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SUPEROSCILLATIONS IN THE HYPERCOMPLEX SETTING

F. COLOMBO, F. MANTOVANI, S. PINTON, AND P. SCHLOSSER

Abstract. Superoscillatory functions represent a counterintuitive phenomenon in physics but
also in mathematics, where a band-limited function oscillates faster than its highest Fourier
component. They appear in various contexts, including quantummechanics, as a result of a weak
measurement introduced by Y. Aharonov and collaborators. These functions can be extended
to the complex variable and are a specific instance of the more general notion of supershift.
The aim of this paper is to extend the notion of superoscillatory functions to the hypercomplex
setting. This extension is richer than the complex case since the Fueter-Sce extension theorem for
Clifford-valued functions provides two notions of hyperholomorphic functions. We will explore
these notions and address the corresponding superoscillating theories.
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1. Introduction

Superoscillations are a somewhat counterintuitive phenomenon for which a band-limited func-
tion locally oscillates faster than its highest Fourier component. This means that for example a
signal can exhibit rapid variations in certain regions, even though its overall frequency content
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is limited to lower frequencies. The problem of constructing a sequence of superoscillatory func-
tions can be described as follows: Let hj(n) be a given set of points in [−1, 1], j = 0, 1, ..., n, for
n ∈ N and let a ∈ R be such that |a| > 1. Determine the coefficients Xj(n, a) of the sequence

fn(x) =

n∑

j=0

Xj(n, a)e
ihj(n)x, x ∈ R

in such a way that

f (p)
n (0) = (ia)p, for p = 0, 1, ..., n.

The conditions f
(p)
n (0) = (ia)p mean that the functions x 7→ eiax and fn(x) have the same

derivatives at the origin, for p = 0, 1, ..., n, so they have the same Taylor polynomial of order n.
Under the condition that, for every fixed n ∈ N, the points hj(n) for j = 0, ..., n, (often denoted
by hj) are distinct we obtain an explicit formula for the coefficients Xj(n, a) that are given by

Xj(n, a) =

n∏

k=0, k 6=j

( hk(n)− a

hk(n)− hj(n)

)

,

so the superoscillating sequence fn(x) takes the explicit form

fn(x) =
n∑

j=0

n∏

k=0, k 6=j

( hk(n)− a

hk(n)− hj(n)

)

eihj(n)x, x ∈ R.

Observe that, by construction, this function is band limited and it converges to eiax with ar-
bitrary |a| > 1, so it is superoscillating. These functions where introduced in [8] and further
studied in [19].

The prototypical superoscillating function, obtained in a different way with respect to what
we have discussed above, is associated with the weak values in quantum mechanics [1], and is
defined as

Fn(x, a) =

n∑

j=0

Cj(n, a)e
i(1−2j/n)x, x ∈ R, (1)

where a > 1 and the coefficients Cj(n, a) are given by

Cj(n, a) =

(
n

j

)(
1 + a

2

)n−j (1− a

2

)j

. (2)

If we fix x ∈ R and we let n go to infinity, we obtain that

lim
n→∞

Fn(x, a) = eiax.

Clearly the name superoscillations comes from the fact that in the Fourier’s representation of
the function (1) the frequencies 1 − 2j/n are bounded by 1, but the limit function eiax has
a frequency a that can be arbitrarily larger than 1. A precise definition of superoscillating
functions is as follows.

We call generalized Fourier sequence a sequence of the form

fn(x) :=
n∑

j=0

Xj(n, a)e
ihj(n)x, n ∈ N, x ∈ R, (3)

where a ∈ R, Xj(n, a) ∈ C and hj(n) ∈ R. A generalized Fourier sequence of the form (3) is
said to be a superoscillating sequence if hj(n) ∈ [−1, 1] and there exists a compact subset of R,

which will be called a superoscillation set, on which fn(x) converges uniformly to eig(a)x, where
g is a continuous real valued function such that |g(a)| > 1.
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The evolution of superoscillations have been widely studied in the literature and many inves-
tigations are going on also nowadays by different research groups in mathematics and in physics.
See, without claiming completeness, [2]-[7] and [9]-[13],[18], [21]-[24], [30], [36],[42]. Several re-
sults on the evolution of superoscillations are based on continuity properties of infinite order
differential operators [16, 17]. Infinite order differential operators in the hypercomplex setting
have been recently considered in [26], [27], [41] for the entire hyperholomorphic function settings
see also the paper [37]. Supershift and superoscillations and the case of several variables [31]-
[35]. Recently in the literature appeared and interesting relations of superoscillations associated
with Fock spaces [14], to the short-time Fourier transform [15], and to some applications to
technology [38, 39].

We highlight an important aspect in the investigation of superoscillations. Extending super-
oscillatory functions to the complex setting is particularly useful, as this extension to entire
functions allows the use of infinite order differential operators, which play a crucial role in
studying the evolution problem of superoscillations by Schrödinger equation or by any other
field equation in quantum mechanics.

The aim of this article is to describe the phenomenon of superoscillations also in the setting of
the Clifford algebra Rn. One important feature of Rn is that there are several (natural) notions
of holomorphicity. The most important ones are the slice hyperholomorphic functions and the
monogenic functions. Note, that these two function spaces are connected by the Fueter-Sce
extension theorem, see [28]. Thus, the challenge is to define what we mean by superoscillations
in these two settings.

The content of the paper. The main object of study of this paper are Clifford valued su-
peroscillating functions defined on paravectors that is a subset of the Clifford-Algebra. We
adopt two different approaches to define this kind of sequences. The first one treats the Clifford
variable in a unified way, in particular we give the following definition:

Definition 1.1 (Superoscillating sequence.). Let ej , for j = 1, . . . , n be the imaginary units of
the Clifford algebra Rn with the usual defining properties. A sequence of the form

fN (x1, . . . , xn; a) :=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)ehj(N)(e1x1+···+enxn), n ∈ N, (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n, (4)

where a ∈ R, Zj(N, a) ∈ Rn, hj(n) ∈ [−1, 1], is said to be a superoscillating sequence if
supj,n |hj(N)| ≤ 1 and fN (x1, . . . , xn, a) converges uniformly in x = e1x1 + · · · + enxn on any

compact subset of Rn to eg(a)x, where g : R → R is a continuous such that |g(a)| > 1.

Remark 1.2. In the Definition 1.1, we decided to put the coefficients Zj(N, a) on the left of
the exponential functions, but we could give analogous definitions putting Zj(N, a) on the right
of the exponential functions. This remark is important, as we will see, when the left or right
regularity of the extension of a superoscillating sequence has to be taken into account.

Note that in the Definition 1.1 the role of e1x1 + · · · + enxn is the same of the role of ix in
the definition of the superoscillating sequences in the complex setting. We prove the existence
of the archetypical superoscillating sequence and its extension to a sequence of entire slice
hyperholomorphic functions or to a sequence of entire monogenic functions that converges in
the corresponding spaces of entire exponentially increasing functions (see Lemma 3.1 and 4.1).

The second approach is more flexible and it admits the possibility in the definition of a
superoscillating sequence to multiply the variables: x1, . . . , xn with different frequencies (see
Definition 3.5 for the slice hyperholomorphic setting and Definition 4.5 for the monogenic set-
ting). In particular, in Corollary 3.9 (resp. Corollary 4.8) we prove the construction of a
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superoscillating sequence according to Definition 3.5 (resp Definition 4.5) starting from a super-
oscillating sequence as in Definition 1.1 that admits an extension to a sequence of entire slice
hyperholomorphic functions (resp. monogenic functions) converging in the spaces of entire slice
hyperholomorphic functions (resp. entire monogenic functions).

Finally we also define, as a generalization of the notion of superoscillating sequence, the
notion of supershift sequences of functions of Clifford variable in the slice hyperholomorphic
setting (see Definition 3.2 and Definition 3.10) and in the monogenic setting (see Definition 4.2
and Definition 4.9) and in Theorem 3.12 (resp. Theorem 4.11) we prove that starting from a
superoscillating sequence it is possible to construct a supershift sequence according to Definition
3.10 (resp. Definition 4.9).

2. Preliminary material on hyperholomorphic functions

In this section we recall some results on slice hyperholomorphic functions (see Chapter 2
in [29]) and we prove some important properties of entire slice hyperholomorphic and entire
monogenic functions that appear here for the first time. We recall that Rn is the real Clifford
algebra over n imaginary units e1, . . . , en. The element (x0, x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R

n+1 will be identified
with the paravector x = x0 + x = x0 +

∑n
ℓ=1 xℓeℓ and the real part x0 of x will also be denoted

by Re(x). An element in Rn, called a Clifford number, can be written as

a = a0 + a1e1 + . . . + anen + a12e1e2 + . . . + a123e1e2e3 + . . .+ a12...ne1e2...en.

Denote by A = {i1, . . . , ir} with 0 ≤ r ≤ n, an element in the power set P (1, . . . , n) with ordered
indexes i1 < i2 < · · · < ir. The element ei1 . . . eir can be written as ei1...ir or, in short, eA. Thus,
in a more compact form, we can write a Clifford number as

a =
∑

A

aAeA.

When A = ∅ we set e∅ = 1. The Euclidean norm of an element y ∈ Rn is given by |y|2 =
∑

A |yA|2, in particular the norm of the paravector x ∈ R
n+1 is |x|2 = x20 + x21 + . . . + x2n. The

conjugate of x is given by x̄ = x0 − x = x0 −
∑n

ℓ=1 xℓeℓ. Recall that S is the sphere

S = {x = e1x1 + . . . + enxn | x21 + . . .+ x2n = 1};
so for j ∈ S we have j2 = −1. Given an element x = x0 + x ∈ R

n+1 let us define jx = x/|x| if
x 6= 0, and given an element x ∈ R

n+1, the set

[x] := {y ∈ R
n+1 : y = x0 + j|x|, j ∈ S}

which is an (n−1)-dimensional sphere in R
n+1. The vector space R+jR will be denoted by Cj and

an element belonging to Cj will be indicated by u+ jv, for u, v ∈ R. With an abuse of notation
we will write x ∈ R

n+1. Thus, if U ⊆ R
n+1 is an open set, a function f : U ⊆ R

n+1 → Rn can
be interpreted as a function of the paravector x. We say that U ⊆ R

n+1 is axially symmetric if
[x] ⊂ U for any x ∈ U .

2.1. Slice hyperholomorphic functions. This is the first class of hyperholomorphic function
due to the Fueter-Sce extension theorem, see [28], associated with the second map TFS1

Definition 2.1 (Slice hyperholomorphic functions). Let U ⊆ R
n+1 be an axially symmetric

open set and let U = {(u, v) ∈ R
2 : u + Sv ⊂ U}. A function f : U → Rn is called a left slice

function, if it is of the form

f(q) = f0(u, v) + jf1(u, v) for q = u+ jv ∈ U

where the two functions f0, f1 : U → Rn satisfy the compatibility conditions

f0(u,−v) = f0(u, v), f1(u,−v) = −f1(u, v). (5)
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If in addition f0 and f1 are C1 regular and satisfy the Cauchy-Riemann-equations

∂

∂u
f0(u, v) −

∂

∂v
f1(u, v) = 0 (6)

∂

∂v
f0(u, v) +

∂

∂u
f1(u, v) = 0, (7)

then f is called left slice hyperholomorphic. A function f : U → Rn is called a right slice function
if it is of the form

f(q) = f0(u, v) + f1(u, v)j for q = u+ jv ∈ U

with two functions f0, f1 : U → Rn that satisfy (5). If in addition f0 and f1 satisfy the Cauchy-
Riemann-equation, then f is called right slice hyperholomorphic.

If f is a left (or right) slice function such that f0 and f1 are real-valued, then f is called
intrinsic. We denote the sets of left (resp. right) slice hyperholomorphic functions on U by
SML(U) (resp. SMR(U)).

Definition 2.2. Let f : U ⊆ R
n+1 → Rn and let x = u+ jv ∈ U . If x is not real, then we say

that f admits left slice derivative in x if

∂Sf(x) := lim
p→x, p∈Cj

(p− x)−1(f(p)− f(x)) (8)

exists and is finite. If x is real, then we say that f admits left slice derivative in x if (8) exists for
any j ∈ S. Similarly, we say that f admits right slice derivative in a nonreal point x = u+jv ∈ U
if

∂Sf(x) := lim
p→x, p∈Cj

(f(p)− f(x))(p − x)−1 (9)

exists and is finite, and we say that f admits right slice derivative in a real point x ∈ U if (9)
exists and is finite, for any j ∈ S.

