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FOURIER EXPANSIONS OF FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED
VARIATION OF SEVERAL VARIABLES

LEONARDO COLZANI

ABSTRACT. In the first part of the paper we establish the pointwise conver-
gence as t — oo for convolution operators fRd t?K (ty) o(z — y)dy under the
assumptions that ¢(y) has integrable derivatives up to an order « and that
IK(y)| <c(1+ \y|)’ﬁ with a+ 3 > d. We also estimate the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of the set where divergence may occur. In particular, when the kernel is the
Fourier transform of a bounded set in the plane, we recover a two-dimensional
analog of the Dirichlet theorem on the convergence of Fourier series of func-
tions with bounded variation. In the second part of the paper we prove an
equiconvergence result between Fourier integrals on euclidean spaces and ex-
pansions in eigenfunctions of elliptic operators on manifolds, which allows us
to transfer some of the results proved for Fourier integrals to eigenfunction
expansions. Finally, we present some examples of different behaviors between
Fourier integrals, Fourier series and spherical harmonic expansions.

FOURIER INTEGRALS ON KEUCLIDEAN SPACES

This section is devoted to the study of the pointwise convergence as t — +oo for
operators of the type

|37 9 a6 explemicarde = [ K () ol — )

Here o(z) is an integrable function, ¢(§) = [r. ¢(x) exp(—2mifx)dz is its Fourier
transform, x(¢) is an integrable Fourier multiplier and K (2) = [p. x (&) exp(2mifx)dE
is the associated convolution kernel. For example, when the multiplier is the char-
acteristic function of a bounded domain which contains the origin, the problem
reduces to the pointwise inversion of Fourier transform,

Jim [ @(8) exp(2mige)dE = ().
e Jto

A classical reference for this problem is [3]. Other references more directly related
to this paper are [1], [, [5], [6], [15], [16], [19], [23], [24], [25] which are devoted
to Fourier expansions of piecewise smooth functions, [2] and [22], which estimate
the capacity of the divergence sets of one-dimensional Fourier series, [7], [12], [17],
[26], which contain results on spherical summability of Fourier integrals of functions
in Sobolev classes, [18], with a simple proof of the almost everywhere convergence
of expansions in eigenfunctions of functions in Sobolev classes. Finally, a special
mention should be made to the research tutorial [2I]. In order to motivate what
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5502 LEONARDO COLZANI

follows, let us consider two extreme cases. If the function ¢(x) has integrable
derivatives up to an order a > d, then |3(£)| < c¢(1+ |£])”“ is integrable. Hence,
if x (€) is bounded and continuous at the origin, then

tim [ (171€) 3(6) exp(2rica)de = x (0) o(z).

t——+4o0

If the kernel K (x) has the decay |K(z)| < c¢(1+ \x|)7ﬁ with 8 > d, then K(x)
is integrable. Hence, if ¢(y) is bounded and continuous at the point z, then
i [ () oo - iy = ola) [ K ) dy
— 100 Rd Rd
Here we want to consider an intermediate case between these two extremes and,
roughly speaking, our result is that « derivatives of the function expanded and a
decay of order 3 of the summation kernel with o 4+ 8 > d are sufficient conditions
for the pointwise inversion of the Fourier transform, with a possible exception of
a set of points with Hausdorff dimension at most d — a. In what follows the
smoothness of a function is measured with the Riesz potentials or fractional powers
A%/? of the Laplace operator A = — Zj 82/8x?, defined spectrally by A®/2¢p(¢) =

(27 [€))* §(€). However, instead of A'/2 one can also use the gradient V = {9/0x;}.
Here it is our basic result.

Theorem 1. Let x (&) be an integrable Fourier multiplier, smooth in a neighborhood
of the origin with x(0) = 1. Assume that the associated convolution kernel K (y)

has decay |K(y)| < c¢(1+ |y))™". Finally, let o(y) be an integrable function and
assume that A®/%p(y) is a locally finite measure. Then for every v > 0,

[ (716 8@ explerien)ie - ofa)

A;ﬂK@www—yMy—M@

gc/ (1 +ty) 7 (e — ) — (@) dy
Rd

o /R 1 (1 ) A (e — )| dy.

Observe that if x(§) and ¢(y) are integrable, then K (y) and (&) are bounded
and this guarantees the existence of the integrals

/ X (£71€) () exp(@ritz)de / 1K (ty) o(z — y)dy.
R4 Rd

However, this integrability assumption on x(§) and ¢(y) can be weakened, as
soon as the above two integrals are well defined. It is not difficult to convert the
theorem into a convergence result.

Theorem 2. Let x(£) be an integrable Fourier multiplier, smooth in a neighborhood
of the origin with x(0) = 1. Assume that the associated convolution kernel K (y) has

decay |K(y)| < ¢ (1+ |y))~". Finally, let o(y) be an integrable function and assume
that (1 + |y|)°‘_d A*2p(y) is a finite measure. If a + 3 > d, then the convergence

lim t1K (ty) p(z — y)dy = p(2)
—+o0 Rd
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FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5503

holds with the possible exception of a set of points with Hausdorff dimension at most
d — a. More precisely, assume that at a point x there exists 0 < € < 1 such that

when r — 0+,
/{|y<r}

Then, when t — +oo,

A2 p(z — y)‘ dy < erd=ate,

ct™¢ ife<a+p—d,
<< ct~cflog(t) ife=a+p—d,
ctt=2B  fe>a+p3—d.

/Rd UK (ty) p(z — y)dy — o()

A by product of the above result is another proof of the well-known fact that the
singularities of functions in Sobolev classes of index o have Hausdorff dimension at
most d—a. On the other hand, there are functions in these spaces which are infinite
on sets of dimension d — a.. Hence the estimate of the dimension of the divergence
set is best possible. Later we will show that also the condition o + 3 > d is best
possible. By substituting the square root of the Laplace operator with the gradient,
one can apply the theorem to functions with bounded variation, that is, integrable
functions whose distributional first derivatives are finite measures. In particular,
the theorems apply to piecewise smooth functions, which are linear combinations
of functions 1 (z)xp(x), products of smooth functions and characteristic functions
of bounded domains with smooth boundary. The content of the following theorem
is that in this case convergence holds everywhere, even along the discontinuities of
the functions expanded.

