal 5o | (—m, —m, m)

13 13 Hiti+13 13 13 giti+13
+ ijo Zizo Lz’,14Li,j,l4| ayjaziamjch |(m> m, _m)“‘Zj:o Zizo Lz’,14Li,j,14| ayjaziam{B |(_ma m, _m)

413
+ Z Z Lz 14 Z,j,l‘d%‘(m’ —m, _m)

5i+j+13f

13 13
+ ijo > im0 LiaaLijal W‘(_mu —m, —m))
< —Ig(z Z o LijgaLi j4)
Case 21.
814
fmS\x\§m+m%7m§\y|§m+mi3,m§\z\§m+Wi | dy 14 |d:L’dydz

y J 2
mg\x\gm—}—ﬁ,mgwgm—l—# m§|z|§m+ni oyl

dz)dzdy
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az+14

8z18y]i4 ‘(l’, y,m )_'_Zz =0 Lz 14

az+14

leayj;l |(£L’, Y, —m))dxdy

1 13
< m3 m§|m|§m+ﬁ15,m§\y|§m+;1§(zz' LZ 14

az+14 32+14

13 13 |
o \x\gm+#(fmg|y\gm+#(zi Li 14(] azzay14 2 (@, y, m)+> 0 Lial azzay14 | (z,y, —m))dy)a
13 git+13
= # m§|x|gm+¢(2¢:o Li,14|Way];3|($>m,m)

i+13
+ ZJ Lz 14‘ %Zzzayjfg ( , —m, m)

oit+13

+320 Liaa azzayjis |(z, m, —m)
i+13
+ Zio 0,14 aazzTyjigKI, —m, —m))dz
13 13 §itit+13 13 13 §itit1a
S %(Z]:O Zi:O Li,l4Li,j713| amjaziay{B |(m7 m, m)_l_Z]:O Zi:o LZ'714L7;7]'713| Wlayfm | (—m’ m, m)
Hitit1d

13 13 oiti+13 13 13
+ Zj:O Zz‘:o Li,14Li,j713| 8xj8zi6y{3 ‘(m, —m, m)+2j:0 Zi:O Li,14Li,j,13| m‘(—m7 —m, m)

oitit3y §i+i+13 f

13 13 13 13
+ Zj:O Zz‘:o Li,14Li,j713| 0299z oyL3 ‘(m, m, _m)+2j:0 Zi:O Li,14Li,j,13| m‘(—m7 m, _m)

Hitit1s

13 13
+ ijo Yoito LinaLi jas)| W‘(mv —m, —m)

13 13 ai+j+13f
+ ijo >ico LinaLijaslggmgs | (—m, —m, —m))
< 8F(3 33 013 ) LijaLi j13)
< =3
Case 22.

fm<\x\<m+ 3,m<\y|<m+ 3,m<\z\<m+ 1 | (9,214 |d[l§'dyd2’

‘ M fm
8214

dz)dzdy

= fmﬁ\x\ﬁm—}—#,mﬁ@\gm—l—m% (fm<| |<m+

613 ™
= fmﬁ\w\ﬁm-i-%,mﬁy\ﬁm—i-%ﬂv{; (z,y,m) + (z,y, —m))dxdy

13
m)+| 24z |(x, y, —m))dy)dx

813f7n
‘ 0213

813 T
- fmﬁ‘$‘§m+—1§(fm§\y|§m+—13- ((|az—{3|(x7 Y,

a@+13
< W gc\<m—|——(Z LZ 13| oy* 8213 |(£L’, m, m)

i+13
+ Zizo Lz',13| %zleng (ZE, —m, m)
7+13
+ 221 L3 %y@ﬁ; (x,m,—m)
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13
+> 00 Lias
Giti+13 g

13 13 giti+13 13 13
< %(Zj:o 2 im0 LinaLijasl Wiazfls |(m,m, m)+ijo 2 im0 LinaLijasl WK—W m,m)

i+13
%MTJ;? | (LU, —m, —m))dx

13 13 gititis 13 13 gititi3
+ ijo 2 ico LinaLijas| Wiaz{s“% —-m, m)+2jzo > im0 LiasLijas] Wiaz{a“—m, —m,m)