Remark 2.3. Observe that ∂Sf(x) is uniquely defined and independent of the choice of j ∈ S

even if x is real. If f admits a slice derivative in one point x ∈ R
n+1, then fj is Cj-complex left,

resp. right, differentiable in x and we find

∂Sf(x) = f ′
j(x) =

∂

∂u
fj(x) =

∂

∂u
f(x), x = u+ jv. (10)

Theorem 2.4 ([29], Proposition 2.3.1). Let a ∈ R, r > 0 and Br(a) = {x ∈ R
n+1 : |x−a| < r}.

If f ∈ SML(Br(a)), then

f(x) =
+∞∑

k=0

(x− a)k
1

k!
∂k
Sf(a) ∀x = u+ jv ∈ Br(a). (11)

If on the other hand f ∈ SMR(Br(a)), then

f(x) =
+∞∑

k=0

1

k!
∂k
Sf(a)(x− a)k ∀x = u+ jv ∈ Br(a).

We now recall the natural product that preserves slice hyperholomorphicity of functions ad-
mitting power series expansion as shown by Theorem 2.4.

Definition 2.5. Let f(x) =
∑+∞

k=0 x
kak and g(x) =

∑+∞
k=0 x

kbk, defined on a disc Br(0), be two
left slice hyperholomorphic power series, the left-star product is defined by

(f ⋆L g)(x) =
+∞∑

ℓ=0

xℓ

(
ℓ∑

k=0

akbℓ−k

)

, (12)
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and leads again to a left slice hyperholomorphic function on Br(0). Similarly, for right slice
hyperholomoprhic power series f(x) =

∑+∞
k=0 akx

k and g(x) =
∑+∞

k=0 bkx
k the right-star product

is defined by

(f ⋆R g)(x) =
+∞∑

ℓ=0

(
ℓ∑

k=0

akbℓ−k

)

xℓ. (13)

The Cauchy formula of slice hyperholomoprhic functions has two different Cauchy kernels
according to left or right slice hyperholomoprhicity. Let x, s ∈ R

n+1, with x 6∈ [s], be paravectors
then the slice hyperholomorphic Cauchy kernels are defined by

S−1
L (s, x) := −(x2 − 2Re(s)x+ |s|2)−1(x− s),

and

S−1
R (s, x) := −(x− s̄)(x2 − 2Re(s)x+ |s|2)−1.

The two results below can be found in [29], Section 2.8.

Theorem 2.6 (The Cauchy formulas for slice hyperholomoprhic functions). Let U ⊂ R
n+1 be an

axially symmetric domain. Suppose that ∂(U ∩Cj) is a finite union of continuously differentiable
Jordan curves for every j ∈ S and set dsj = −dsj. Let f be a slice hyperholomoprhic function

on an open axially symmetric set that contains U . Then

f(x) =
1

2π

∫

∂(U∩Cj)
S−1
L (s, x) dsj f(s), for any x ∈ U. (14)

If f is a right slice hyperholomoprhic function on a set that contains U , then

f(x) =
1

2π

∫

∂(U∩Cj)
f(s) dsj S

−1
R (s, x), for any x ∈ U. (15)

Moreover, the integrals depend neither on U nor on the imaginary unit j ∈ S.

2.2. Monogenic functions. This is the second class of hyperholomorphic function due to the
Fueter-Sce extension theorem, see [28], associated with the second map TFS2. We recall that
the generalized Cauchy-Riemann operator in R

n+1 is defined by:

D :=
∂

∂x0
+

n∑

i=1

ei
∂

∂xi
.

Definition 2.7 (Monogenic Functions, see [25]). Let U ⊆ R
n+1 be an open subset. A function

f : U → Rn, of class C1, is called left monogenic if

Df =
∂

∂x0
f +

n∑

i=1

ei
∂

∂xi
f = 0.

A function f : U → Rn, of class C1, is called right monogenic if

fD =
∂

∂x0
f +

n∑

i=1

∂

∂xi
fei = 0.

The set of left monogenic functions (resp. right monogenic functions) will be denoted by ML(U)
(resp. MR(U)).

Definition 2.8 (Fueter’s homogeneous polynomials). Let x ∈ R
n+1. Given a multi–index

k = (k1, ..., kn) where ki are integers, we set |k| = ∑n
i=1 ki and k! =

∏n
i=1 ki!. We define the

homogeneous polynomials Pk(x) as follows:
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(I) For a multi–index k with at least one negative component we set

Pk(x) := 0.

For k = 0 = (0, ..., 0) we set
P0(x) := 1.

(II) For a multi-index k with |k| > 0 and the integers kj nonnegative, we define Pk(x) as
follows: for each k consider the sequence of indices j1, j2, . . . , j|k| be given such that 1
appears in the sequence k1 times, 2 appears k2 times, et cetera and, finally, n appears
kn times (i.e {j1, j2, . . . , j|k|} = {1, . . . , 1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k1 times

, . . . , n, . . . , n
︸ ︷︷ ︸

kn times

}). We define zi = xi − x0ei for

any i = 1, . . . , n and z = (z1, . . . , zn). We set

zk := zj1zj2 . . . zj|k|

and
|z|k = |z1|k1 · · · |zn|kn

these products contains z1 exactly k1-times, z2 exactly k2-times and so on. We define

Pk(x) :=
1

|k|!
∑

σ∈perm(k)

zjσ(1)
zjσ(2)

. . . zjσ(|k|)
,

where perm(k) is the permutation group with |k| elements.

Remark 2.9. In [25] pag. 68, the definition of Fueter polynomials is given in the following
way: let s ∈ N, for any combination (ℓ1, . . . , ℓs) of s elements out of (1,. . . , n) repetitions being
allowed, we put

V0(x) = e0

and

Vℓ1,...,ℓs(x) =
1

s!

∑

π(ℓ1,...,ℓs)

zℓ1 · · · · · zℓs

where the sum runs over all distinguishable permutation of all of (ℓ1, . . . , ℓs). According to this
definition we have the following relation

Pm(x) := m!Vℓ1,...,ℓs(x),

where m = (m1, . . . ,mn) and mi is the number of times that i appear in the sequence (ℓ1, . . . , ℓs)
being |m| = s.

The polynomials Pk(x) play an important role in the monogenic function theory and we collect
some of their properties in the next proposition (see Theorem 6.2 in [40]):

Theorem 2.10. Consider the Fueter polynomials Pk(x) defined above. Then the following facts
hold:.

(I) the recursion formula

kPk(x) =
n∑

i=1

kiPk−εi(x)zi =
n∑

i=1

kiziPk−εi(x),

and also
n∑

i=1

kiPk−εi(x)ei =

n∑

i=1

kieiPk−εi(x),

where εi = (0, ..., 0, 1, 0, ..., 0) with 1 in the position i.
(II) The derivatives ∂xj for j = 1, ..., n, are given by

∂xjPk(x) = kjPk−εj(x).
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(III) The Fueter polynomials Pk(x) are both left and right monogenic.
(IV) The following estimates holds

|Pk(x)| ≤ |x||k|.
(V) For all paravectors x and y, and for any multi–index k there holds the binomial formula

Pk(x+ y) =
∑

i+j=k

k!

i!j!
Pi(x)Pj(y).

Remark 2.11. In particular, by the property (II) stated in the previous theorem we have for
any multi-index m,k ∈ N

n
0 that

∂m
x Pk(x) =

k!

(k −m)!
Pk−m(x).

We also remark that Pk(x) is a paravector for any x ∈ R
n+1 (see Proposition 10.6 in [40]). In

particular we have
Pk(x) = xk11 · · · xknn

and

Pk(x0) = x
|k|
0

1

|k|!
∑

σ∈Perm(k)

eℓσ(1)
· · · eℓσ(|k|)

where (ℓ1, . . . , ℓ|k|) is such that

ℓ∑j−i
r=1 kr+1

= · · · = ℓ∑j
r=1 kr

= j

for any j = 1, . . . , n. We define

ek :=
∑

σ∈Perm(|k|)
eℓσ(1)

· · · eℓσ(|k|)
(16)

(note that here k = (k1, . . . , kn) is a multi-index so ek has not to be confused with the imaginary
units ej for j = 1, . . . , n).

Another important tool for what follows in Section 4 is the so called left Cauchy-Kowalewski
extension also called CK-extension (see pag. 111 in [25]).

Theorem 2.12 (CK-Extension). Given an analytic function f in R
n, i.e

f(x) =
∑

m∈Nn

xm1
1 · · · xmn

n λm

where λm ∈ Rn for any x ∈ R
n, there exists a unique left monogenic function f∗ which extends

f to R
n+1 given by

f∗(x) =
∞∑

k=0

(−1)kD

[

x2k+1
0

(2k + 1)!
∆k

n(f(x))

]

.

Using the CK-extension we can define the so called CK-product which is a product that
preserve the left monogenic regularity.

Definition 2.13 (CK-product). Given f, g ∈ ML(R
n+1) the CK-product is defined as

f ⊙L g = (f(x) · g(x))∗.
For the properties of this product we refer the reader to [25]. Here we recall the following two

facts:
Pk(x) = zℓ1 ⊙L · · · ⊙L zℓ|k| (17)

and, if f(x) · g(x) = g(x) · f(x), then
f(x)⊙L g(x) = g(x)⊙L f(x).
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Thus in particular zi ⊙L zk = zk ⊙L zi for any i, k = 1, . . . , n.

2.3. Entire slice hyperholomorphic functions and entire monogenic functions. Entire
slice hyperholomorphic functions and entire monogenic functions will play an important role in
our considerations.

Definition 2.14. Let f be an entire slice left monogenic function or an entire left monogenic
function. We say that f is of finite order if there exists κ > 0 such that

Mf (r) < er
κ

for sufficiently large r. The greatest lower bound ρ of such numbers κ is called order of f .
Equivalently, we can define the order as

ρ = lim sup
r→∞

ln lnMf (r)

ln r
.

Lemma 2.15. The series
∑

m∈Nn
0

c(n,m)

m!
Pm(x)

is converging for any x ∈ R
n+1 and it is a monogenic function that we call g with order 1 where

we assume that

c(n,m) =
(n+ |m| − 1)!

(n− 1)!m!
.

Proof. To prove the first assertion it is sufficient to observe that

lim sup
|m|→+∞

(
c(n,m)

m!

) 1
|m|

= 0.

Indeed we have that for any multi-index m ∈ N
n
0 with |m| = k

nk =
∑

|m|=k

k!

m!
≥ k!

m!
(18)

which implies m! ≥ |m|!
n|m| . Thus, by the Stirling’s formula, we have

lim sup
|m|→+∞

(
c(n,m)

m!

) 1
|m|

= lim sup
|m|→+∞

(
(n+ |m| − 1)!

(n − 1)!(m!)2

) 1
|m|

≤ lim sup
|m|→+∞

(
(n+ |m| − 1)!

(n− 1)!(|m|!)2
) 1

|m|

= lim sup
|m|→+∞

n2(n + |m| − 1)
n+|m|−1

|m|

n
n

|m| |m|2
= lim sup

|m|→+∞
|m|−1+n−1

|m|
n2(1 + n−1

|m| )
n+|m|−1

|m|

n
n

|m|

= 0.

By Theorem 1 in [37], to prove the order of g(x) =
∑

m∈Nn
0
Pm(x)am where am = c(n,m)

m! is equal

to 1 it is sufficient to prove that

lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
− log( |am|

c(n,m))
= 0.

By (18) and Stirling’s Formula we have

lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
− log( am

c(n,m))
= lim sup

|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
− log

(
c(n,m)

m!c(n,m)

) ≤ lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
log(|m|!) − |m| log(n)

= lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
|m| log(|m|)− |m| log(n) = 1.

�
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We recall that AL
1 (R

n+1), the space of entire left slice hyperholomorphic functions of order
1, or simply AL

1 is the inductive limit of the following family of Banach spaces parametrized by
R ∋ σ > 0:

AL
1,σ(R

n+1) = {f ∈ SML(R
n+1) : ‖f‖1,σ := sup

x∈Rn+1

|f(x)|e−σ|x| < +∞}.

We denote by the same symbol AL
1 the space of entire left monogenic functions of order 1, that

is the inductive limit of the following family of Banach spaces:

AL
1,σ(R

n+1) = {f ∈ ML(R
n+1) : ‖f‖1,σ := sup

x∈Rn+1

|f(x)|e−σ|x| < +∞}.

According to the context, A1,σ or A1 will denote the space of entire monogenic functions or the
space of entire slice hyperholomorphic functions.