Theorem 3. Let x(§) be an integrable Fourier multiplier, with compact support,
smooth in a neighborhood of the origin and with x(0) = 1. Assume that the associ-
ated convolution kernel K (y) has decay | K (y)| < ¢ (1+ |y|) ™" for some B> d—1.
If o(y) is a piecewise smooth function suitably normalized along the discontinuities,
then at every point x,

Jdim [ x (t77€) B(6) exp(2migx)dg = lim [ UK (ty) p(a — y)dy = p(2).

——+00 Rd t——+oo Rd

Classical examples of Fourier multipliers to which the above theorems apply are
the Bochner-Riesz multipliers.

Corollary 4. The Bochner-Riesz multipliers (1,|€|2)1 are associated to the kernels
T (y + 1) |y "2 Jyvas2 (27 y]), which have decay ¢ (1 + )72 The
Bochner-Riesz means with index v > (d — 1)/2 — « of functions with « integrable
derivatives converge, with a possible exception of a set of points with Hausdorff
dimension at most d — «,

¥
Jim (1= [t7¢*) @(&) expenita)d = p(a).
{lgl<t}

Other examples of Fourier multipliers to which the theorems apply are the char-
acteristic functions of bounded domains. Indeed, the Fourier transform of a domain
with boundary of finite Minkowski measure has decay [Ra(y)| < ¢(1+|y[)~". If
the boundary is analytic, the exponent —1 can be replaced by —( for some § > 1.
If the domain is convex with a smooth boundary with positive Gauss curvature, the
exponent becomes —(d 4+ 1)/2. In particular, in dimension one when the domain
is an interval, one recaptures the Dirichlet theorem on the convergence of Fourier
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5504 LEONARDO COLZANI

integrals of functions with bounded variation, and in dimension two, if the domain
has just a bit of smoothness, one obtains a generalization of this Dirichlet theorem.

Corollary 5. Let Q be a bounded planar domain containing the origin and assume
that |Ra(y)| < c(1+ y)) ™" for some B> 1. If p(y) is an integrable function with
bounded variation, then, with a possible exception of a set of points with Hausdorff
dimension at most 1,

lim P(&) exp(2migx)ds = o(x).

t—-+4o0 tQ
Moreover, if p(y) is piecewise smooth, then convergence holds at every point.

The above corollaries are essentially already known and they are included here
only because they easily follow from our main results and have been the original
motivation for our work. In particular, Corollary 4 for a restricted range of indexes
is already contained in [12] and [26], while Corollary 5 for spherical summability
is already contained in [21]], Sections 3, 4, 5, and Propositions 4 and 8. General
partial sums of Fourier integrals of piecewise smooth functions are discussed in [1]
and [6] and the associated Gibbs phenomenon in [], [8], [9], [10], [I1], and [25].
An example of domain which does not satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 5 is a
domain with flat boundary, since Xo(y) has a decay (1 + |y|)~" if y — oo along
directions perpendicular to flat parts of the boundary. In this case convergence
of Fourier expansion may fail. Since the uniform decay of Fourier transforms of
characteristic functions is never better than ¢ (1 + |y|)7(d+1)/2, the corollary does
not apply to functions with bounded variation in dimensions greater than two.
Indeed, in dimension d > 3, the partial sums of Fourier integrals of piecewise
smooth function may not converge, even at points where the functions expanded
are smooth; see [20] and [I6] or the examples in the last section of the paper. In the
second section of the paper we shall give an extension of Corollary 4 to expansions
in eigenfunctions of elliptic operators, for a restricted range of indexes, and in the
final section we shall present some examples of different behaviors between Fourier
integrals, Fourier series and spherical harmonic expansions.

Proof of Theorem 1. If x(§) is smooth around the origin, there exists a smooth
cutoff ¢(¢£) identically one in a neighborhood of the origin and zero in a slightly
larger neighborhood such that ¥(£)x(€) is smooth everywhere. Denoting by t?K (ty)
= t?A(ty) + t?B(ty) the convolution kernels associated to the dilated multipliers
x () = () x (7)) + (1= (7€) x (t71€), one obtains the decompo-
sition

| X1 o) eerice)ic = [ K ()t - )y

_ / Aty oz — y)dy + / 1 B(ty)p(z — y)dy.
R4 R4

By our assumptions ¢ (§) x (£) is smooth with compact support and the associ-
ated kernel has a fast decay at infinity, |A(y)| < ¢ (1 + |y|)~” for every 4. Moreover,
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FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5505
f]Rd A(y)dy = (0) x (0) = 1. Hence,

[ ) ot = )y = ola)

[ 4 ) (ela =) = e(@)ay

<e / £ (1 + ty) 7 [z — ) — p(z)| dy.
Rd

In order to estimate the convolution with the kernel B(y), write

/ 1B (ty)p(x — y)dy = / A=072 (11 B(ty)) A2 p(z — y)dy.

The crucial observation is that A=/2 (t¢B(ty)) = t¢=C(ty) is t~ better than
t*B(ty),

A2 (1 B(ty)) = /R L@mle) ™ (L= (£77€)) x (¢77¢) exp(2miy)dg
_ ti-a / @r[C)™ (1 - % (€)) x () exp(2mityC)dC.
Rd

Moreover, the kernel C(y) has at least the same decay at infinity as K (y). Indeed,
C(y) is the convolution of the kernels D(y) and K (y) associated to the multipliers
@27 [¢) ™ (1 — ¢ (<)) and x (). Since by our assumptions |K(y)| < ¢(1+ |y|) ™
and since D(y) behaves like |y|*~% at the origin and decays rapidly at infinity,
D) < clyl® (1 + yl) " for every 7,

ICWl=|[ D(2)K(y—=z)dz

Rd

<o [ BTN T =) s < e 1 )

Hence,

/ tdac@yma/%(xy)dy\gc [ @t a0 pte = ). O
R4 Rd

For the proof of Theorem 2 we will need the following properties of integral
averages of Riesz potentials. The idea behind this is the general principle that the
pointwise behavior of functions in Sobolev classes is somehow better than the one
of merely integrable functions.