13 13 gitit+is 13 13 gitit1s
+ ijo iz LiasLijus Wiazfla‘(ma m, _m)+2j:0 iz LiasLijus Wiazfm‘(_mv m, —m)

it+j+13
-+ Z]lio ZzliO Li713Li,j,13| aijajyiazj; ‘(mv —m, _m>

13 13 gitit+is
+ im0 2izo LiasLijasl 7(9%]'8@/1'82{3 |(—=m, —m, —m))

< 8F(342 0302 LinsLi jas)
= oo

It is then clear from (%), summing the bounds from the individual
cases 1-19, as at the end of the proof of Lemma [0.9] that there exists
a constant G € R~ with;

max( [ | 9L | dazdy -z, Js | 9L | dazclydz, Js |%|dxdydz) < Gm?

Or1d yld

for sufficiently large m.

Lemma 0.11. Let {f,, : m € /\/} be the inflerionary sequence con-
structed in Lemma [010, then for k € R3, k # 0, sufficiently large m,
we have that there exists D € R~g, independent of m, with;

F(f)(B)| < 2o
Moreover, for sufficiently large m, F(fn) € L'(R?).
A similar result holds for the inflexionary sequence {fm : m € N'},

constructed in Lemmall g, for k # 0, sufficiently large m, we have that
there exists D € R, independent of m, with;

|F(fm) (B)] < £5

Moreover, for sufficiently large m, F(fn) € L'(R?).
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Proof. For (ki, ko, k3) € R3, using repeated integration by parts, and
the fact that;

Ofm Ofm %} CLl(’Rg)

Oxrl4) 6y147 Oz14

(%, 3 Y2} COURP), for 1 <i <13

where C,(R?) is the space of continuous functions with compact sup-
port, we have, for m € N;

14 14
F( 8350{3;" +2 3y14 + gzm)(k)

14 14 ) ) .
6690{‘1” 3 fm _|_3azﬁn)e—zkme_zkzye—zkgzdxdydz

= ((zk1)14+(zk2)14+ ik3)') f 2 5 fnla,y, 2)emFmemtheveihsz dpdydz
= (k" — k' — k§4)]:(fm)(k‘)

so that, for k # 0;

314 ' 814 o~ 81 N (T
|F (Gt + G A+ A ) ()| )

‘f(fm)(E)‘ S (k‘14+k14+k‘14)

We have, using the result of Lemma [0.10] for sufficiently large m,
that;

14 14 =
|F (Gt + St + e ) (R)

o . 614 614 . —ik ik ik
3\fR3 (Gt + St 4+ 2 fp e ethave—ihaz iy |

< g Jrs (155551 + |g§ﬂ\ + |l |)dzdyd-

m? (11)

so that, combining (1) and (1), we have, for k& # 0, sufficiently large
m;
_ s
‘f(fm)(k)‘ S (23:;% (k}4+ké4+k§4) (*)

Using polar coordinates k; = rsin(0)cos(¢), ko = rsin(f)sin(¢),
ks =rcos(0), 0 <0 <m, —m < ¢ <, we have that;

_(2
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1 1 1

(k{T k314K T 11 «(0,0)

where (6, ¢) = sin'*(0)(cos'(¢) + sin'*(¢)) + cos(0)

We have that, in the range 0 < 0 < 7, —m < ¢ < 7, with 0 # 7,

|9l # 55
a(f,¢) =0
iff tan'(0)(1 + tan'*(4)) + Fl‘*(qﬁ) =0
iff tan'(6)(1 + tan'"(9)) = — i

which has no solution, as the two sides of the equation have opposite
signs.

and, with 0 = T, | |¢| # =
a(,¢) =0

i cos'(¢) + sin'(¢) = 0
iff tan'(¢) = —1

which has no solution, as the two sides of the equation have opposite
signs.

and, with 0 # 7, , || = §
af,9) =0

iff cos'(0) + sin**(6) =0
iff tan' () = —1

which has no solution, as the two sides of the equation have opposite
signs.