In this section they will denote both the regularity. It is also possible to define the spaces
AR

1,σ(R
n+1) and AR

1 by requiring that the function f belongs to SMR(R
n+1) or to MR(R

n+1).

Along all the paper, we denote by A1 and A1,σ the spaces AL
1 and AL

1,σ. We say that a sequence
{fN}N∈N ⊆ A1 converges to f in A1 if there exists σ > 0 such that f ∈ A1,σ and {fN}N∈N ⊆ A1,σ,
moreover,

lim
N→∞

‖fN (x)− f(x)‖1,σ = 0.

We denote by H(Rn+1) both the set of left monogenic functions or slice hyperholomorphic
functions equipped by the uniform convergence in the compact subset of Rn+1. We need the
following proposition and lemma which are the Cliffordian version of Proposition 2.1 and Lemma
2.4 in [32].

Proposition 2.16. Let {fN}N∈N be a sequence of elements in A1(R
n+1). The two following

assertions are equivalent:

• the sequence converges towards 0 in A1(R
n+1);

• the sequence converges towards 0 in H(Rn+1) and there exists Af ≥ 0 and Bf ≥ 0 such
that

∀N ∈ N, ∀x ∈ R
n+1, |fN (x)| ≤ Afe

Bf |x|.

Proof. We assume that the first assertion holds true. This means that there exists σ1 > 0 and
N1 > 0 such that for any N > N1 we have ‖fN‖1,σ1 < 1. Let σ := max{α0, . . . , αN1 , σ1}
where αj > 0 is one of the positive constant such that fj ∈ A1,αj for any j = 1, . . . N1, thus

we have {fN}N∈N ⊆ A1,σ(R
n+1). In particular, we have: |fN | ≤ Aeσ|x| for any N ∈ N0 where

A = sup{‖f0‖1,σ, . . . , ‖fN1‖1,σ, 1}. Now, let K be a compact subset of R
n+1, we choose an

arbitrary small positive constant ǫ > 0 and we define δ = ǫe−σ supx∈K |x|. We know that there
exists a positive integer Nδ such that for any N > Nδ we have ‖fN‖1,σ < δ. Thus we have for
any N > Nδ

sup
x∈K

|fN (x)| < sup
x∈K

|fN (x)|eσ supx∈K |x|−σ|x| ≤ eσ supx∈K |x| sup
x∈Rn+1

|fN (x)|e−σ|x| ≤ eσ supx∈K |x|δ = ǫ.

This prove that the sequence {fN}N∈N converges towards 0 in H(Rn+1).
Now, we assume that the second assertion holds true. Let ǫ be a fixed positive constant and

B another positive constant such that B ≥ Bf . Thus we know that there exists a third positive
constant Rǫ,B such that

∀N ∈ N, sup
|x|≥Rǫ,B

|fN (x)|e−B|x| ≤ Af sup
|x|≥Rǫ,B

e(Bf−B)|x| ≤ Afe
(Bf−B)Rǫ,B < ǫ.
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On the other hand, since the ball centered in 0 with radius Rǫ,B is a compact subset of Rn+1

we know that there exists Nǫ such that for any N > Nǫ we have

sup
|x|≤Rǫ,B

|fN (x)|e−B|x| < sup
|x|≤Rǫ,B

|fN (x)| < ǫ.

Therefore supN≥Nǫ
‖fN‖σ,B < ǫ and the sequence converges to 0 in A1(R

n+1). �

Here we state an important property for the Taylor coefficients of an entire slice hyperholo-
morphic or monogenic exponentially increasing function (see Lemma 2.13 and Lemma 4.14 in
[27]).

Lemma 2.17. A function

f(x) =
∞∑

k=0

xkak (resp. f(x) =
∞∑

m∈Nn
0

Pm(x)am)

belongs to A1 if and only if there exists positive constants Cf , bf such that

|ak| ≤ Cf

bkf
k!



resp. |am| ≤ Cf

b
|m|
f c(n,m)

|m|!



 ,

where

c(n, ℓ) =
n(n+ 1) · · · (n+ |ℓ| − 1)

ℓ!
=

(n+ |ℓ| − 1)!

(n− 1)! ℓ!
.

Furthermore, a sequence fm in A1 tends to zero if and only if Cfm → 0 and bfm < b for some
b > 0.

2.4. Some special functions in the monogenic setting. The monogenic exponential func-
tion can be defined by means of the C-K extension of the slice hyperholomorphic exponential
function restricted to the purely imaginary paravectors:

ex :=
∞∑

k=0

1

k!
(x)k =

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

m∈Nn,|m|=k

n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

xℓ1 . . . xℓkeℓ1 . . . eℓk .

Since

(z1e1 + . . . znen)
⊙Lk

∣
∣
∣
x0=0

=

n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=0

xℓ1 . . . xℓkeℓ1 . . . eℓk

and (z1e1 + . . . znen)
⊙Lk is a monogenic function, we have that, by the Identity Theorem of

monogenic functions (see page 180 in [40]), the C-K extension of ex is given by

E(x) =
∞∑

k=0

1

k!
(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙Lk =
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

(zℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (zℓkeℓk)

=

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

m∈Nn
0 ,|m|=k

Pm(x)
∑

σ∈π′(1,...,k)

eℓσ(1)
· · · eℓσ(k)

,

where the second inequality is due to the distributivity and associativity property of the CK
product, the third equality is due to the linearity on the right for the C-K product and the equa-
tion (17), moreover, the last sum runs over all distinguishable permutations of all of (ℓ1, . . . , ℓk)
and

ℓ∑i−i
r=1 mr+1 = · · · = ℓ∑i

r=1 mr
= i
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for any i = 1, . . . , n. We can also say that mi is the number of i that appear in the ordered set:
(ℓ1, . . . , ℓk). By the multinomial Newton formula, the number of addends in the sum

e′m :=
∑

σ∈π′(1,...,k)

eℓσ(1)
· · · eℓσ(k)

(19)

is k!
m1!···mn!

.

Proposition 2.18. The radius of convergence of the series that defines E(x) is +∞ and its
order is 1.

Proof. By (18) and the estimate

∑

m∈Nn
0 , |m|=k

1 =

(
n+ k − 1

k

)

≤ (k + 1)n−1

(see for example [12] pag. 12), we have in particular that:
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

m∈Nn
0 ,|m|=k

Pm(x)e′m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∞∑

k=0




nk

k!

∑

|m|=k

1



 |x|k ≤
∞∑

k=0

(
nk(k + 1)n−1

k!

)

|x|k

and

lim sup
k→+∞

nk(k + 1)n−1

k!
= lim sup

k→+∞

n
(

(k + 1)
1
k

)n−1

k!
1
k

= 0,

where we used limk→+∞(k!)
1
k = +∞ and limk→+∞(1+ k)

1
k = 1. This implies that the radius of

convergence of the series that define E(x) is +∞.
Now, we prove that the order of E(x) is 1. Indeed, by Theorem 1 in [37] it is sufficient to

prove that

lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
− log( |am|

c(n,m))
= 1

where am := e′m
|m|! and

|m| log(|m|)
− log(

|am|
c(n,m)

)
:= 0 if |am| = 0. We observe that

| am
c(n,m)

| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

m!e′m
(n + |m| − 1)!|m|!

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1

(n+ |m| − 1)!
.

Thus we have, when am 6= 0

lim sup
|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
− log( |am|

c(n,m))
= lim sup

|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
log( c(n,m)

|am| )
≤ lim sup

|m|→+∞

|m| log(|m|)
log((n + |m| − 1)!)

= 1.

On the other hand we have that for the multi-indexes of the type m = (m1, 1, 0, . . . , 0) with
m1 +1 be an odd number, the number of even permutations with repetitions of m is one bigger
then the number of odd permutations with repetitions of m. Thus, for those multi-indexes m,
we have

|e′m| =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

σ∈π′(|m|)
eℓσ(1)

· · · eℓσ(|m|)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

em1
1 · · · emn

n




∑

σ∈π′(|m|), even
1−

∑

σ∈π′(|m|), odd
1





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

= 1.
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We can conclude that

lim sup|m|→+∞
|m| log(|m|)
− log( |am|

c(n,m)
)

≥ lim sup|m|→+∞,m=(m1,1,0,...,0), odd
|m| log(|m|)
− log( |am|

c(n,m)
)

= lim sup|m|→+∞,m=(m1,1,0,...,0), odd
|m| log(|m|)

log(c(n,m)|m|!)

= lim sup|m|→+∞,m=(m1,1,0,...,0), odd
|m| log(|m|)

log
(

(n+|m|−1)!
|m|!
m!

)

= lim sup|m|→+∞,m=(m1,1,0,...,0), odd
|m| log(|m|)

log((n+|m|−1)!)+log
(

|m|!
m!

)

(18)

≥ lim sup|m|→+∞,m=(m1,1,0,...,0), odd
|m| log(|m|)

log((n+|m|−1)!)+|m| log(n) = 1.

�

Proposition 2.19. For any constant α ∈ R we have

1

ck

∑

|m|=k

1

m!
∂m
x





n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

(αzℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓkeℓk)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
x=0

= αk

for

ck :=

{

(−n)q k = 2q

(−n)q(e1 + · · ·+ en) if k = 2q + 1

and

∑

|m|=s

1

m!
∂m
x





n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

(αzℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓkeℓk)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
x=0

= 0

for s 6= k. In particular, we obtain

1

ck

∑

|m|=k

1

m!
∂m
x (E(αx))

∣
∣
∣
x=0

= αk.

Proof. By the definition of the left C-K product and the C-K extension we have that

(αzℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓkeℓk) := αk
∞∑

s=0

(−1)sD

[
x2s+1
0

(2s+ 1)!
∆s

n(xℓ1 · · · xℓk · eℓ1 · · · eℓk)
]

. (20)

Thus if m = (m1, . . . ,mn) ∈ N
n and mi is the number of ℓj such that ℓj = i for j = 1, . . . , k

then, differentiating by ∂m
x both side of the equation (20) and evaluating it at 0, we have

∂m
x (αzℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓkeℓk))

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
x=0

= αkm!eℓ1 · · · eℓk

and

∂m
x




∑

σ∈Perm(k)

αzℓσ(1)
eℓσ(1)

⊙L · · · ⊙L αzℓσ(k)
eℓσ(k)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
x=0

= αkm!
∑

σ∈Perm(k)

eℓσ(1)
· · · eℓσ(k)

.
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In conclusion we get

∑

|m|=k

1

m!
∂m
x





n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

(αzℓ1eℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓkeℓk)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
x=0

= αk
n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

eℓ1 · · · eℓk

= αk ·
{

(−n)q k = 2q

(−n)q(e1 + · · · + en) if k = 2q + 1,

where the last equality can be found in [25] page 117. Moreover, if k > s the number of
derivatives exceed the degree of the polynomials thus the differentiation is zero and if k < s
when we evaluate at 0 we obtain zero again. Eventually, by the previous formulas we have

1

ck

∑

|m|=k

1

m!
∂m
x (E(αx))

∣
∣
∣
x=0

=
1

ck

∑

|m|=k

∞∑

s=0

1

m!
∂m
x





n∑

ℓ1=0

· · ·
n∑

ℓs=0

(αzℓ1)⊙L · · · ⊙L (αzℓs)



 = αk.

�

We recall, as we observed in Section 3, that

ex =

∞∑

k=0

1

(2k)!
(x)2k +

∞∑

k=0

1

(2k + 1)!
(x)2k+1 = cosh(x) + sinh(x),

thus, reasoning as for the definition of the function E(x), we have that the C-K extensions of
cosh(x) and sinh(x) are given by

Cosh(x) :=

∞∑

k=0

1

(2k)!
(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙L2k

and

Sinh(x) :=

∞∑

k=0

1

(2k + 1)!
(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙L2k+1.

We now need some estimates for the CK-extensions.

Proposition 2.20. The following estimate holds
∣
∣
∣(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙Lk
∣
∣
∣ ≤ (|z1|+ · · · + |zn|)k. (21)

Moreover, let f, g ∈ SHL(R
n+1) we consider F (x) and G(x) the CK-extensions of the restric-

tions:

f(x) = f(x)
∣
∣
∣
x0=0

and g(x) = g(x)
∣
∣
∣
x0=0

.

Then we have

|F (x)⊙L G(x)| ≤ 2
n
2 F̃ (x)G̃(x). (22)

where

F̃ (x) :=
∞∑

j=0

(|z1|+ · · · + |zn|)j |aj | and G̃(x) :=
∞∑

j=0

(|z1|+ · · · + |zn|)j |bj |.