Lemma 6. Let (1+ \y|)a7dp(y), with 0 < a < d, be a finite measure and assume
that at a point x there exists 0 < € < 1 such that when r — 0+,

/ |z —y)|dy < erd=ete,
{lyl<r}
Then x is a Lebesque point for the Riesz potential A~*/?pu(y) and

/{IySr}

Proof of Lemma 6. By rotation invariance and homogeneity the Riesz potential
A~%/2 is given, up to a suitable constant, by the convolution with the kernel

APz —y) — AP p(a) | dy < ertte.
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5506 LEONARDO COLZANI

ly|“~%. If 4(y) is a smooth cutoff identically one in {|y| < 1} and identically zero
in {|y| > 2}, then

y*~ (e — y)dy = / (1 - () [yl°~* ula — y)dy
Rd
/1/1 ) 1yl ula — y)dy.

The kernel (1 —1(y))|y|*~? is smooth and, by the assumptions on (), the
second integral is absolutely convergent and defines a smooth function. It then
suffices to prove that x is a Lebesgue point of the third convolution,

od a—d
/{ZST} /Rdw(y)\yl u(x—y—z)dy—/ww(y)lyl p(x —y)dy

<L (L

Scrd/{ - }ylc"_dlu(xy)ldy+crd“/{ lerin) yl* ™ |z — y)| dy.
yI<r r<jy|<r+

dz

by —2) |y — 2| = ¥(y) \ylc"_d‘ d2> u(z — y)| dy

Under the assumption that [, . |u(z —y)[dy < crd=ate the last two inte-

grals are dominated by r4+e. (I

Lemma 7. If u(y) is a locally finite measure and 0 < v < d, then

lim sup r*”/ |u(z —y)|dy < +o0
r—0+ {lyl<r}

with the possible exception of a set of points with Hausdorff dimension at most ~y.

Proof of Lemma 7. Fix 6,k > 0 and define the set of points

A(d, k) = {|x < k, lim sup 7"_7/ le(y)| dy > 5} .
r—0+ {ly—z|<r}

Given R > 0, the family of balls with center x € A(d, k) and radius r < R
and such that f{‘y ol<r} |u(y)|dy > é6r" covers A(d, k). By a standard argument

from this family one can extract disjoint balls with A(d, k) C |J{|y — =| < 5r} and
summing over this subfamily one obtains

> (10r)7 <1076~ 12/

Letting R — 0+ one deduces that the y-dimensional Hausdorff measure of A(4, k)
is finite. 0

)| dy < 1076 / ()] dy.

{ly— 1|<7“} {lyl<k+R}

Proof of Theorem 2. By Theorem 1,

tdK (ty) (z — y)dy — ()

/ (T+tly)) " el —y) — o(x)| dy

/ “(1T+tly) 5‘Aa/2 y)‘dy

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see http://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5507

Assume that f{\y\<r} |A2p(x —y)|dy < crd=eFte. Then, by Lemma 6,
f{‘qu} lo(z —y) — ¢(x)|dy < cr?™s and an integration by parts gives

a7 leta =) - pla)ldy

+oo
= ytdt! py z—y)— oz r
=ttt [ ) /{M'“”( ) - ¢(@)] dyd

“+oo
< ctdt! / rdte (1 + tr)fwfl dr < ct™¢.
0

Again, if f{ly\<r} |A°2p(z — y)|dy < erd=oFe, then
[ @l ™ (At~ )|y
{lyI<1}

< td“’“/ ‘Aa/%(x - y)‘ dy
{yl<t—1}

[log, (t)]
+H Y 276’“/ ‘Aa/zw(x*y)‘dy
k=0 {t=12k<|y|<t-12k+1}
lloga (1) ct—e ife<a+f—d
<ct T +ct™" Z gld—a=Btelk < & ctclog(t) ife=a+ 0 —d,
k=0 ctt=2=8  ife>a+pB—d.

Moreover, if (1+ |y[)*~* A%/2¢(y) is a finite measure and o + 3 > d, then
| a2 - ) dy
{ly|=1}

<t [ a2 dn
R

Finally, by Lemma 7 the inequality f{‘qu} ‘Aa/ggo(x - y)| dy < cr?=* holds
with a possible exception of a set of points with Hausdorff dimension d — « + e.
Letting ¢ — 04 we deduce that convergence holds with a possible exception of a
set of points with Hausdorff dimension d — a. O

An alternative way to prove Theorem 2 is to establish the boundedness of the
maximal operator associated to the family of convolution operators. As in the proof
of Theorem 1, one can write

/ 1K (ty)p(x — y)dy = / 1O H (ty) A2 p(x — y)dy,
R4 R4
with

1) = [ | @rle)™ x (€ explemiy)ds.

Under our assumptions it can be proved that |H(y)| < ¢(1+ |y[)*"% so that
SUp;s |td’aH (ty)| < c|y|a_d and

sup
>0

[ ertmete | <c [t |8 et
R4 R4
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5508 LEONARDO COLZANI

This estimate suggests studying the set of divergence in terms of capacity. The
approach followed in the above proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 is perhaps
a bit more complicated, however, it has the advantage of giving a quite explicit
description of the set of points where convergence takes place and an estimate of
the speed of convergence.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let ¢(y) be piecewise smooth and let Vo(y)dy = u(y)dy +
v(y)do(y) be the decomposition of its gradient into an absolutely continuous part
w(y)dy and a singular part v(y)do(y) supported on a smooth surface S. Then, as
in the proof of Theorem 1,

/Rd K (ty)p(z — y)dy
= / trA(ty)p(x — y)dy — / VA~ (t'B(ty)) Vo(z — y)dy
— [ At -y + [ e Cue - vy

+/Std710(ta: —ty)v(y)do(y).

For a piecewise smooth function suitably normalized along the discontinuities, ev-
ery point is Lebesgue and the absolutely continuous part of the gradient is bounded
with compact support, so that

lim t*Aty)p(z — y)dy = ¢(),
— 400 Rd

lim t41C (ty) p(x — y)dy = 0.
t——+oo R4

It remains to consider the convolution between the vector-valued kernel t~1C/(ty)
and the singular part of the gradient v(y)do(y), but this is essentially a (d — 1)-
dimensional integral of a smooth function v(y) against a d — 1 integrable kernel
t4=1C(tz — ty). If x is not on S, then

lim [ t71C(te — ty)v(y)do(y) = 0.
t——+o0 S

If x is a point on S and T'(z) the hyperplane tangent to S at z, then

lim g t11C (tr — ty)v(y)do(y) = v(x) C(z —y)do(y).

t—+o0 T(z)

Indeed,
[ 1t - wiw)asty)
S

= [ #1710t ) (0) - Vo) do(w) +v(a) [ Cldota).
S te—tS

Since |v(y) —v(z)| < cly — x| and |C(tx —ty)| < c(1+t|x — y|)7ﬂ7 ifd—1<
8 < d, then

/Qtd1Cth<—ty><u<y>—-u(x))do(yﬂ < ot 01,
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FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5509

Since |C(2)| < ¢(1+ |z|)" is integrable with respect to a (d — 1)-dimensional
surface measure, given € > 0, there exists R > 0 such that

C(z)do(z)| < e, C(z)do(z)| < e.