and, with 0 = 7, , [¢| = 3
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a(f,¢9) =0
iff 1=0

which is not the case. It follows that a(f,¢) = 0 has no solution
in the range 0 < 0§ < 7, —1m < ¢ < 7. By continuity, compactness
of [07] x [—m, 7] and the fact that a(%,%) = 1, restricting the in-
terval [—m, 7], there exists € > 0, with a(0,¢) > ¢, for 0 < 0 < ,
—m < ¢ < m. In particularly;

1 < 1
[(ZEETnEETnC I
=_1_

€|k‘14

so that, from (x);

‘f(fm)(E)‘ < 3G§ 6|%L|14

(2m) 2
— Dm?
|k|14
where D = 3¢

e(2m)?

For the final claim, we have, for 1 <i < 3, m € N, as f,, is supported

on W, 1 and continuous, that z;f,, € L*(R?) and, differentiating un-
der the integral sign;

8]: m k) —i_.f —
|%| akz fRJ fm F d!L’)|

= ‘j’% fR3 xzfm f 6_2k'xd§)|
S fRS |z; fn (T)|dT

= M—3||Iifm(f)||1

so that % is bounded, and, in particularly, F(f,,) is continu-
ous, for m € N. It follows, using the first result, and polar coordinates,
that, for n > 1, sufficiently large m;

| s F ) BVIE] < [, |F ) (B + [ s, | F () (B
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4C, 73 Dm3
< 3 +fR3\B(6,n) k|14

< ACur® o [T %0 D1y 25in(0) | drdOde

4C, 7 2,3 [ d
< S 2D [T

4C, 3 2,31 =1 Joo
< F 42D m? [,

4C, 73 + 2D72m?
3 11nll

where Cy, = [|F(fm)| p@.nlloo, 50 that F(f) € L'(R?).
A similar proof works in the two dimensional case.

O

Lemma 0.12. Let {f,, : m € N} be the inflexionary sequences con-
structed in Lemmas and [010, then;

J fuldedy < E

[—m—#,m-}-#}z\[—m,m}z m Y=>n

for sufficiently large m € N, where E € Rg.
f[—m—%,m+%}3\[—m,m}3 |fm\dxdydz < %
for sufficiently large m € N, where E € Ryg.

Proof. By the construction, we obtain the result that for an inflex-
ionary approximation sequence f,, in R? or R?;

‘fm|[—m—#,m+#]2\[—m,m]2 <D

| fonli—m 2y et 2\ s < D (%)

independently of m. We give the proof of (%) in the 3-dimensional
case. We have that, for m < x < m+%, m < y < m+%,
m<z<m-+ %;

| (2, 2) < S0 Di| &L

i+j

1 Byidz

(z,y,m)
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13 13 13 oItk

<D itoDid 220 Dij 3220 Dijksargyss:
13 13 13 yititky

= Zi:o D; ijo D;; Zk:o Diji kY 9 |(m, m, m)

13
< C i keo DiDijDiji,

(m, m,m)

13
= sz’,m:o DiD;Dy = D
The proof of the bound for the other regions is similar and left to

the reader, as is the two dimensional case. It follows that, using the
binomial theorem;

Jiem- 2y mt 2y mmiz |l dly

< Darea([-m — X5, m+ ]2\ [-m, m]?)
=4D((m+ -5)* — m?)

AD(m? + 2% + L —m?)

<

3=

and;

3 | frn|dzdydz

Jieme 2yt 293\
< Dvol([-m — #,m + #]3 \ [-m, m]?)
=8D((m + =5)* —m?)

8D(m3+3¢%2+i’n—”§+#—m3)

<

3=

for m sufficiently large, where £ € R+.

O

Lemma 0.13. Let f € C*®(R3) be quasi split normal, with the Fourier
transform F defined in [2]. Let {fn : m € N'} be the inflexionary se-
quence constructed in Lemma [0 10 Let F be the ordinary Fourier
transform, defined for each f,,, then, for any (koi, koz, kos), with ko #



A FOURIER INVERSION THEOREM FOR NORMAL FUNCTIONS 35

0, koa # 0, kog # 0, the sequence {F(fm) : m € N'} converges pointwise
and uniformly to F(f) onR3 \ (|k’1| < k‘()l) U (|k‘2| < k’og) U (|k’3| < k’og).
In particularly, F(f) € C(R*\ {k1 =0Uky =0Uks =0}). A corre-
sponding result holds in dimension 2.