Proof. First we prove (21). We have that

∣
∣
∣(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙Lk
∣
∣
∣ ≤

n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

|zℓ1 ⊙L · · · ⊙L zℓk(eℓ1 · · · eℓk)| ≤
n∑

ℓ1=1

· · ·
n∑

ℓk=1

|zℓ1 | · · · |zℓk |

= (|z1|+ · · · + |zn|)k.
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We now observe that if f(x) =
∑∞

j=0 x
jaj and g(x) =

∑∞
j=0 x

jbj then, by the uniqueness of the
CK extension we obtain

F (x) =
∞∑

j=0

(z1e1 + · · · + znen)
⊙Ljaj and G(x) =

∞∑

j=0

(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)
⊙Ljbj.

Thus, we get the estimates

|F (x)⊙L G(x)| =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

j=0

∞∑

k=0

(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)
⊙Lj+kajbk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∞∑

j=0

∞∑

k=0

∣
∣
∣(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)

⊙Lj+kajbk

∣
∣
∣

(21)

≤ 2
n
2

∞∑

j=0

∞∑

k=0

(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)i+j |aj||bk|

= 2
n
2 F̃ (x)G̃(x).

�

Remark 2.21. The previous proposition can be applied when the functions f and g are sinh(x),
cosh(x) or ex. These are particular functions with positive real Taylor coefficients thus in this
case we get

|F (x)⊙L G(x)| ≤ F̃ (x)G̃(x).

By the properties of the left slice hyperholomorphic exponential function:

exey = ex+y = eyex end cosh(x) =
ex + e−x

2
, sinh(x) =

ex − e−x

2

if x, y ∈ R
n commute, thus we have by the first equalities

E(ax) ⊙L E(bx) = E((a+ b)x) = E(bx)⊙L E(ax)

for any a, b ∈ R. Another Lemma (see Lemma 3.13 in [26]) which will be useful in Section 4 is
the following one:

Lemma 2.22. Let

g1(x) =

∞∑

|m|=0

Pm(x)am ∈ A1,τ1 and g2(x) =

∞∑

|m|=0

Pm(x)bm ∈ A1,τ2 .

Let δ be a positive constant then for any η > 0 there exists C(n, η, τ1, τ2) > 0 such that

‖g1 ⊙L g2‖Aρ,(1+η)(n+δ+1)(τ1+τ2)
≤ C(n, η, τ1, τ2)‖g1‖ρ,τ1‖g2‖ρ,τ2 .

3. Superoscillations in the slice hyperholomorphic setting

3.1. One Clifford variable in the slice hyperholomorphic setting. In this section we
investigate superoscillations in the slice hyperholomorphic setting for functions with values in
the Clifford algebras. We define, for all x ∈ R

n with x 6= 0, ω(x) := x
|x| . We consider the function

FN (x1, . . . , xn, a) :=

(

cos

( |x|
N

)

+ ω(x)a sin

( |x|
N

))N

,
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where a is a real constant. Note that when x → 0 we have: |ω(x)|a sin
( x
N

)
→ 0, thus to preserve

the continuity and the differentiability we define FN (0, a) := 1. Recalling that

cos

( |x|
N

)

=
eω(x)|x|/N + e−ω(x)|x|/N

2
and ω(x) sin

( |x|
N

)

=
eω(x)|x|/N − e−ω(x)|x|/N

2

and developing the Nth-power of the binomial in the sum of FN , we have

FN (x1, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Cj(N, a)e(1−2j/N)x (23)

where

Cj(N, a) =

(
N

j

)(
1 + a

2

)N−j (1− a

2

)j

. (24)

If we fix x ∈ R
n and we let go N to infinity we obatin

lim
N→∞

FN (x1, . . . , xn, a) = eax,

this can be achieved as for the complex case because when N → ∞ then x
N → 0 in the fixed

complex slice Cω(x). This simple observation is significant because we now have a sequence
of Clifford valued functions whose frequencies (1 − 2j/N) are bounded by one, and yet their
limit has the arbitrarily large frequency a. This explains why the sequence {FN}N≥1 is called
superoscillatory looking at representation (23). We observe that the functions FN (x1, . . . , xn, a)
admit a simple extension to an entire slice hyperholomorphic function (note that the coefficients
Cj(N, a) are real) that we denote by the same symbol

FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) :=

N∑

j=0

Cj(N, a)e(1−2j/N)x =
(

cosh
( x

N

)

+ a sinh
( x

N

))N
, (25)

where ex :=
∑+∞

k=0
xk

k! , cosh(x) =
∑∞

k=0
x2k

(2k)! and sinh(x) =
∑∞

k=0
x2k+1

(2k+1)! . We prove that the

sequence {FN}N∈N∗ is converging in A1 to eax.

Lemma 3.1. Let a ∈ R and α := max(1, |a|). Then the sequence {FN}N∈N∗ , defined in (25),
is converging in A1 to eax. In particular the following estimates hold

|FN (x, a)| ≤ exp(|a||x|+ |x0|) ≤ exp((|a| + 1)|x|)

|FN (x, a)− eax| ≤ 2

3

|a2 − 1|
N

|x|2 exp((α + 1)|x|).
(26)

Proof. By Proposition 2.16, to prove the first part of the Lemma it is sufficient to prove the two
inequalities in (26). We prove the inequalities in (26) along each slice. Thus, we fix J ∈ S and

we consider the slice CJ . If z ∈ CJ then we can write FN (z, a) =
(
cosh( z

N ) + a sinh( z
N )
)N

. We

observe that sinhc(z) := sinh(z)
z =

∫ 1
0 cosh(tz) dt and, by the Euler formula, we have the estimate

| sinhc(z)| ≤ e|Re(z)|. Thus, for any N ∈ N and for any z ∈ CJ we have

|FN (z, a)| =
∣
∣
∣cosh

( z

N

)

+ a sinh
( z

N

)∣
∣
∣

N

=
∣
∣
∣cosh

( z

N

)

+
z

N
a sinhc

( z

N

)∣
∣
∣

N

≤ e|Re(z)|
(

1 +
|az|
N

)N

≤ exp(|a||z| + |Re(z)|) ≤ exp((|a|+ 1)|z|),

(27)
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which is the first chain of inequalities in (26). For any N ∈ N, we have
∣
∣
∣cosh

( z

N

)

− cosh
(

a
z

N

)∣
∣
∣ ≤ 2

∣
∣
∣
∣
sinh

(
(a− 1)z

2N

)

sinh

(
(a+ 1)z

2N

)∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ |a2 − 1|
2N2

|z|2 exp
( |a− 1|+ |a+ 1|

2N
|z|
)

≤ |a2 − 1|
2N2

|z|2 exp
(
α+ 1

N
|z|
) (28)

and

∣
∣
∣a sinh

( z

N

)

− sinh
(az

N

)∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=0

1

(2k + 1)!
(a− a2k+1)

( z

N

)2k+1
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=
|a2 − 1|
N2

|z|2
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=1

1

(2k + 1)!

(
k−1∑

ℓ=0

a2ℓ+1

)
( z

N

)2k−1
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ |a2 − 1|
2N2

|z|2
∞∑

k=1

α2k−1

(2k − 1)!(2k + 1)

( |z|
N

)2k−1

≤ |a2 − 1|
6N2

|z|2
∞∑

k=1

1

(2k − 1)!

(
α|z|
N

)2k−1

≤ |a2 − 1|
6N2

|z|2 exp
( α

N
|z|
)

.

(29)

It follows from the identity AN −BN = (A−B)
∑N−1

j=0 AjBN−1−j, together with estimates (27),

(28) and (29), that for any N ∈ N and z ∈ CJ ,

|FN (z, a)− eaz | =
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

F
1
N
N (z, a)

)N

−
(

e
az
N

)N
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣cosh

( z

N

)

− cosh
(

a
z

N

)

+
(

a sinh
( z

N

)

− sinh
(

a
z

N

))∣
∣
∣

×
N−1∑

k=0

|FN (z, a)|k/N
∣
∣
∣
∣
exp

(

az
N − 1− k

N

)∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2

3

|a2 − 1|
N2

|z|2 exp
(
α+ 1

N
|z|
)N−1∑

k=0

exp

(

k

( |a|+ 1

N

)

|z|+ N − 1− k

N
|a||z|

)

≤ 2

3

|a2 − 1|
N

|z|2 exp((α+ 1)|z|).

(30)

The second inequality in (26) is proved. �

As we have mentioned above, the notion of superoscillation can be extended to more general
functions than the exponential function. In this case, we have the notion of supershift, which
includes superoscillations as a particular case.

Definition 3.2. Let |a| > 1 and hj(N) ∈ [−1, 1], j ∈ {0, . . . , N}, N ∈ N0. Let G(λ) be an
entire left slice hyperholomorphic function. We say that the sequence

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N)),

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N ⊆ Rn, j = 0, . . . , N , for N ∈ N, admits the supershift property if

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(xa),

uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+1.
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We now show how we can form infinite-order differential operators in this setting, starting
from an entire function. We will then use this result to demonstrate the supershift property in
the slice hyperholomorphic setting.

Theorem 3.3. Let G be entire left slice hyperholomorphic function whose series expansion at
zero is given by

G(λ) =
∞∑

s=0

λsGs.

then the operator

V(x, ∂y0)f(y) :=
∞∑

s=0

(∂s
y0f(y))(x)

sGs

is a family of bounded operators from A1 to A1 depending on the parameters x. If x belongs to
a compact subset K ⊆ R

n+1, then the family is uniformly continuous with respect to x ∈ K.

Proof. Let f ∈ A1. We consider its Taylor series f(x) =
∑∞

ℓ=0 x
ℓaℓ. By Lemma 2.17, we have

that there exist positive constants Cf and bf such that

|aℓ| ≤ Cf

bℓf
ℓ!
.

Moreover, let {fm} be a sequence in A1. If fm → 0 in A1 then we can choose Cfm and bfm so
that Cfm → 0 and bfm is bounded. We have

|V(x, ∂y0)(f(y))| =
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

s=0

(∂s
y0f(y))(x)

sGs

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2n/2
∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=s

ℓ!

(ℓ− s)!
|aℓ||y|ℓ−s|x|s|Gs|

= 2n/2
∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ s)!

ℓ!
|aℓ+s||y|ℓ|x|s|Gs|

≤ 2n/2Cf

∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ s)!

(ℓ+ s)!ℓ!
bℓ+s
f |y|ℓ|x|s|Gs|

= 2n/2Cf

∞∑

ℓ=0

bℓf |y|ℓ
ℓ!

∞∑

s=0

|bfx|s|Gs|

which implies (V(x, ∂y0)fm(y)) → 0 in A1 if fm → 0 in A1 since the last series is convergent due
to the function G being entire. Thus the uniform continuity with respect to x ∈ K of the family
of operators V(x, ∂y0) is proved by the estimates

|V(x, ∂y0)(f(y))| ≤ 2n/2Cfe
bf |y|

∞∑

s=0

|bfx|s|Gs|.

�

We now start from a superoscillatory function and associate a suitable function to it. We
will show that for such a function, the supershift property holds by using the infinite-order
differential operators obtained in the previous result.

Theorem 3.4. Let a ∈ R and Zj(n, a) ∈ Rn be coefficients such that the sequence

fN (x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)xZj(N, a), x ∈ R
n+1
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converges to eax in the space A1(R
n+1). Let moreover G be an entire left slice hyperholomorphic

function. The sequence of functions

FN (x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(hj(N)x)

converges to G(xa) uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+1.

Proof. Let
∑∞

s=0 λ
sGs be the Taylor series of G. First we observe that

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N))

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

s=0

(xhj(N))sGs

=

N∑

j=0

∞∑

s=0

(hj(N))sZj(N, a)(x)sGs

=

N∑

j=0

∞∑

s=0

∂s
y0

(

ehj(N)yZj(n, a)
) ∣
∣
∣
y=0

(x)sGs.

We define the operator

V(x, ∂y0)f(y) :=
∞∑

s=0

(∂s
y0f(y))(x)

sgs

and, by Theorem 3.3 we have that

lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N)) = lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

V(x, ∂y0)(ehj(N)yZj(N, a))
∣
∣
∣
y=0

= V(x, ∂y0)



 lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)yZj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

= V(x, ∂y0) (eay)
∣
∣
∣
y=0

=
∞∑

s=0

as ((x)sgs) = G(xa),

uniformly on x ∈ K for any compact subset K ⊂ R
n+1. �

3.2. Several variables in the slice hyperholomorphic setting. By several variables in the
slice hyperholomorphic setting, we mean that we encode in the paravector several functions
that correspond to different frequencies. We will investigate what happens with this natural
modification of the paravector.