/{m—tS}m{|z|2R} /{tm—tm)}n{zzm

Now we use the assumption that x () has compact support, which implies that
C(z) is smooth. Since {tx — tS}N{|2| < R} — {tz —tT(z)}N{|z| < R} ast — +o0,
if ¢ is large enough, then

/ C(z)do(z) — / C(z)do(z)
{tz—tSIn{|z|<R} {te—tT(2)}n{|2|<R}

Finally, we would like to observe that the integral of the kernel C(z) along a
hyperplane is not necessarily zero; this may happen when the multiplier x (£) is not
radially symmetric. This requires a careful normalization of the function along the
discontinuities. (]

< E.

Proof of Corollaries 4 and 5. It is an immediate consequence of the previous theo-
rems. O

EIGENFUNCTION EXPANSIONS ON MANIFOLDS

In this section we would like to extend some of the results proved for Fourier
integrals to Fourier series and, more generally, to eigenfunction expansion. If M
is a smooth compact manifold of dimension d and if A is a second order positive
elliptic operator, with smooth coefficients, selfadjoint with respect to a positive
measure dx and appropriate boundary conditions, then there exist a sequence of
eigenvalues {(27\)?} and a system of eigenfunctions {¢x(z)} orthonormal and
complete in L?(M, dz) and every square integrable function can be expanded in a
Fourier series,

o= [ c@R@d o)=Yl ialiae)
M A
Trigonometric series on a torus and spherical harmonics expansions on a sphere
are classical examples. These expansions are mean square convergent, but they
may diverge pointwise and, in order to regain convergence, it may be convenient to
introduce some summation methods, such as

DX (I (o va)ea ().
B

In particular, the multiplier x (A\) = (1 — /\2)1 defines the Riesz means and, if
v = 0, the spherical sums. Pointwise convergence of eigenfunction expansions of
piecewise smooth functions has been studied in [], [5], [15], [19], [23]. In these
papers it has been proved that on two-dimensional manifolds the spherical sums
of eigenfunction expansions of piecewise smooth functions converge at every point,
but in dimension three or higher convergence may fail even where the functions
expanded are smooth. Here we consider analogous convergence problems for more
general classes of functions. For simplicity in the sequel we only consider expansions
in eigenfunctions of the Dirichlet problem for the Laplace operator — > i 02/ ax? in

a bounded domain P in R¢ with smooth boundary. However, the results extend to
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5510 LEONARDO COLZANI

other second order elliptic differential operators with appropriate boundary condi-
tions. An integrable function on R? with support on D can be expanded in Fourier
integrals with respect to the trigonometric system {exp(2miz)} and also in Fourier
series with respect to the orthonormal system {5 (z)},

[ @ expiomitai = ola) it x < R,
Z<@a¢)>¢)(x) =p(x) ifzeD.

A
The first is an expansion in eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator in the whole
space, while the second is an expansion in eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator
in a bounded domain. Our goal is to compare these two expansions, under suitable
smoothness assumptions of the functions expanded. As in the previous section this
smoothness can be measured in terms of fractional powers of the Laplace operator,
but here there are two such operators, one on R¢ and another on D,

APe(0) = [ (2m )" B(6) explamiy)d ity € R

2 .
AYPo(y) = > (27N) (@, ahealy) ify € D.
A
Of course, when « is an even integer, these two operators are the same differential
operator. For an arbitrary a these operators are pseudodifferential and they differ

locally by a smoothing operator. Moreover, at infinity, |AR§2<,0( )| < c|y|_d_a,
because this is a convolution with a kernel of homogeneity |y| . In particular,
if o(y) has support strictly inside D, then A o/2 o(y) is integrable in D if and

only if ARd ¢(y) is integrable in R?. For these reasons in the sequel we shall
make no differences between these two operators. The following theorem has been
suggested by some results in [4], [2T] and [23]. Its content is that, under appropriate
conditions, Riesz means of Fourier integrals are equiconvergent with Riesz means
of expansions in eigenfunctions, that is, the means of the integrals converge if and
only if the means of the series converge.

Theorem 8. If ©(y) is an integrable function on R with support strictly inside
the domain D and if also A“/2ga(y) is an integrable function, then the Riesz means
of index v > d — a — 1 of the trigonometric Fourier integral and of the expansion
in eigenfunctions are uniformly equiconvergent in every subdomain of D at positive
distance from the boundary of D,

/]Rd (1 —t77 ¢ ) P(€) exp(2migx)dg

}:0.

In particular, with the posszble exception of a set of points with Hausdorff dimen-
sion d — « the Riesz means of index v > d — a — 1 of the eigenfunction expansion
of functions with « integrable derivatives converge,

lim Y (1= t725)7 (0, ¥a)da(2) = o(a).
B

t——+oo

lim sup
t=+0 | (2D, d(z,0D)>e>0}

—Z — 7)) L (@, V)i (a)
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FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5511

Observe that the range of indexes v > d — a — 1 for Riesz summability of
eigenfunction expansions on manifolds is smaller than the range v > (d — 1)/2 — «
for Riesz summability of multiple Fourier integrals in Corollary 4. Also, observe
that in the above theorem A%/ 2p(y) is required to be an integrable function, not
just a measure as in the previous section. We will see that these restrictions are
necessary. The following proof is essentially taken from [4].