Proof. For g € C.(R?) or g quasi split normal, and m € A, define;

Ful9)(®) = o [, 9(@)e*dz

For E S R? \ (|]{31| < ]{701) U (‘]{72‘ < ]{502) U (|]{53‘ < kog), m e N, € > O,
we have, using Lemma [0.12}

(P F)=F () R)] < 1F () k)= Fou(F) B[+ Fon () (k)= Fon (£ (F)|
H o (fm) (k) = F (i) (K)]
= |F(H)(k) = FulH)®)] + [Fon(fi) (k) = F(fm) (B)]

By the result in [2], we have that, for sufficiently large m;

IF(f)(E) = Fulf)(k)| < Cortozios (p)

m

Combining (B) and (BB), we obtain that;
| F(f)(k) = F(fu) (k)| < W

<e€

c E ) .
for m > Povkekes®™E Ag o S () was arbitrary, we obtain the first

result. The fact that each F (fm) is continuous, follows from the differ-
entiability F(f,,), which is a consequence of the fact that x;f,,(Z has
compact support, for 1 < ¢ < 3. The last result then follows immedi-
ately from the fact that ko1 # 0, ko2 # 0, koz # 0 were arbitrary and
the uniform limit of continuous functions is continuous. The last claim
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is similar.
O

Lemma 0.14. Let f € C™(R?), with % bounded for 0 <

11+1is+1i3 < 40, f quasi split normal, and of moderate decrease. Then;
f@) =FHF()@), TR
where, for g € L*(R?);
FH9@ = o3 Jrs g(k)e™dk

The same claim holds in dimension 2.

Proof. By Lemma [0.1 we have that F(f) € L'(R?). Let {f,, : m €
N} be the inflexionary approximating sequence, given by Lemma [0.9]
then, for sufficiently large m, f,, € L'(R?) and F(f,,) € L*(R?) by
Lemma [0.TT] It follows, see [I] or the method of [4], that for such m,
fn = FYF(fn)), (* x %), By the proof of Lemma [0.T3], we have that,
for & with min((ki], ko], lksl) > € > 0, |F(F)(k) = F(£n)(k)| < .
(B). By the fact that f is of very moderate decrease, we have that
F(f)— F(fm) € L*(R?), and by the classical theory, and by the proof

of Lemma [0.12, we have that;

F(f) = FUallZeirs)

= |If = faullf2 s

< Jrovo [P+ [0 g, [ fml?dT
m+m

< Jro\nom [F17dT + 5
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where {C, F,G} C Rxo. It follows that || F(f) — F(fm)||r2rs) — 0
as m — oo. In particularly, there exists a constant H € Ry with
|F(f) = F(fu)llz2r3y < H, for sufficiently large m. By the Cauchy
Schwarz inequality, we have that, for m sufficiently large;

F () = F(f)ll 1@y

< [[(F() = FFuDsom 2@ 1@ |26 0)

< \/L%HlB(ﬁ,n)HL?(B(ﬁ,n))

_ 2\/ﬂn%
= 7\/3§_m
= Kn?’ (A)

1
m2

Using the fact from Lemma [0} that F(f) € L*(R), and of rapid
decrease, for § > 0 arbitrary, we have that;

S o | F (D (FIdE < 8

for n € N, sufficiently large, n > ny. Choosing n € N, with
m = [nl_??], and using (A), Lemma [0.IT], we have, for T € R?, that;

IFHFN@E) = FHF ) @) = 1FHF(f)E) = F(fm) (k)]

(2m)

+Mwmwm®—ﬂmmmmm
% (U@ (k) = F(fn)(k)|dE

+f723\B NEGHIC Idk+fR3\B(0 F(fo) (%) |dE)
< g U R = FEmBNE + 6+ [ 55,0 e dF)
: (27:>% (fg 0+ [ o0 Trdk)
= (27:)3 ([Kg} +0+ Jro\En ?’ﬁfd%)
< orr+o+on’ )., Sirdr)
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_ _1 (£—|—5—|—2D7T27110[13_T113]°°)