Definition 3.5 (Superoscillating sequence in the slice hyperholomorphic setting). A sequence
of the type

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) =
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)ee0x0hj,0(N)+e1x1hj,1(N)+···+enxnhj,n(N),

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N , for j = 0, . . . , N and N ∈ N, is a Cliffordian-valued sequence, is said to be
a superoscillating sequence if

sup
j=0,...,N

|hj,ℓ(N)| ≤ 1, for ℓ = 0, ..., n,
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and Fn(x0, . . . , xn, a) converges uniformly on x in any compact subset of Rn+1 to

ee0x0g0(a)+e1x1g1(a)+···+enxngn(a),

where a ∈ R, gℓ’s are continuous functions of a real variable whose domain is R and |gℓ(a)| > 1
for ℓ = 1, . . . , d.

Remark 3.6. We can study a special case of Definition 3.5 where gk : R → R for k = 0, . . . , n
are real analytic functions such that |gk(a)| ≤ 1 if |a| ≤ 1, their Taylor series are:

gk(λ) =

∞∑

ℓ=0

λℓgk,ℓ, hj,k(N) = gk(hj(N))

with hj(N) ∈ R and |hj(N)| ≤ 1 for any N ∈ N0 and j = 0, . . . , N . We say that

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)ee0x0g0(hj(N))+···+enxngn(hj(N)), (31)

is a superoscillating sequence if

lim
N→+∞

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) = ee0x0g0(a)+···+enxngn(a)

uniformly on compact subset of Rn+1 and |gk(a)| > |gk(hj(N))| for any k = 0, . . . , n and j =
0, . . . , N . Moreover, we observe that using the Taylor series of gk’s we can rewrite FN (x0, . . . , xn, a)
in the following way

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)e
∑∞

ℓ=0(
∑n

k=0 ekxkgk,ℓ)(hj(N))ℓ .

We also define

uℓ(x0, . . . , xn) :=

n∑

k=0

ekxkgk,ℓ.

Theorem 3.7. Let {uℓ}ℓ∈N0
be a sequence in R

n+1 such that

lim sup
ℓ→∞

|uℓ|1/ℓ = 0,

then the operator

U(∂x0) (f(x)) :=

∞∑

s=0

∂s
x0
(f(x))

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1 · · · utk

is a continuous operator from A1 to A1.

Proof. Let f ∈ A1. We consider its Taylor series: f(x) =
∑∞

ℓ=0 x
ℓaℓ. In particular, by Lemma

2.13 in [27] we have that there exist constants Cf and bf such that

|aℓ| ≤ Cf

bℓf
ℓ!
.
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Moreover, if fm → 0 in A1 then Cfm → 0 and bfm is bounded. We have

|U(∂x0)(f(x))| =
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

(∂s
x0
f(x))

∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1 · · · utk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=s

ℓ!

(ℓ− s)!
|aℓ||x|ℓ−s

( ∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

t1+···+tk=s

|ut1 | · · · · · |utk |
)

=

∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ s)!

ℓ!
|aℓ+s||x|ℓ

( ∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

t1+···+tk=s

|ut1 | · · · · · |utk |
)

≤ Cf

∞∑

s=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ s)!

(ℓ+ s)!ℓ!
bℓ+s
f |x|ℓ

( ∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

t1+···+tk=s

|ut1 | · · · · · |utk |
)

= Cf

∞∑

ℓ=0

bℓf |x|ℓ
ℓ!

∞∑

s=0

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

t1+···+tk=s

bt1f |ut1 | · · · · · b
tk
f |utk |

= Cfe
bf |x|

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

( ∞∑

t=0

btf |ut|
)k

= Cfe
bf |x|e

∑∞
t=0 b

t
f |ut|

which implies, by the Weierstrass criterion, that if f ∈ A1 then U(∂x0)(f(x)) is a series of
slice hyperhomorphic functions converging with respect the sup-norm on any compact subset of
R
n+1 to a slice hyperholomorphic function. Moreover, the same estimate implies that if {fm} is

a sequence in A1 converging to zero then U(∂x0)(fm(x)) → 0 in A1. �

Theorem 3.8. Let
{
uℓ : R

n+1 → R
n+1
}

ℓ∈N0
be a sequence of continuous functions such that

lim sup
ℓ→∞

(

sup
x∈K

|uℓ(x)|
)1/ℓ

= 0 for any compact subsets K ⊂ R
n+1.

Let a ∈ R and

fN(x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)xZj(N, a), (32)

be a sequence of function such that |hj(N)| ≤ 1 and it converges to eax in A1. Let also

FN (x, a) :=
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ .

Then we have

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)a
ℓ
,

uniformly on compact subsets of Rn+2.

Proof. We want to prove that

lim
N→+∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ = e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)a
ℓ
,
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uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+2. We fix a compact subset K of Rn+2. We observe
that for any (x, a) ∈ K we have

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ =
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)
∞∑

k=0

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)k

k!

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

(
∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1(x) · · · · · utk(x)
)

hj(N)s

=
N∑

j=0

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

hj(N)sZj(N, a)

(
∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1(x) · · · · · utk(x)
)

=

N∑

j=0

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

∂s
y0

(

ehj(N)yZj(N, a)
) ∣
∣
y=0

(
∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1(x) · · · · · utk(x)
)

.

We define the operator

U(x, ∂y0) :=
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

(∂s
y0)

(
∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1(x) · · · · · utk(x)
)

and, since by Theorem 3.7 the operator U(x, ∂y0) is a uniformly bounded operator from A1 to
A1 with respect to (x, a) ∈ K because of the estimate:

|U(x, ∂y0)(f(y))| ≤ Cfe
bf |y|e

∑∞
t=0 bf |ut(x)|,

we have that

lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ = lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

U(x, ∂y0)(ehj(N)yZj(N, a))
∣
∣
y=0

= U(x, ∂y0)



 lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)yZj(N, a)




∣
∣
y=0

= U(x, ∂y0) (eay)
∣
∣
y=0

=
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∞∑

s=0

as

(
∑

t1+···+tk=s

ut1(x) · · · · · utk(x)
)

=
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)a
ℓ

)k

= e
∑∞

ℓ=0 uℓ(x)a
ℓ

where the convergence of the last series to the exponential function is uniform on the compact
subset K. �

Corollary 3.9. Let gk(a) :=
∑∞

ℓ=0 gk,ℓa
ℓ for k = 0, . . . , n be real analytic functions of real

variable such that |gk(a)| > 1 for |a| > 1 and |gk(a)| ≤ 1 for |a| ≤ 1, if we suppose that the
sequence

fN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)xZj(N, a)
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converges to eax in A1, then the sequence

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)ee0x0g0(hj(N))+e1x1g1(hj(N))+···+enxngn(hj(N))

converges uniformly on compact subset of Rn+2 to ee0x0g0(a)+···+enxngn(a) and thus it is a super-
oscillating sequence acording to Definition 3.5.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of the Theorem 3.8 since the functions gk are entire
functions, we have

lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

|uℓ(x)|1/ℓ ≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

n∑

k=0

|xk|1/ℓ|gk,ℓ|1/ℓ

≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

(
n∑

k=0

|xk|1/ℓ
)

n∑

k=0

|gk,ℓ|1/ℓ = 0

for any compact subset K ⊂ R
n+1. �

Definition 3.10 (Supershifts in the slice hyperholomorphic setting). Let a ∈ R. Let {hj,ℓ(N)},
j = 0, ..., N for N ∈ N, be real-valued sequences for ℓ = 0, ..., n such that

sup
j=0,...,N, N∈N

|hj,ℓ(N)| ≤ 1, for ℓ = 0, ..., n.

Let G(λ), be an entire left slice hyperholomorphic function. We say that the sequence

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(x0hj,0(N) + e1x1hj,1(N) + · · ·+ enxnhj,n(N)), (33)

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N , j = 0, . . . , N , for N ∈ N is a Clifford-valued sequence, admits the supershift
property if

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(x0g0(a) + e1x1g1(a) + · · · + enxngn(a)),

where g0, . . . , gn are continuous functions such that |gj(a)| > 1, uniformly on x in any compact
subset K ⊂ R

n+1.

Theorem 3.11. Let G be an entire left slice hyperholomorphic functions whose series expansions
at zero is given by

G(λ) =

∞∑

m=0

λmGm.

and g0, . . . , gn be real analytic on R and real valued functions then the operators

V(x, ∂y0)f(y) :=
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∂t
y0 (f(y))

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs

where uℓ(x) := x0g0,ℓ + e1x1g1,ℓ + · · · + enxngn,ℓ and gj,ℓ are the Taylor coefficients of Gi for
i = 0, . . . , n and ℓ ∈ N0, form a family of bounded operators from A1 to A1 depending on the
parameters x. If x belongs to a compact subset K ⊂ R

n+1, then the family is uniformly bounded
with respect to x ∈ K.

Proof. Let f ∈ A1. We consider its Taylor series: f(x) =
∑∞

ℓ=0 x
ℓaℓ. In particular, by Lemma

2.17 we have that there exist constants Cf and bf such that

|aℓ| ≤ Cf

bℓf
ℓ!
.
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Moreover, if fm → 0 in A1 then we can choose Cfm and bfm so that Cfm → 0 and bfm is bounded.
Since the functions gj ’s are real analytic in all the real line and the function G is entire slice
hyperholomorphic, for any K ⊂ R

n+1 we have

lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

|uℓ(x)|
1
ℓ ≤ lim sup

ℓ→∞
sup
x∈K

(

|x0g0,ℓ|
1
ℓ + |x1e1g1,ℓ|

1
ℓ + · · ·+ |xnengn,ℓ|

1
ℓ

)

≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

(sup
x∈K

|x|) 1
ℓ

(

|g0,ℓ|
1
ℓ + |e1g1,ℓ|

1
ℓ + · · ·+ |engn,ℓ|

1
ℓ

)

= 0
(34)

and

lim sup
s→∞

|Gs|
1
s = 0. (35)

We observe that we have

|V(x, ∂y0)(f(y))| =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∂t
y0 (f(y))

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2n/2
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∞∑

ℓ=t

ℓ!

(ℓ− t)!
|aℓ||y|ℓ−t

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

|uℓ1(x)| · · · |uℓs(x)|



 |Gs|

= 2n/2
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ t)!

ℓ!
|aℓ+t||y|ℓ




∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

|uℓ1(x)| · · · |uℓs(x)|







 |Gs|

≤ 2n/2Cf

∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∞∑

ℓ=0

(ℓ+ t)!

(ℓ+ t)!ℓ!
bℓ+t
f |y|ℓ




∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

|uℓ1(x)| · · · |uℓs(x)|







 |Gs|

= 2n/2Cf

∞∑

ℓ=0

bℓf |y|ℓ
ℓ!

∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

|(bf )ℓ1uℓ1(x)| · · · |(bf )ℓnuℓs(x)|



 |Gs|

= 2n/2Cfe
bf |y|

∞∑

s=0

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|bf |ℓ|uℓ(x)|
)s

|Gs|

(36)

by (34) and (35), we can conclude that all the series in the last term are convergent and,
moreover, (V(x, ∂y0)fm(y)) → 0 in A1 if fm → 0 in A1. In particular, if we fix a compact subset
K ⊂ R

n+1, by the estimate (36), we can also deduce that the family of continuous operators
V(x, ∂y0) parametrized by x ∈ K is indeed uniformly continuous. �

Theorem 3.12. Let a ∈ R and let

fN(x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)xZj(N, a), N ∈ N, (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n,

be a sequence of slice hyperholomorphic functions converging to eax in the space A1. Let G be
an entire left slice hyperholomorphic functions. Let g0, . . . , gn be real analytic functions on R.
We define

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(x0g0(hj(N)) + e1x1g1(hj(N)) + · · ·+ enxngn(hj(N))).

If |gj(a)| > 1 for |a| > 1 and |gj(a)| ≤ 1 for |a| ≤ 1 then FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) admits the supershift
property that is

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(x0g0(a) + e1x1g1(a) + · · · + enxngn(a)),
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uniformly on any compact subsets of Rn+1.

Proof. The Taylor series of G is given by

G(λ) =
∞∑

m=0

λmGm.