Proof of Theorem 8. For simplicity we write x(u) instead of (1 —t2 2) , dropping

any explicit reference on vy and t. Indeed, in what follows, the precise form of x(u)
does not play any particular role. Let p(u) be an even test function on —oo <

u < 400 with mean f:r;o p(u)du = 1 and moments fj:: p(uw)uidu = 0 for j =
1,2, ... and with Fourier transform p(s) = fj;o p(u) exp(—2wsu)du supported in
{| | < 1} Also, let ¢(u) = ep(eu). Then, if ¢ * x(u) denotes the convolution
f_ (u —v)¢(v)dv,

’ / XD BLE) exp(2miga)ds — 37 x (N, v (@)
A

/C*X €]) B(€) exp(2mita)de — ZC*X (s ) tin (2)

+| [ bt = cx ey <>exp<2msx>de]

1) (V) = ¢ x(N) (0, 9a)oa() |

A

In order to show that the expansions in eigenfunction are equiconvergent with
the trigonometric expansions, it suffices to prove that the first of these three terms
is zero in {z € D, d(x,0D) > ¢} and the other two are negligible. O

Lemma 9. Ifz €D and d(x,0D) > ¢, then

L, 0eleh = Cox ) B expizriayic = 3¢ XN (o).
R
Proof of Lemma 9. By the spectral decomposition of the Laplace operator,

[ ¢ x e g expizmisarie = [ o) cos (/) ol

with cos (sv/Aga) p(x) = [ga cos (2ms [€]) (&) exp(2mi&x)dé solution to the wave
equation in R x R? with initial position () and initial velocity zero. Similarly,
—+oo

S Crx e iain) = [ SR eos (s3/Bo) el

— 00

with cos (sv/Ap) p(x) = 3 cos (2msA) (@, )1 (@) the solution to the wave equa-
tion in R x D with initial position ¢(z) and initial velocity zero and zero on the
boundary 9D. Since the initial values of these two solutions agree in D, by finite
speed of wave propagation these solutions agree in {z € D, |s| < d(z,0D)}. Since

((s) = p (¢71s) has support in {|s| < ¢}, the lemma follows. O
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Lemma 10. If A“/2p(y) is an integrable function and o+~ > d — 1, then

t——+oo

lim > Ix(A) = ¢+ x (V)] {0, ¥a)] [voa ()| = 0.
A

im_ [ () — ¢+ x (€Dl 18(©)]de =
Rd

t—-+oo

Proof of Lemma 10. The convolution ¢ x x (u) is a good approximation of x (u)
away from the singularities of this function. More precisely, ¢ (u) has integral one
and other moments zero and it is concentrated in a neighborhood of the origin;
moreover, in a neighborhood of the singularities +¢ the function x (u) has size ¢t ~7.
This implies that |x (u) — ¢ * x (u)] is essentially a sum of two bumps of height ¢=7
concentrated around =+t,

X () = Cxx (w)| < et™ (L+ [t —Jul[)7",

for every 1. If A%/2p(y) is a finite measure, then |§(&)| < ¢ (1 + |€])” and

/Rd Ix (1€]) = ¢+ x (1ED112(8)] de

= Cﬁ/ (L+[t— €D Q+|g) " de < ettt
Rd

Then, if @ 4+ > d — 1 the desired estimate follows. If Aa/Qcp(y) is an integrable
function, then lim¢|_ 4 o [€]* [@(£)] = 0 and with this extra information the desired
estimate follows also in the case a + v = d — 1. This proves the first part of the
lemma. The proof of the second part is similar. By Cauchy inequality,

D) = Cxx V], )| [ea(2)]
A

1/2

1/2
< {Zw) —Crx (V) m(xﬂ} {Zw) —Crx (V)] |<go,w>2}
A A

By sharp estimates of the spectral function of an elliptic operator in [14], 17.5,
if s is large,

1/2
-1
S Wl <es”?(1+57%.0m))
IA—sl<1
1/2
[ X P et
D a—sl<1

It follows that if x is fixed and ¢t — +o0, then

1/2
{Z Ix (A) = C*x (V)] |1/J,\(x)2} < ctld=1)/2-7/2,
A
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Now observe that, by the relation (A%2p 1)) = (27A)*(¢p,1) and the or-
thonormality of the system {¢)(x)},

1/2
Z |<9071/1/\>|2
A=sI<1
5 1/2
]S e tn@nma o) d
PP a—sl<1
9 1/2
<[] E emmn@hn)| dp |aow)|a
A=<l
1/2
-/ D I
- 1/2

<{ s S TPy [ [a|d

d(y,a'D)Z5 \A—s|<1

1/2

+{d< s \A’*%(y)!} /D S e @) dy

y,0D)<é [A—s|<1

< csmot(d=1)/2 (/ \@(y)\der/ ‘A“/an(y)‘dy)
D D

In the last inequality § is chosen smaller than the distance of the support of ¢(y)
from @D and one has to use the fact that the operator A®/? is pseudolocal and
’Aa/zgo(y” is bounded away from the support of ¢(y). Hence, if ¢ — +o0o, then

1/2
{ZIX(/\) = ¢xx (M) |<</>,%>|2}
A

< ctld=1/2=7/2—a (/ Iw(y)lder/ ‘Aa/%(y)‘dy)
D D

However, if ¢(y) and A®/2p(y) are integrable functions, an approximation with
smooth functions also gives

1/2
: a+vy/2—(d—1)/2 _ 2 —
lim ¢ {gjxw c*x<A)|<so7w>|} 0.
Collecting these estimates the lemma follows. O
Observe that in Lemma 9 x(u) does not play any role, while Lemma 10 depends

on the degree of the approximation of x (u) by ¢ *x (u). In conclusion, the proof of
Theorem 8 depends only on the degree of smoothness of x(u) and the Riesz means
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can be substituted by more general operators. In particular, if x(u) = min {1, u®},
then the operator associated to ¢ * x (u) has a kernel concentrated around the
diagonal {|z — y| < €}, while the kernel associated to x (u)—(*yx (u) is bounded, this
is because of the fast decay |x (u) — ¢ * x (u)| < ¢ (1 + |u|)~". This proves that the
operator A®/2 is pseudolocal. Although the above result for general eigenfunction
expansions is essentially sharp, following a suggestion by M. Taylor we give an
improvement for classical multiple Fourier series on the torus. This is related to the
Gauss problem of estimating the number of points with integer coordinates in large
spheres. The torus T¢ = RY/Z? can be identified with the unit cube [—1/2, +1/2)¢
and an integrable function on R% with support on T? can be expanded both in
Fourier integrals and Fourier series,

/ B(€) exp(2mica)dé = plx) ifz € RY
R4

> (k) exp(2mikz) = p(z) if x € T
kezd

As in Theorem 8 one can compare these two expansions.