(27r)% n% "
2
— (2:)% (5 + 0+ 55%)
25
< (2#)%

for sufficiently large n > ng, or m > my, so that, as e > 0 and § > 0
were arbitrary, for 7 € R?;

iMoo TN (F (fm))(T) = FIF()(@), (5 % %)

and, by Definition [0.3] (% * %), ( * %x);

F@) = limum oo fn(T) = limum oo FH(F(fi)) (&) = F'F(f) (@)
The proof of the final claim in dimension 2 is identical.

U

The following results are not required for the proof of the inversion
theorem but are required in [4].

Definition 0.15. We say that f : R® — R is of very moderate de-
crease if | f(T)] < |% for |z| > C, C € Rwg. We say that f: R> - R
is of moderate decrease n if | f(T)| < % for|z| > C, C € Rug, n > 2.
We just say that f is of moderate decrease if f is of moderate de-
crease 2. We call {0, ¢} generic if sin()cos(¢) # 0, sin(0)sin(¢) # 0,
cos(0) # 0

Lemma 0.16. Let f be of very moderate decrease and quasi split nor-

mal, f € CY(R3), such that the partial derivatives {% 1 <

i+ j+ k < 41} are of moderate decrease, and of moderate decrease
i+ 7+ k+1, then for 1 <i < 3;
EF(f)(k) € CHR3\ (ky =0Uky =0U k3 =0))

limE—m,Eg(kl:oukgzoukgzo)ki]:(f)(E) =0

The same results hold for k:i}"(é%), 1 <i<j <3, when f €
C2(R3).
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(r)
J

<

Making a polar coordinate change, for {0, ¢} generic, rf(f)g
CHRso), lime—orF(f)os(r) = 0, and similarly for r]-"( ), 1
3.

IN
I/\ Mm

1%}

_ F k
We have that F(/)(E) € L'(R®), {—2 11 < j <3} € LI(RY)

Q
<

FlaZdi ) ®

1<, <3} C LY(RY)

and {

For any given € > 0, there exists 0 > 0, for 1 < j <3, such that for
a generic translation | with Iy # 0, lo # 0, I3 # 0;

max |fo 7’]:9451 (r)dr|, |f0 ar 7’]:9451 oz, )( ))dr]) <

uniformly in {0, ¢}.

Proof. As % is of moderate decrease and quasi split normal, for fixed
Y, 2, [y, is of very moderate decrease and analytic at infinity, we have
forkl%oa k27é0a k37é07

T3 6f

i) , , : ik
]:(a_i) = —(2;)%lzmrlawlzmm—mlzmrs_m f:l I f v i ( kT drydrydrs

1 . . I 3 1 0 —ik —i(k k
(%)%lzmm_}oolzmm_,oo f_rz f_ (i, o0 [~ " a:];( e~k et ka2 tksws) ) dipg

= (27r) — e LMy ool 1My oo f” f (Limy, oo ([fe™ 1] +iky fil f(@)e *o1dny)
eilhawathaes) g g

= zk1 s e Ly oo liMyy o [ fjig(limn_}m fjil f(@)e k1 dyy et Ramathas) gy doy
= ik )3 Ui, oMy ol oo [0 [T ™ f(T)e™ ™ dydaadirs

- ik‘lf(f)(E) (TT)

the limit interchange being justified by the calculation in [2]. It fol-
lows that, for k1 # 0, ky # 0, k3 # 0, we have that;

W F(f)(F) = —iF(gh)

and similarly;



40 TRISTRAM DE PIRO
kiF(f)(k) = —iF(FL) (A), for 1 <i < 3and ky #0, ky # 0, ks # 0.
It follows that, using the fact that;
F(x1, ko, ks) = limy,oolimy, o0 [72 fTig gi (11, T, x3)e~ h2w2e= ka3 o g

is of moderate decrease, the DCT and the FTC, and the fact that
fy,» is of very moderate decrease;

lim%—)O,EQ(kl:OUkQ:Ongzo)klf(f)(E)