First we observe that

FN (x, a) =
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(x0g0(hj(N)) + e1x1g1(hj(N)) + · · · + enxngn(hj(N)))

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

s=0

(x0g0(hj(N)) + e1x1g1(hj(N)) + · · · + enxngn(hj(N)))sGs

=
N∑

j=0

∞∑

s=0

Zj(N, a)

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

(x0g0,ℓ + e1x1g1,ℓ + · · · + enxngn,ℓ) hj(N)ℓ

)s

Gs

We define uℓ(x) := x0g0,ℓ + e1x1g1,ℓ + · · ·+ enxngn,ℓ and we observe that

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)s

=
∞∑

t=0

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)(hj(N))t.

Thus we have

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

∞∑

s=0

Zj(N, a)





∞∑

t=0

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)(hj(N))t



Gs

=
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

N∑

j=0

(hj(N))tZj(N, a)
∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs

=

∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∂t
y0





N∑

j=0

ehj(N)yZj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs.

Since the operator

V(x, ∂y0) :=
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

∂t
y0 (·)

∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs

is bounded from A1 to A1, by Theorem 3.11 we have that

lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(x0g0(hj(N)) + e1x1g1(hj(N)) + · · ·+ enxngn(hj(N)))

= lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

V(x, ∂y0)(ehj(N)yZj(N, a))
∣
∣
∣
y=0
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= V(x, ∂y0)



 lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

ehj(N)yZj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

= V(x, ∂y0) (eay)
∣
∣
∣
y=0

=
∞∑

s=0





∞∑

t=0

at
∑

ℓ1+···+ℓs=t

uℓ1(x) · · · uℓs(x)



Gs

= G(x0g0(a) + e1x1g1(a) + · · · + enxngn(a)),

uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+1. �

4. Monogenic setting

We now consider the monogenic setting, where we start with the prototype of a superoscillat-
ing sequence in one Clifford variable. Then we examine the supershift in one Clifford variable
and conclude with the case of several Clifford variables.

4.1. The prototype of a superoscillating sequence in one Clifford variable. The pro-
totype of a superoscillating sequence is given by

FN (x1, . . . , xn, a) := (cosh(x/N) + a sinh(x/N))N =

N∑

j=0

Cj(N, a)e(1−(2j)/N)x .

Observe that, as for the slice hyperholomorphic case, we have

lim
N→+∞

FN (x1, . . . , xn, a) = eax.

In a similar way, as we did for the slice hyperholomorphic case, we can extend FN (x1, . . . , xn, a)
to an entire monogenic function in the following way

FN (x, a) := (Cosh(x/N) + aSinh(x/N))⊙LN =

N∑

j=0

Cj(N, a)E((1 − (2j)/N)x). (37)

Lemma 4.1. Let a ∈ R with α := max(1, |a|) and, for any x ∈ R
n+1, let FN (x, a) be defined as

in (37). For any x ∈ R
n+1, one has

|FN (x, a)| ≤ exp((α+ 1)n|x|)
FN (x, a) → E(xa) in A1 when N → +∞.

(38)

Proof. We observe that

sinhc(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|) :=
sinh(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)

|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|
=

∫ 1

0
cosh(t(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)) dt

and, we have the estimate | sinhc(|z1| + · · · + |zn|)| ≤ en|x|. Thus, for any N ∈ N and for any
x ∈ R

n+1 we have by (22)

|FN (x, a)| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

(

Cosh
( x

N

)

+ aSinh
( x

N

))⊙LN
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
(

cosh

( |z′1|+ · · ·+ |z′n|
N

)

− |z′1|+ · · ·+ |z′n|
N

a sinhc

( |z′1|+ · · ·+ |z′n|
N

))N

≤ en|x|
(

1 +
|a(|z′1|+ · · ·+ |z′n|)|

N

)N

≤ exp((|a|+ 1)n|x|),

(39)
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which is the first inequality in (38). Note that, for any positive real values a, b ∈ R we have, by
the uniqueness of the CK-extension and since the next equality easily holds true for x replaced
by x:

Cosh(ax) + Cosh(bx) = 2Sinh
(

(a− b)
x

2

)

⊙L Sinh
(

(a+ b)
x

2

)

.

Thus for any N ∈ N, we have
∣
∣
∣Cosh

( x

N

)

− Cosh
(

a
x

N

)∣
∣
∣ = 2

∣
∣
∣
∣
Sinh

(
(a− 1)x

2N

)

⊙L Sinh

(
(a+ 1)x

2N

)∣
∣
∣
∣

= 2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

(a− 1)2k+1(a+ 1)2j+1(z1e1 + · · ·+ znen)
⊙L2(j+k)+2

(2j + 1)!(2k + 1)!(2N)2j+2k+2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(21)

≤ 2
∞∑

k=1

∞∑

j=1

|a− 1|2k+1|a+ 1|2j+1(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)2(j+k)+2

(2j + 1)!(2k + 1)!(2N)2j+2k+2

≤ |a2 − 1|
2N2

(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)2 exp
( |a− 1|+ |a+ 1|

2N
(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)

)

≤ n2 |a2 − 1|
2N2

|x|2 exp
(

n
α+ 1

N
|x|
)

(40)

and
∣
∣
∣aSinh

( x

N

)

− Sinh
(ax

N

)∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=0

(a− a2k+1)

(2k + 1)!

(
z1e1 + · · ·+ znen

N

)⊙L2k+1
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(21)

≤ |a2 − 1|
N2

(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)2
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

k=1

1

(2k + 1)!

(
k−1∑

ℓ=0

a2ℓ+1

)( |z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|
N

)2k−1
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ |a2 − 1|
2N2

(|z′1|+ · · ·+ |z′n|)2
∞∑

k=1

α2k−1

(2k − 1)!(2k + 1)

( |z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|
N

)2k−1

(41)

≤ |a2 − 1|
6N2

(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)2
∞∑

k=1

1

(2k − 1)!

(
α(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)

N

)2k−1

≤ |a2 − 1|
6N2

n2|x|2 exp
( α

N
(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)

)

≤ |a2 − 1|
6N2

n2|x|2 exp
(

n
α

N
|x|
)

From the identity:

(f(x))⊙LN − (g(x))⊙LN = (f(x)− g(x))⊙L

N−1∑

k=0

(f(x))⊙Lk(g(x))⊙LN−1−k

when f(x) and g(x) are entire monogenic functions that commute we have that

FN (x, a)− E(xa) =
(

Cosh
( x

N

)

+ aSinh
( x

N

))⊙LN −
(

E
(

a
x

N

))⊙LN

=
(

Cosh
( x

N

)

− Cosh
(

a
x

N

)

+ aSinh
( x

N

)

− Sinh
(

a
x

N

))

⊙L

N−1∑

k=0

(

Cosh
( x

N

)

+ aSinh
( x

N

))⊙Lk ⊙L E

(

ax
N − 1− k

N

)

. Moreover, by the equations:

FN (x, a)⊙L E(ax) = E(ax)⊙L FN (x, a),

Sinh(x)⊙L E(ax) = E(ax) ⊙L Sinh(x)
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and

Cosh(x)⊙L E(ax) = E(ax) ⊙L Cosh(x)

(that is true because of the uniqueness of the CK-extension and the fact that FN (x, a), eax,
Sinh(x) and Cosh(x) commute with each other), and Lemma 2.22 that for any N ∈ N, η > 0,
δ > 0, there exists C(n, δ, η) > 0 such that

‖FN (x, a) − E(xa)‖1,n(1+η)(n+δ+1)(2n(α+1)+1) ≤ C(n, δ, η)
∥
∥
(
Cosh

(
x
N

)
− Cosh

(
a x
N

)

+aSinh
(
x
N

)
− Sinh

(
a x
N

))
⊙L
∑N−1

k=0 FN (z, a)⊙Lk/N ⊙L E
(
axN−1−k

N

)
∥
∥
∥
1,(1+η)(n+δ+1)(2n(α+1)+1)

≤ C(n, δ, η)
∥
∥Cosh

(
x
N

)
− Cosh

(
a x
N

)
+ aSinh

(
x
N

)
− Sinh

(
a x
N

)∥
∥
1,1

×
∥
∥
∥
∑N−1

k=0

(
Cosh

(
x
N

)
+ aSinh

(
x
N

))⊙Lk ⊙L E
(
axN−1−k

N

)
∥
∥
∥
1,2n(α+1)

(42)

≤ C(n, δ, η)
∥
∥Cosh

(
x
N

)
− Cosh

(
a x
N

)
+ aSinh

(
x
N

)
− Sinh

(
a x
N

)∥
∥
1,1

×∑N−1
k=0 supx∈Rn+1

(∣
∣
∣

(
Cosh

(
x
N

)
+ aSinh

(
x
N

))⊙Lk ⊙L E
(
axN−1−k

N

)
∣
∣
∣ exp(−2n(α + 1)|x|)

)

(22)

≤ C(n, δ, η)
∥
∥Cosh

(
x
N

)
−Cosh

(
a x
N

)
+ aSinh

(
x
N

)
− Sinh

(
a x
N

)∥
∥
1,1

×∑N−1
k=0 supx∈Rn+1

((

cosh
(
|z1|+···+|zn|

N

)

+ a sinh
(
|z1|+···+|zn|

N

))k

× exp
((
a(|z1|+ · · ·+ |zn|)N−1−k

N

))
exp(−2n(α+ 1)|x|)

)

(39), (40), (41)

≤ C(n, δ, η)23 supx∈Rn+1

(
n|a2−1|

N2 |x|2 exp
(
nα+1

N |x| − |x|
))

× supx∈Rn+1

(
∑N−1

k=0 exp
(
kn
(
α+1
N

)
|x|+ anN−1−k

N |x| − 2n(α+ 1)|x|
))

≤ C(n, δ, η)23 supx∈Rn+1

(
n|a2−1|

N |x|2 exp
(
nα+1

N |x| − |x|
))

where the last estimate is due to the fact that

sup
x∈Rn+1

(
N−1∑

k=0

exp

(

kn

(
α+ 1

N

)

|x|+ an
N − 1− k

N
|x| − 2n(α+ 1)|x|

))

≤ N

for N big enough. The estimate (42) implies that FN (x, a) → E(xa) in A1 when N → +∞. �

4.2. The supershift in one Clifford variable. Similarly, as we did in the slice hyperholo-
morphic setting, we now study the monogenic case using what we have proved above.

Definition 4.2. Let |a| > 1. Let {hj(N)}j≤N,N∈N0 be a real-valued sequence such that

sup
j∈N, N∈N

|hj(N)| ≤ 1.

Let G(λ), be an entire left monogenic function. We say that the sequence

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N)),

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N , j = 0, . . . , N , for N ∈ N is a Clifford-valued sequence, admits the supershift
property if

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(xa),

uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+1.
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Theorem 4.3. Let G be an entire left monogenic function whose series expansion at zero is
given by

G(x) =

∞∑

m=0

Pm(x)Gm.

then the operators

V(x, ∂y)f(y) :=
∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∑

|t|=s

1

t!
∂t
y (f(y))

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · einn (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnGm

is a family of continuous operators from A1 to A1 depending on the parameters x where

∂m
y = ∂m1

y1 · · · ∂mn
yn ,

cs = (−n)s if s is even or cs = (−n)s(e1+ · · ·+ en) if m is odd. If x belongs to a compact subset
K ⊆ R

n+1, then the family is uniformly continuous with respect to x ∈ K.

Proof. Let f ∈ A1. We consider its Taylor series:

f(q) =
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

Pℓ(x)aℓ.

In particular, by Lemma 2.17 we have that there exist positive constants Cf and bf such that

|aℓ| ≤ Cf

b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

|ℓ|! .

Moreover, if fm → 0 in A1 then Cfm → 0 and bfm is bounded. We have

∣
∣
∣V(x, ∂y)(f(y))

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∑

|t|=s

1

t!
∂t
y (f(y))

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · einn (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnGm

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∑

|t|=s

1

t!
∂t
y




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

Pℓ(y)aℓ




∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · einn (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnGm

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2n/2
∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|
∑

|t|=s

1

t!




∑

ℓ≥t

ℓ!

(ℓ− t)!
|Pℓ−t(y)| |aℓ|




∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|x|i|0 ||x1|j1 · · · |xn|jn |Gm| (43)

= 2n/2
∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|
∑

|t|=s




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

1

t!

(ℓ+ t)!

ℓ!
|Pℓ(y)| |aℓ+t|




∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|x|i|0 ||x1|j1 · · · |xn|jn |Gm|

≤ 2n/2Cf

∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|
∑

|t|=s




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

(ℓ+ t)!

ℓ!
|Pℓ(y)|

c(n, ℓ+ t)b
|ℓ+t|
f

|ℓ+ t|!