Theorem 11. If o(y) is an integrable function on R? with support inside the unit
cube T¢ and if A*/?@(y) is a finite measure, then for some € > 0 the Riesz means
of index vy > (d— a— 1 —¢) /2 of its Fourier integral and series are equiconvergent
in T¢,

lim { sup

t——+o0 zeTd

/Rd (1-t7216) | B(e) exp(2mica)a

-3 (1- |k|2)1<2(k) exp(2rikz)| b = 0.

kezd

Proof of Theorem 11. The following proof is similar to the one of Theorem 8, but
every step presents some small changes. We start by observing that the result
for a > d follows from the integrability of the Fourier transform of the function
expanded, while the result for v > (d — 1)/2 follows from the integrability of the
Riesz kernels. Hence in the sequel we may assume o < d and v < (d — 1)/2. Let
o(y) be a smooth function with o(y) = 1 if |y| < 2 and o(y) = 0 if |y| > 3 and
define

d(y) = Z o (t7'k) o(k +y).

kezd

This ®(y) is sum of a finite number of non overlapping copies of ¢(y) and these
two functions agree in T?. As in the proof of Theorem 8, let y(u) = (1 — t_2u2)1,
let p(u) be an even test function with mean one and other moments zero and with
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Fourier transform p(s) supported in {|s| < 1}, also let {(u) = tp (tu). Then

/R XD F€) explnica)de — 37 x (k) (k) exp(2rika)

keza

: ’/R X (1€)) (&) exp(2rigw)de — /R x(Eh 2 exp<2mgx>df]

+] [ Coxlle) B exp(zriea)ds = 3 ¢+ x (k) 3k exp(2rita)

kezd

" ] [ ot = o x e e eXp(27ri§:c)d£‘
Rd

D (k) = Cx x (kD) B(k) exp(2mika) |
kezd

Lemma 12. Ifz is in T and t is large, then

[ e xeh (&) explemig)ds = 3 ¢+ x (1K) @) exp(2mita).

R kezd

Proof of Lemma 12. By the spectral decomposition of the Laplace operator,
+oo

S7 Cx (k]) BUk) exp(2mika) = / (()%(5) cos (3v/Brs ) olr)ds,

kezd A 74_00/\
[ ¢exeh (e expienicais = [ R cos s/ ) o),
Rd —o0

with cos (s\/TW ) ©(x) the solution to the wave equation with periodic initial posi-
tion >, .74 ¢(k +z) and initial velocity zero and cos (sy/Aga) ®(z) the solution to
the wave equation with initial position Y, .4 o (t7'k) ¢(k + y) and initial veloc-
ity zero. Since the initial values of the two solutions agree in {|z| < 2t}, by finite
speed of wave propagation these solutions agree in {:c €T |s| < t}. Since E(s)
has support in {|s| < t}, the lemma follows. O

Lemma 13. Ifa+2y>d—2+2/(d+1), then

tim [ (€)= ¢ x (1€D] [B(e)] de = o,

t——+o0 Rd

Jim Sy (k) = Cxx (RN B(R)] = 0.

keza

Proof of Lemma 13. The first observation is that |x (u) — ¢ * x (u)] is essentially a
sum of two bumps of height t~27 and width ¢! around =t,

(€)= Cxx (DI < et™ (L2t~ [EIN",

for every n. This is because ¢ (u) has integral one and is concentrated in a neighbor-
hood of radius ¢t~ of the origin and because at distance ¢! from the singularities in
+t the function x (u) has size t=27. The second observation is that when t — +o0,
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the annulus {||¢| — ¢/ < ¢~!} contains no more than ct?=2+2/(4+1) points with inte-
ger coordinates. This is a consequence of good estimates for the number of integer
points in the spheres {[¢| < ¢ +¢1} in [13],

|[{k € z%, |k| <t}]| - |{€ € RY, [¢| < t}|| < etd—2H2/ (D),

The third observation is that if A®/2¢(y) is a finite measure, then |B(k)| <
c|k|™*. Collecting these estimates one obtains

S (k) = €% x (RD] [B(R)] < ctt=2+2/()=2v—c
kezZd

This proves the first estimate in the lemma. The proof of the second estimate is
similar. By the Poisson summation formula,

B(e) = / S o (t78) ok + ) | exp(—2miey)dy
R4 kezd

= | S o (k) exprike) | a(6) = | S %6tk - €)) | B(&).
kezd keza

Each term of the series Y, ;4 t%G(t(k —¢)) has integral one, is concentrated in a
ball with radius ¢! centered at an integer point and is negligible elsewhere. Hence,
as before,

[ el = Cox i [Blo)] s < ct-2ea/tarn=z-e,

Lemma 14. Ifa+2y > d — 1, then for every x in T,
i | [ (6D (2= B)(©) explzricaas] ~o.
— 1+ 00 Rd

Proof of Lemma 14. If K(y) = 7 "T'(y+ 1) ‘yl—’y—d/Q 7,

lution kernel associated to the multiplier (1 — |£ \2)1 then, as in Theorem 1,

+d/2 (2m|y|) is the convo-

[ x (€D (2= 9)€) explzriea)as

= > o (t’lk)/ A2 (UK (ty)) Aok + 2 — y)dy.
kezZi—{0} Re
The kernel has decay ‘A_Q/Q (t°K(ty))] < a?>(1 +t|y|)_7_(d+1)/2, by as-
sumptions [pq }Aa/zgo(y)} dy < 400 and, moreover, ‘Aa/zgo(y)} < ¢y~ outside
T?, this is because ¢(y) has support strictly inside T¢ and A%/? is a convolution
with a kernel of homogeneity \y|7d7a. Hence, if = is in T¢ and k # 0, then

J.