_ilimE—m,Egé(kl:OUkQ:Ong,:O)‘F(f) (%) (E)

e T SN -~ . . . r 3 af —itE
= —(27T)%llmk_ﬂ),kgé(klzoukz:OUk3:0)lzmrlﬁoolzmrgﬁoolzmr:;—)m f—T’l f f rs am dl’ldl'Qd[L'g

. 1 . . . T2 T3 — —ik
=5 )%llmkg—>0,k3—>0,k2;é0,k37é0lzmr2—>oollmr3—>oo J2 T i, o[22 SE(@)e R day )
s

e_i(k2x2+k3x3)dl'2d.§(f3

_ 1 ; : ; o 9 k k
- —317'mk2—>0 k3—0,k2#0 kg?ﬁollmT‘z—}OOlzng—)OO f f f f dx ) ka2t 3x3)dx2dx3

(2m)2 ’ ’ ’ oo 832
= (27:)%limkz—>0,k3—>0,k2760,k3;é0l'émr2—>oolimr3—>oo T2 5 ([f]25 e hamathors) day iy
=0 (&)
Similarly;

limE—m,Eg(kl:oukgzoukgzo)ki]:(f)(E) =0,1<7<3

As f € C*(R?), we have, by the product rule, that z; 5= af € CY(R3),
1<i<j5<3. As f is of very moderate decrease and;

afl+m+n .
Ozl Oz 02 L<i+m+n< 40}
are of very moderate decrease, we have, by repeated application of
the product rule again, that;

2]
al+m+n z; f

m 0<l4+m+n<40},1<i<;j<3
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are bounded. By Lemma [0.4] there exists an inflexionary approxi-
mation sequence g, for x% with the properties that;

(Z) Im c 013,13,14(R3)

.. )
(ZZ). gm‘[—m,m]3 = xa_g‘[—mnnP

(Z” f[ m——g,m-i-—g}?’\[ m,m]3 ‘gm(_)dES %

(iv). gm|R3\[—m——3,m+ =13 =0

By the construction of g, we have that f,, = = is an approxima-

tion sequence for , with the property that;
(i) fn € C1BI34(RS)
(@) Frli-mamps = 5] i-mmp?
(i12) f[ g kL ]9\ [ ]2 2| fn(T)dE < E

( ) fm|R3\ m——,m—i—#P =0

Following through the proof of Lemma | as 2L is quasi split nor-
mal of moderate decrease and, therefore, of Very moderate decrease, we
have that F(f,,) converges uniformly to F (%) on compact subsets of
R\ (k1 =0Uky = 0U ks = 0), so that F(2L) € C(R?\ (k1 = 0U ks = 0U ks = 0)),
As zz;f, € LY(R3), for 1 < i < j < 3, we have that F(f,,) is twice
differentiable, in particularly, F(f,,) € C*(R3). As f is quasi split
normal, so is % and :E%. It follows that for {m,n} C N, with m > n,
differentiating under the integral sign, using the DCT, property (ii7)
of an inflexionary approximating sequence, and the fact that x% is
of very moderate decrease and quasi split normal, for |k;| > € > 0,
|ka| > €3 > 0, |k3| > €3 > 0, we have that;

| OF(fm) _ OF(fn)
k1 k1

- ﬁhﬁ;gl(f?& fm(_ ~iks Tdx — 8 f’RS fn —zk.fdf‘

— ﬁ| Jrs =121 f(T)e~F0dT — [y —iz: f,(T)e "2 dT|
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where C(k) is uniformly bounded on the region |ki| > €; > 0, |ky| >
€a > 0, |ks| > €5 > 0. It follows that the sequence {a]E In) . e N}
is uniformly Cauchy on the region |ki| > € > 0, |k2| > e > 0,
|ks| > e3 > 0, and converges uniformly. By considering inflexionary
sequences for ya and z , we can similarly show that the sequences