×
∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|x|i|0 ||x1|j1 · · · |xn|jn |Gm|.

Now we prove the estimate

c(n, ℓ+ t) ≤ (n − 1)! 22n+|ℓ|+|t|−2c(n, ℓ)c(n, t).

Indeed, by the estimate

(j + k)! ≤ 2|j|+|k|j! k!
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for j = n+ |ℓ| − 1 and k = n+ |t| − 1 we have

c(n, ℓ+ t) =
(n+ |ℓ|+ |t| − 1)!

(n− 1)!(ℓ + t)!
≤ (n− 1)!22n+|t|+|ℓ|−2 (n+ |ℓ| − 1)!

(n− 1)!ℓ!

(n+ |t| − 1)!

(n− 1)!t!

≤ (n− 1)!22n+|t|+|ℓ|−2c(n, ℓ)c(n, t).

Plugging this estimate in (43) and observing that (ℓ+t)!
|ℓ+t|! ≤ 1, we have that

∣
∣
∣V(x, ∂y)(f(y))

∣
∣
∣ ≤ Cf (n− 1)!22n−2




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

c(n, ℓ)(2bf )
|ℓ|

ℓ!
|Pℓ(y)|





×
∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|




∑

|t|=s

c(n, t)

t!




∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|x|i|0 | |ei||i|! |x1|

j1 · · · |xn|jnc(n,m)(2bf )
s|Gm|

≤ Cf (n− 1)!22n−2




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

c(n, ℓ)(2bf )
|ℓ|

ℓ!
|Pℓ(y)|





∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|




∑

|t|=s

c(n, t)

t!





×
∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|x|i|0 | |ei||i|! |x1|

j1 · · · |xn|jnc(n,m)(2bf )
s|Gm|.

(44)

Now we observe that |Pℓ(y)| ≤ Pℓ(y
′) for y = y0 + y1e1 + · · ·+ ynen and

y′ = (
√

y20 + y21)e1 + · · · + (
√

y20 + y2n)en.

This is true because, if we define zi = yi − y0ei

|Pℓ(y)| ≤ |z1|ℓ1 · · · |zn|ℓn = Pℓ(y
′).

By the fact that

lim sup
p→+∞




∑

|m|=p

c(n,m)





1
p

= n

(see Lemma 1 [37]) we can deduce that for any ǫ > 0 there exists pǫ > 0 such that for any p ≥ pǫ
we have




∑

|m|=p

c(n,m)





1
p

≤ n+ ǫ.

Let Cǫ > 1 be such that
∑

|m|=p c(n,m) ≤ Cǫ(n+ ǫ)p for any 0 ≤ p ≤ pǫ. Thus we can conclude

that for any p > 0 and any multi-index m ∈ N
n with |m| = p we have:

c(n,m) ≤
∑

|m|=p

c(n,m) ≤ Cǫ(n+ ǫ)p.

Moreover, |cs| ≥ ns because when s is odd |e1 + · · · + en| =
√
n. Plugging these two estimates

in (44) we obtain

∣
∣
∣V(x, ∂y)(f(y))

∣
∣
∣ ≤ CǫCf (n− 1)!22n−2




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

c(n, ℓ)(2bf )
|ℓ|

ℓ!
Pℓ(y

′)








∑

t∈Nn
0

c(n, t)

t!n|ℓ|





×
∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|
∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|(n+ ǫ)

n
bf2x0||i||

(n+ ǫ)

n
bf2x1|j1 · · · |

(n+ ǫ)

n
bf2xn|jn |Gm|.

(45)
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By Lemma 2.15 we have

∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
2|ℓ|Pℓ(bfy

′) =
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
Pℓ(2bfy

′) ≤ e2bf |y
′| ≤ e2nbf |x|,

and
∑

t∈Nn
0

c(n, t)

t!n|t| ≤ e
1
n

so the property (V) in Theorem 2.10 we have that

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
|(n+ ǫ)

n
bf2x0||i||

(n + ǫ)

n
bf2x1|j1 · · · |

(n+ ǫ)

n
bf2xn|jn

= Pm

(
(n+ ǫ)

n
2bf ((|x0|+ |x1|)e1 + (|x0|+ |x2|)e2 + · · · + (|x0|+ |xn|)en)

)

.

Thus the estimate (45) becomes
∣
∣
∣V(x, ∂y)(f(y))

∣
∣
∣ ≤ CǫCf (n− 1)!2n−2e2nbf |x|+

1
n

×
∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

Pm

(
(n+ ǫ)

n
2bf ((|x0|+ |x1|)e1 + · · ·+ (|x0|+ |xn|)en)

)

|Gm|.
(46)

The previous estimate implies that (V(x, ∂y)f(y)) → 0 in A1 if fm → 0 in A1 because the series

∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

Pm

(
(n+ ǫ)

n
2bf ((|x0|+ |x1|)e1 + (|x0|+ |x2|)e2 + · · ·+ (|x0|+ |xn|)en)

)

|Gm|

is convergent due to the fact that the Taylors series of G is absolutely convergent. Thus the
uniformly continuity with respect to x ∈ K of the family of operators V(x, ∂y) is proved because

of the continuity in x of the right hand side of (46). �

Theorem 4.4. Let |a| > 1 and let

fN (x1, . . . , xn, a) :=
N∑

j=0

ehj(N)xZj(N, a), N ∈ N, (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ R
n,

be a superoscillating function as in Definition 1.1 and assume that the sequence

fN (x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)x)Zj(N, a)

converges to E(ax) in the space A1. Let G be entire left monogenic functions. We define

FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(hj(N)x),

Then, FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) admits the supershift property that is

lim
N→∞

FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) = G(xa)

uniformly on any compact subsets of Rn+1.
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Proof. Let
∞∑

|m|=0

Pm(λ)Gm.

be the Taylor series of G(λ). First we observe that

FN (x, a) =
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N))

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

|m|=0

Pm(xhj(N))Gm =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

|m|=0

Pm(x0hj(N) + xhj(N))Gm

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
Pi(x0hj(N))Pj(xhj(N))Gm

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)

∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · · · einn hj(N)|i|(x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnhj(N))|j|Gm

=
∞∑

s=0

∑

|m|=s

N∑

j=0

(hj(N))sZj(N, a)
∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · · · einn (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnGm

=

∞∑

s=0

∑

|t|=s

1

cst!
∂t
y





N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)y)Zj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

×
∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=m

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0 ei11 · · · · · einn (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jnGm

where in the last equation we used Proposition 2.19. We define the operator

(V(x, ∂y)f(y)) :=
∞∑

s=0

∑

|t|=s

∂t
y (f(y))

∑

|m|=s

∑

i+j=s

m!

i!j!
x
|i|
0

ei
|i|! (x1)

j1 · · · (xn)jngm

and, by Theorem 4.3 we have that

lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(xhj(N)) = lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

V(x, ∂y)(E(hj(N)y)Zj(N, a))
∣
∣
∣
y=0

= V(x, ∂y)



 lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)y)Zj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

= V(x, ∂y) (E(ay))
∣
∣
∣
y=0

=
∞∑

s=0

as ((x)sgs) = G(xa),

uniformly on x ∈ K for any compact subset K ⊂ R
n+1. �

4.3. Superoscillating and supershift sequences in several Clifford variables. A similar
remark has to be made here as we did for several variables in the slice hyperholomorphic set-
ting. Here, we mean that we encode different frequencies in the Clifford variables, and we will
investigate what happens with this natural modification.
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Definition 4.5 (Superoscillating sequence in several Clifford variables). A sequence of the type

FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E(e0x0hj,0(N) + e1x1hj,1(N) + · · · + enxnhj,n(N)), (47)

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N , for j = 0, . . . , N and N ∈ N, is a Cliffordian-valued sequence, is said to be
a superoscillating sequence if

sup
j=0,...,N

|hj,ℓ(N)| ≤ 1, for ℓ = 0, ..., n,

and FN (x0, . . . , xn, a) converges uniformly on x in any compact subset of Rn+1 to

E(e0x0g0(a) + e1x1g1(a) + · · ·+ enxngn(a)),

where a ∈ R, gℓ’s are continuous functions of a real variable whose domain is R and |gℓ(a)| > 1
for ℓ = 1, . . . , d.

Theorem 4.6. Let uℓ : R
n+1 → R

n+1 be a sequence of continuous functions for ℓ ∈ N such that
for any compact subset K ⊂ R

n+1

lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

|uℓ(x)|1/ℓ = 0 and uℓ(x) = uℓ,0(x) + uℓ,1(x)e1 + · · · + uℓ,n(x)en,

where uℓ,i : R
n+1 → R are C0 functions. Then the operator

(

U(x, ∂y)f(y)
)

:=

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∞∑

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1

z′!
∂z′
y (f(y))

ei
|i|!

×
∑

z∈Nn+1, |z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)




1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)



 e′t

is a continuous operator from A1 to A1 where

∂z′

y = ∂z0+z1
y1 · · · ∂zn

yn ,

cs = (−n)s if s is even or cs = (−n)s(e1+ · · ·+ en) if m is odd, ei is defined for any multi-index
i ∈ N

n as in (16) and e′t is defined as in (19) for any multi-index i ∈ N
n.

Proof. Let f ∈ A1. We consider its Taylor series: f(q) =
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0
Pℓ(x)aℓ. In particular, by

Lemma 2.13 in [27] we have that there exist constants Cf and bf such that

|aℓ| ≤ Cf

b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

|ℓ|! ,

where

c(n, ℓ) =
n(n+ 1) · · · (n+ |ℓ| − 1)

ℓ!
=

(n+ |ℓ| − 1)!

(n− 1)! ℓ!
.
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Moreover, if fm → 0 in A1 then Cfm → 0 and bfm is bounded. We have

∣
∣
∣U(x, ∂y)f(y)

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

∑∞
s=0

1
cs

∑∞
z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1
z′!∂

z′
y (f(y)) ei

|i|!

×∑z∈Nn+1, |z|=s

(
∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)

)

× 1
r1!

(
∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑

s1+···+srn=zn
us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)

)

e′t
∣
∣
∣

=
∣
∣
∣
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

∑∞
s=0

1
cs

∑∞
z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1
z′!∂

z′
y

(
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0
Pℓ(y)aℓ

)
ei
|i|!

×∑z∈Nn+1, |z|=s

(
∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)

)

× 1
r1!

(
∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑

s1+···+srn=zn
us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)

)

e′t
∣
∣
∣

≤ 2n/2
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

∑∞
s=0

1
|cs|
∑∞

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s
1
z′!

(
∑

ℓ≥z′
ℓ!

(ℓ−z′)! |aℓ||Pℓ−z′(y)|
)

×∑z∈Nn+1, |z|=s

(
∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
|us1,0(x)| · · · |us|i|,0(x)|

)

× 1
r1!

(
∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
|us1,1(x)| · · · |usr1 ,1(x)|

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑

s1+···+srn=zn
|us1,n(x)| · · · |usrn ,n(x)|

)

|e′t|

= 2n/2
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

∑∞
s=0

1
|cs|
∑∞

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s
1
z′!

(
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

(ℓ+z′)!
ℓ! |aℓ+z′ ||Pℓ(y)|

)

×∑z∈Nn+1, |z|=s

(
∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
|us1,0(x)| · · · |us|i|,0(x)|

)

× 1
r1!

(
∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
|us1,1(x)| · · · |usr1 ,1(x)|

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑

s1+···+srn=zn
|us1,n(x)| · · · |usrn ,n(x)|

)

|e′t|.

where in the first inequality we also use that |ei|
|i|! ≤ 1. Thus we have

∣
∣
∣U(x, ∂y)f(y)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ 2n/2

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

1

|cs|

×
∞∑

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1

z′!




∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

(ℓ+ z′)!
ℓ!

b
|ℓ+z′|
f c(n, ℓ+ z′)

|ℓ+ z′|! |Pℓ(y)|





×
∑

z∈Nn+1, |z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

|us1,0(x)| · · · |us|i|,0(x)|





× 1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

|us1,1(x)| · · · |usr1 ,1(x)|



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

|us1,n(x)| · · · |usrn ,n(x)|



 |e′t|,
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since

c(n, ℓ+ z′) ≤ (n− 1)! 2n+|ℓ|+|z′|−2c(n, ℓ)c(n, z′),

as we proved in Theorem 4.3, we have

∣
∣
∣U(x, ∂y)f(y)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ Cf (n− 1)!2(3n−4)/2

∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

2|ℓ|
b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
|Pℓ(y)|

×
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

bsf2
s

|cs|
∑

z′∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

c(n, z′)
z′!