The sum of these estimates over {0 < |k| < 3t} gives the desired result. O

Aol (tdK(ty))‘ ‘Aa/2<p(k +x— y)‘ dy < ctld=1/2=a=y ‘k|—w—(d+1)/2 .
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Finally, observe that the restriction a +2v > d — 1 in Lemma 14 is more de-
manding than the restriction o + 2y > d — 2+ 2/(d + 1) in Lemma 13. Defining
C(u) =t'%p (t'*u) and D(y) = > pcpa 0 (57 'k) @(k + y) with a suitable £ > 0,
one obtains a worse Lemma 13 but a better Lemma 14 and at the end a better
theorem. This concludes the proof of Theorem 11. O

EXAMPLES, COUNTEREXAMPLES, CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this final section we want to compare the results obtained on euclidean spaces
and on manifolds. Let us first consider the euclidean space R?. Corollary 4 guar-
antees that Riesz means with index v > (d — 1)/2 — « of functions with « in-
tegrable derivatives converge at all points where the functions are smooth. The
following example shows that indeed the result is essentially sharp. The function
oly) = (1 — |y\2)?:1 has a bit less than « integrable derivatives and its Fourier
transform has asymptotic expansion

10T (a) €] oy amayp (27 [€)
~ 10T (@) 1674V 2 cos (2 €] — (2a+ d — 1) /4) .

Hence the Riesz means of this function at the origin * = 0 have asymptotic
expansion

wore) [ (1= ) T T a2l

1
A ct(d+1)/2_°‘/ (1 —r2)7 pld=D/2= cos(2rtr — c)dr.
0

The singularity of 7(?=1/2=% when r — 04 gives to the oscillatory integral a
decay t*~(4+1)/2 which compensates the factor in front of the integral, while the
singularity of (1 — 7“2)AY when r — 1— gives a decay t~7~! with an oscillation.
Hence, the means with index v < (d—1)/2 — a do not converge at the origin, which
is a point where the function is smooth. This phenomenon is due to the singularities
of the function expanded that, propagating from the sphere {|y| = 1}, focus at the
origin. This example also exhibits the speed of convergence in Theorem 2.

We now turn to the torus T¢. In Theorem 11 we proved the Riesz summability
of multiple Fourier series with v > (d —a —1 —¢) /2. The following example for
the spherical summability v = 0 shows that the best possible ¢ is indeed small.
Let 0 (y) = Y jcza €xp (2miky) be the multiple Fourier series associated to the unit
mass in T¢ concentrated at zero and define

py) =A"5@y)= > (2m k) exp (2miky).
kezd—{0}

This function on the torus is smooth, except for a singularity at the origin of
type |y|a_d. Now observe that at the point x = (1/2,1/2,1/2,...) all exponentials
exp (2mika) on the spheres {|k| =t} take the same value, +1 if |k|> = 2 is even
and —1 if |k;\2 = t? is odd. Hence, when grouped spherically the terms of the
Fourier series have size (27t)”“ |{|k| = t}|. Since the number of integer points on
the spheres {|k| = t} can be of the order of t*=2, for the convergence of the Fourier
series one has to require at least a > d — 2. Recalling that spherical summability of
Fourier integrals holds if > (d — 1)/2, one deduces that the range of indexes for
spherical summability of Fourier series is more restricted than the one for integrals.
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Finally, in Theorem 8 we proved that on a compact manifold of dimension d
Riesz summability holds provided that v > d — @ — 1. Despite the fact that this
index is greater than the previous ones for R? and T?, the result is sharp. The
following example for spherical harmonic expansions is similar to the previous one
for Fourier series. Let S? = {2% + 23 + 3 = 1} be the two-dimensional sphere in
R3, with euclidean surface measure dz. The restriction to the sphere of the Laplace
operator in space has eigenvalues {n(n+ 1)}, 0 < n < 400, and an orthonormal
complete system of eigenfunctions {¢n ;(z)}, 0 < n < 400, 1 < j < 2n + 1,
restriction to the sphere of harmonic homogeneous polynomials of degree n. If

1 dTL
Po(z) = 2nn) dzm

(z2 — 1)" is the nth Legendre polynomial, then

2n+1
2n+1
g n n P,(x-vy).
Vn,j (@) n,j(y) = A (z-y)

Hence the spherical harmonics expansion of a distribution on the sphere is
400 2n+1

=3 | [ et s

n=0 j=1
*Z%H/ (2 y)p(y)dy.

By Theorem 8, if ¢ (y) and A~'/2p (y) are integrable functions, then the last
series converges pointwise. In particular, the spherical harmonics expansion of the
unit mass concentrated at z is

5(y—x)=22n+1/ P.(y- z)é(z—x)dz—ZMPn(x-y).

4
n=0 n=0

W) = A V) =3 —2L_p oy
¢ (y y—x ey T-y).

Since P,(1) = 1 and P,(—1) = (—1)", the terms of the series at +z do not
converge to zero. More precisely, at the point x the series diverges to infinity
and this is natural, since ¢ (y) a singularity of type |y — 1:|71. At the point —uz,
where the function is smooth, the series oscillates. This phenomenon is due to the
singularities of the function expanded that propagate from one point focus at the
antipodal point.

In conclusion, the critical indexes for Riesz summability on euclidean spaces, on
tori and spheres are all different.

The final remark is that, although up to here we were mainly concerned about
functions with integrable derivatives, it is also possible and it is somehow more natu-
ral to measure smoothness using square norms. In particular, in [I8], combining the
Rademacher-Menchoff criterion on almost everywhere convergence of orthogonal se-
ries together with the Weyl estimates on distribution of eigenvalues, it is shown that
the eigenfunction expansions of functions in Sobolev classes (1 + A)fa/ 2 L2 (M, dx)
with o > 0 converge almost everywhere. Following [2] and [22], it is also possible to
estimate the capacity of the divergence sets. The following theorem and its proof
are essentially a mix of ideas in [I8] and [17].
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Theorem 15. Let us introduce the Bessel potentials,

(14+8)7 () =3~ (1+ (270)?)
A

—a/2

(1, Vx)a(2).
Moreover, let us define the a capacity of a set X in M,

Co(X) = inf {/M \w(z) 2 dz, with (1+A)"? p(z) > 1 in X} .

Then, if a > 0,
. A})

Cy <{x e M, sup
t>0

< A2 Z:log2 (24 (270)?) (1 + (270)%)” (RN
)

> (o a)a(x)

A<t

In particular, if log (2 + A) (1 + A)Q/Q o(x) is square integrable, then the o ca-
pacity of the set where its expansion in eigenfunctions diverges is zero,

Ca ({ €M, Tm 3" (p,0)a(e) # ¢<x>}> ~o.
ALt

Proof of Theorem 15. Let p(z) = (1+ A)_O’/2 w(x). By synthesizing the poten-
tials via fundamental solutions to the heat equation, one can see that the kernels
associated to the operators (1 + A)_O‘/Z with o > 0 are positive. This implies that

) ().