% :m € N} and {‘V(fm : m € N} are uniformly Cauchy on
the region |ki| > ¢ > 0, |k:2| > e > 0, |ks|] > €3 > 0, and con-
verge uniformly. As F(f,,) converges uniformly to F (%) on the re-
gions |ki| > e > 0, |ks| > e > 0, |ks| > €3 > 0, it follows that
.7:(%) € CYR3\ (k; =0Uky =0Uks =0)). The same result folds
for ]-"(g—;) and ]-"(%), so by (A);

{1 F(f)(R), ko F (f)(R), ks F(f)(R)} € CHRP\ (k1 =0U ky = 0U ks = 0))
(B)

It follows that, changing to polars;

OTNE = (0 ks g D ke D ke (f)(R))

_ mFOE | FDOE | Ok FDE
- : ok + - Oko + > Oks (WW)

so that, for generic {0, ¢}, rF(f)(r)as € C'(Rso), by (B). More-

over;
Limy—orF (f)(r)o.6-
= lim%(e,(b)—mkLllimﬁ(e,qs)—@,kl¢o,k2¢0,k37&0k1}—(f)(E)
= limE(9,¢>)—>okLQlimE(e,qs)—ﬁ,kl¢o,k2¢0,k37&0k2]:(f)(E)

= 1M, 6y 075 LI (0,6) =0 k1 0, k00, k320 F3F (f)(k)
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: : k2 K2y -
- lzmg(97¢)_)oszgn(/{51)(1 + k_% ‘I’ k_%)lsz(6,¢)—>6,k17é0,k27é0,k3;é0k1]:(f)(k)
. . k2 k2. ;. 7
. . k2 kE2\;. -
= lZmE(e@)—mSZgn(kZ%)(l + k_é + é)hmE(e,gb)—@,kl¢o,k2¢o,k3¢ok3f(f)(]f)

=0

as the cases max(|ks|, |ks|) < |k1|, max(|ki|, |ks|) < |k2| and maz(|ky|, |ks2]) <

|ks| are exhaustive.

Clearly, we can repeat the above arguments for 6—5 1 <i<3, and

f € C*2(R3), using the fact that is of moderate decrease, in partic-

glitm+n of
Ox;

ularly of very moderate decrease, with the higher derivatives STy
of moderate decrease [ +m-+n+2, in particularly of moderate decrease
[+m+n+1.

For the next claim, we have, F(f) € L'(R?), (R), by Lemma
of

A similar calculation shows that, as 3> is of moderate decrease 2, that
f e L2+E(R3), for € > 0. Applying the Haussdorff-Young inequality,
.7:(%) € L*9(R?), for § > 0. In particular, due to the decay again,
F (%) e L*(R?). Locally, on B(0, 1), for § > 0;

—L_dk

fB(Ol \k\?’ *p=2

= f0§0§7r,—7r§¢<¢ f d dode

< 2r}
=21? < 00

so that |k| € L*°(B(0,1)), in particularly ﬁ € L*(B(0,1)). As

F(&L) € L2(B(0,1)), by the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, we obtain
A \(& of
that % € L'(B(0,1)), and by the decay, we have that |k|)(k) €
FEL®
19 € LY(R?), for 1 <i < 3.

We also have, using the fact that af_ 5— 18 of moderate decrease and
10T

LY(R?). Similar arguments show that

quasi split normal, 1 <7 < j < 3, using the argument (7'7") twice, that
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for k1 #0, ko # 0, k3 # 0;

F(554) = (k) (k) F () (R)

= —kik; F(f)(F)

so that;

Fla2d)(R)

= g F(N®)

with, for k; # 0, k; # 0;

= kk] — 1
| %2 | = ‘SZgn(h)SZgn(k?H :iz"'lzg ) ||(1+k12+:22)1 | <1
so that;
Fla2d)® _
| < IF(H®)
T 1(p3 i 69?2-20%)@) 13
and, by (R), F(f)(k) € L'(R?), so that —E € L'Y(R?).

The last claim follows from the fact that, for I, with I; # 0, Iy # 0,
I3 # 0, the translation .F(af)( ) € CY(B(0,¢€)), for some € > 0. In
particular, given € > 0, there exists § > 0, such that;

max |f0 7’]:9451 (r)dr], |f TF9,¢1 )( ))dr|) <

uniformly in {6, ¢}.
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