×
∞∑

s=0

∑

z∈Nn+1
0 ,|z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

|us1,0(x)| · · · |us|i|,0(x)|





× 1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

|us1,1(x)| · · · |usr1 ,1(x)|



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

|us1,n(x)| · · · |usrn ,n(x)|



 |e′t|.

Since |P (y)| ≤ P (y′) for y′ = (
√

y20 + y21)e1 + · · ·+ (
√

y20 + y2n)en, as we proved in Theorem 4.3,
and

lim sup
p→+∞




∑

|z′|=p

c(n, z′)





1
p

= n

(see Lemma 1 [37]) which in particular implies that for any ǫ > 0 there exists a positive constant
Cǫ > 0 such that for any p > 0:

∑

|z′|=p c(n, z
′) ≤ Cǫ(n + ǫ)p and |cs| ≥ ns (see the proof of

Theorem 4.3), we have

∣
∣
∣U(x, ∂y)f(y)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ CǫCf (n− 1)!2(3n−4)/2

∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

2|ℓ|
b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
Pℓ(y

′)

×
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!r!

∞∑

s=0

bsf2
s

|cs|
∑

z′∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

c(n, z′)
z′!

×
∞∑

s=0

∑

z∈Nn+1
0 ,|z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

|us1,0(x)| · · · |us|i|,0(x)|





×




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

|us1,1(x)| · · · |usr1 ,1(x)|



 · · ·




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

|us1,n(x)| · · · |usrn ,n(x)|



 |e′t|

≤ CǫCf (n− 1)!2(3n−4)/2
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

2|ℓ|
b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
Pℓ(y

′)
∞∑

s=0

bsf2
s

|cs|
∑

z′∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

c(n, z′)
z′!

×
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!r!
Pi

(
n∑

v=0

ev

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|uℓ,0(x)|
))

Pr

(
n∑

v=1

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|uℓ,v(x)|
)

ev

)

|e′t|
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≤ CǫCf (n− 1)!2(3n−4)/2
∑

ℓ∈Nn
0

2|ℓ|
b
|ℓ|
f c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
Pℓ(y

′)
∞∑

s=0

bsf2
s

|cs|
∑

z′∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

c(n, z′)
z′!

×
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

Pt

(
n∑

v=1

ev

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|uℓ,0(x)|+ |uℓ,v(x)|
))

|e′t|.

By Lemma 2.15 we have

∞∑

s1=0

∑

|ℓ|=s1

c(n, ℓ)

ℓ!
Pℓ(2bfy

′) ≤ e2bf (|y
′|+1/n)

and
∞∑

s=0

bsf2
s

|cs|
∑

z′∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

c(n, z′)
z′!

≤ e2bf/n,

thus we can obtain the following estimate
∣
∣
∣U(x, ∂y)f(y)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ Cf (n− 1)!2n−2Cǫe

2bf (|y′|+1/n)

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

Pt

(
n∑

v=1

ev

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|uℓ,0(x)|+ |uℓ,v(x)|
))

|e′t|

|y′|≤√
n|y|

≤ Cf (n− 1)!2n−2Cǫe
2
√
nbf (|y|+1/n3/2)

×
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

Pt

(
n∑

v=1

ev

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

|uℓ,0(x)|+ |uℓ,v(x)|
))

|e′t|,

(48)

where the uniformly convergence on any compact subset of Rn+1 of the last series is justified
by Proposition 2.18. Thus we proved U(x, ∂y)(fm) → 0 in A1 if fm → 0 in A1 and the family

of operators U(x, ∂y) is uniformly continuous with respect to x ∈ K for any compact subset

K ⊆ R
n+1. �

Theorem 4.7. Let
{
uℓ : R

n+1 → R
n+1
}

ℓ∈N be a sequence of functions such that for any compact
subset K ⊆ R

n

lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

(

|uℓ(x)|1/ℓ
)

= 0.

Let a ∈ R. Suppose also that the sequence

fN (x0, . . . , xn, a) :=

N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)x)Zj(N, a),

converges to E(ax) in A1 with in addition hj(N) ∈ [−1, 1] for any 0 ≤ j ≤ N . Let also

FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) :=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)

.

Then we have

lim
N→∞

FN (x0, x1, . . . , xn, a) = E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)a
ℓ

)

,

uniformly on any compact subsets of Rn+1.
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Proof. We observe that uℓ(x) = uℓ,0(x)+
∑n

v=1 evuℓ,v(x) where uℓ,0 is the real part of uℓ(x) and
uℓ,v(x) are the real coefficients of the imaginary component of ev in uℓ(x). Let t, r, i, z, z′, z′′

be multi-indexes in N
n
0 and e′t defined as in (19). We have that

∑N
j=0 Zj(N, a)E

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)

=
∑N

j=0 Zj(N, a)
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k Pt

(∑∞
ℓ=0 (uℓ,0(x) +

∑n
v=1 evuℓ,v(x)) hj(N)ℓ

)
e′t

=
∑N

j=0 Zj(N, a)
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!r!Pi

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ,0(x)hj(N)ℓ

)

×Pr

(∑∞
ℓ=0 (

∑n
v=1 evuℓ,v(x)) hj(N)ℓ

)
e′t

Prop. 2.10, Rem. 2.11
=

∑N
j=0 Zj(N, a)

∑∞
k=0

1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ,0(x)hj(N)ℓ

)|i| ei
|i|! (49)

× 1
r1!

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ,1(x)hj(N)ℓ

)r1 · · · 1
rn!

(∑∞
ℓ=0 uℓ,n(x)hj(N)ℓ

)rn e′t

=
∑N

j=0 Zj(N, a)
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

×∑i+r=t
t!
i!

(
∑∞

z0=0

∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)hj(N)z0

)
ei
|i|!

× 1
r1!

(
∑∞

z1=0

∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)hj(N)z1

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑∞

zn=0

∑

s1+···+srn=zn
us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)hj(N)zn

)

e′t

=
∑N

j=0 Zj(N, a)
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t
t!
i!

∑∞
z0=0 · · ·

∑∞
zn=0 hj(N)z0+···+zn ei

|i|!

×
(
∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0
us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)

)
1
r1!

(
∑

s1+···+sr1=z1
us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)

)

· · ·

× 1
rn!

(
∑

s1+···+srn=zn
us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)

)

e′t.

By Proposition 2.19, equation (49) becomes

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)

=

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∑

z′∈Nn,|z′|=s

1

z′!
∂z′
y





N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)y)Zj(N, a)





∣
∣
∣
y=0

ei
|i|!

×
∑

z∈Nn+1, |z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)




1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)



 e′t.

We define the operator

(

U(x, ∂y)f(y)
)

:=

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∞∑

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1

z′!
∂z′
y (f(y))

ei
|i|!

×
∑

z∈Nn+1, |z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)




1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)



 e′t.
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and, since in the proof of Theorem 4.6 we proved the estimate (48), the operators U(x, ∂y)
is a family of uniformly continuous operators from A1 to A1, depending on the parameters
x ∈ K ⊂ R

n+1 where K is a compact subset. Thus we have that

lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)hj(N)ℓ

)

= lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

U(x, ∂y) (E (hj(N)y)Zj(n, a))
∣
∣
y=0

= U(x, ∂y)



 lim
N→∞

N∑

j=0

E (hj(N)x)Zj(N, a)




∣
∣
y=0

= U(x, ∂y) (E(ay))
∣
∣
y=0

=

∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

∞∑

z0=0

∑

z′=(z0+z1,z2,...,zn)∈Nn
0 ,|z′|=s

as

× ei
|i|!




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

us1,0(x) · · · us|i|,0(x)




1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

us1,1(x) · · · usr1 ,1(x)



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

us1,n(x) · · · usrn ,n(x)



 e′t

= E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)a
ℓ

)

where the last equality is due to the chain of equalities in (49), read in inverse sense, and the
convergence of the last series to the exponential function is uniform on any compact subset
K ⊆ R

n+1. �

Corollary 4.8. Let gk(a) :=
∑∞

ℓ=0 gk,ℓa
ℓ for k = 0, . . . , n be real analytic functions such that

|gk(a)| > 1 for |a| > 1 and |gk(a)| ≤ 1 for |a| ≤ 1, if we suppose uℓ(x) = e0x0g0,ℓ+ · · ·+ enxngn,ℓ
and the sequence fN (x, a) =

∑N
j=0E (hj(N)x)Zj(N, a) converges to x 7→ E (ax) in A1, then the

sequence

FN (x, a) =
N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E

( ∞∑

ℓ=0

uℓ(x)(hj(N))ℓ

)

=

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)E (x0e0g0(hj(N)) + x1e1g1(hj(N)) + · · · + xnengn(hj(N)))

converges uniformly on compact subsets of Rn+1 to E (e0x0g0(a) + · · · + enxngn(a)) and thus it
is a superoscillating sequence according to Definition 4.5.

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.7, once it is observed that, since the
functions gk’s are entire functions, we have

lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

|uℓ(x)|1/ℓ ≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

n∑

k=0

|xk|1/ℓ|gk,ℓ|1/ℓ

≤ lim sup
ℓ→∞

sup
x∈K

(
n∑

k=0

|xk|1/ℓ
)

n∑

k=0

|gk,ℓ|1/ℓ = 0

for any compact subset K ⊂ Rn+1. �
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Definition 4.9 (Supershift sequences in several Clifford variables). Let |a| > 1. Let {hj,ℓ(N)},
j = 0, ..., N for N ∈ N, be real-valued sequences for ℓ = 0, ..., n such that

sup
j=0,...,N, N∈N

|hj,ℓ(N)| ≤ 1, for ℓ = 0, ..., n.

Let G(λ), be an entire left monogenic function. We say that the sequence

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(x0hj,0(N) + e1x1hj,1(N) + · · ·+ enxnhj,n(N)), (50)

where {Zj(N, a)}j,N , j = 0, . . . , N , for N ∈ N is a Clifford-valued sequence, admits the supershift
property if

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(x0a+ e1x1a+ · · · + enxna),

uniformly on any compact subset of Rn+1.

We now study the continuity of a suitable infinite-order differential operator that we will use
in the sequel to examine the supershift property in the monogenic case.

Theorem 4.10. Let G be entire left monogenic function whose series expansions at zero is given
by whose series expansions at zero is given by

G(λ) =
∑

m∈Nn
0

Pm(λ)Gm,

and g0, . . . , gn be real analytic on R and real valued functions then the operators

V(x, ∂y)(f(y)) :=
∞∑

k=0

1

k!

∑

|t|=k

∑

i+r=t

t!

i!

∞∑

s=0

1

cs

∑

z′∈Nn, |z′|=s

1

z′!
∂z′
y (f(y))

ei
|i|!

×
∑

z∈Nn+1, |z|=s




∑

s1+···+s|i|=z0

x0gs1,0 · · · x0gs|i|,0




1

r1!




∑

s1+···+sr1=z1

x1gs1,1 · · · x1gsr1 ,1



 · · ·

× 1

rn!




∑

s1+···+srn=zn

xngs1,n · · · xngsrn ,n



Gt,

where gj,ℓ are the Taylor coefficients of gi for i = 0, . . . , n and ℓ ∈ N0, form a family of contiuous
operators from A1 to A1 depending on the parameters x. If x belongs to a compact subset
K ⊆ R

n+1, then the family is uniformly continuous with respect to x ∈ K.

Proof. The proof follows strictly the one of Theorem 4.6 where we replace e′t with Gt, and uℓ(x)
with e0x0gℓ,0 + e1x1gℓ,1 + · · ·+ enxngℓ,n. �

Theorem 4.11. Let |a| > 1 and assume that the sequence

fN (x, a) :=

N∑

j=0

E(hj(N)x)Zj(N, a)

converges to E(ax) in the space A1. Let G be an entire left monogenic function. Let g0, . . . , gn
be analytic on R and real valued functions. We define

FN (x, a) =

N∑

j=0

Zj(N, a)G(e0x0g0(hj(N)) + e1x1g1(hj(N)) + · · ·+ enxngn(hj(N))).

Then, FN (x, a) admits the supershift property that is

lim
N→∞

FN (x, a) = G(e0x0g0(a) + e1x1g1(a) + · · ·+ enxngn(a)),
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uniformly on any compact subsets of Rn+1.

Proof. The proof follows strictly the one of Theorem 4.7 where we replace e′t with Gt, and uℓ(x)
with e0x0gℓ,0 + e1x1gℓ,1 + · · ·+ enxngℓ,n. �
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