Moreover, it follows from the Rademacher-Menchoff theorem, [27], 13.10, to-
gether with the Weyl estimates on distribution of eigenvalues, [14], 17.5, that

/ (sup
M\ t>0

Hence, if o(x) = (1 + A)fq/2 p(x), then
Cy ({x € M, sup
>0
< Cq ({x eM, (1+A)" (sup D (A n > (z) > A})
> (s ha)oa(x)

>0 |32y
2
S)\—Q/ (sup ) dx
M0 |35

<ed 2 log? (24 (270)?) (1+ (270)2) (e, )]
A

sup > (14 4) 72 1,40 )oa ()

>0 I\t

ZWW,\W,\

<(1+ A)ﬂ)‘/2 <sup
A<t

t>0

> (pa)¥a(x)

ALt

) dx < chog2 (24 (2mA)?) e, ha) |

)

> (o, ha)a(z)

A<t
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Finally, the pointwise convergence of the eigenfunction expansion follows from
the boundedness of the maximal partial sums by a standard argument. (Il

Observe that the above result holds for every eigenfunction expansion and it is
independent from the underlying manifold.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Alimov, On the eigenfunction expansion of a piecewise smooth function, Journal Fourier
Analysis Applications 9 (2003), 67-76. MR 1953073 |(2003m:42027)

[2] A. Beurling, Sur les ensembles exceptionnels, Acta Mathematica 72, 1940, 1-13.
MRO0001370|/(1:226a)

[3] S. Bochner, Summation of multiple Fourier series by spherical means, Transactions Amer-
ican Mathematical Society 40 (1936), 175-207. MR1501870

[4] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, Localization and convergence of eigenfunction expansions, Jour-
nal Fourier Analysis Applications 5 (1999), 431-447. MR1755098 /(2001g:42054)

[5] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, Decay of Fourier transforms and summability of eigenfunc-
tion expansions, Annali Scuola Normale Superiore Pisa 29 (2000), 611-638. MR1817712
(2002e:35178)

[6] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, A. Iosevich, G. Travaglini, The rate of convergence of
Fourier expansions in the plane: A geometric viewpoint, Mathematische Zeitschrift 242
(2002), 709-724. MR1981194 (2004a:42009)

[7] A. Carbery, F. Soria, Almost-everywhere convergence of Fourier integrals for functions
in Sobolev spaces, and an L(2)-localisation principle, Revista Matemadtica Iberoamericana 4
(1988), 319-337. MR1028744//(91d:42015)

[8] L. Colzani, M. Vignati, The Gibbs phenomenon for multiple Fourier integrals, Journal
Approximation Theory 80 (1995), 119-131. MR1308597|/(95k:42021)

[9] L. DeMichele, D. Roux, Approzimate units and Gibbs phenomenon, Bollettino Unione
Matematica Italiana (A) 7 (1997), 739-746. MR1489045//(99c:42011)

[10] L. DeMichele, D. Roux, The Gibbs phenomenon for Llloc kernels, Journal Approximation
Theory 100 (1999), 144-156. MR1710557//(2000m:42012)

[11] A. Gray, M.A. Pinsky, Gibbs’ phenomenon for Fourier-Bessel series, Expositiones Math-
ematicae 11 (1993), 123-135. MR1214664/(94g:42043)

[12] H. Federer, On spherical summation of the Fourier transform of a distribution whose par-
tial derivatives are representable by integration, Annals Mathematics 91 (1970), 136-143.
MR0410251}/(53:14001)

[13] E. Hlawka, Uber Integrale auf convezen Kérpen, I, 1I, Monatshefte Mathematik 54 (1950),
1-36, 81-99.

[14] L. Hormander, The analysis of linear partial differential operators, I, 11, III, IV, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1983-1985. MR0705278|/(85g:35002b)

[15] V.A. Il’in, Theorem on the possibility of expansion of a piecewise smooth function according
to eigenfunctions of an arbitrary two-dimensional region, Doklady Akademii Nauk SSSR
(N.S.) 109 (1956), 442-445. MR0087020|/(19:288a)

[16] J.P. Kahane, Le phénoméne de Pinsky et la géométrie des surfaces, Comptes Rendus
Académie Sciences Paris (I) 321 (1995), 1027-1029. MR1360566 (96m:42018)

[17] E. Montini, On the capacity of sets of divergence associated with the spherical par-
tial integral operator, Transactions American Mathematical Society 355 (2003), 1415-1441.
MR1946398|/(2003h:42020)

[18] C. Meaney, On almost-everywhere convergent eigenfunction erpansions of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator, Mathematical Proceedings Cambridge Philosophical Society 92 (1982),
129-131. MR0662968)|(83k:58093)

[19] M.A. Pinsky, Pointwise Fourier inversion and related eigenfunction expansions, Commu-
nications Pure Applied Mathematics 47 (1994), 653-681. MR 1278348 (95e:35145)

[20] ML.A. Pinsky, Fourier inversion in the piecewise smooth category, in Fourier Analysis,
analytic and geometric aspects, eds. W.O. Bray, P.S. Milojevi¢, C.V. Stanojevi¢, Marcel
Dekker (1994). MR1277831/(95h:42014)

[21] M. A. Pinsky, M.E. Taylor, Pointwise Fourier inversion: a wave equation approach, Jour-
nal Fourier Analysis Applications 3 (1997), 647-703. MR1481629 (99d:42019)

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see http://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1953073
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1953073
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0001370
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0001370
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1501870
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1755098
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1755098
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1817712
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1817712
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1981194
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1981194
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1028744
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1028744
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1308597
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1308597
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1489045
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1489045
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1710557
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1710557
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1214664
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1214664
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0410251
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0410251
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0705278
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0705278
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0087020
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0087020
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1360566
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1360566
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1946398
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1946398
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0662968
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0662968
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1278348
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1278348
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1277831
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1277831
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1481629
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1481629

FUNCTIONS WITH BOUNDED VARIATION 5521

[22] R. Salem, A. Zygmund, Capacity of sets and Fourier series, Transactions American Math-
ematical Society 59 (1946), 23-41. MR0015537||(7:434h)

[23] ML.E. Taylor, Pointwise Fourier inversion on tori and other compact manifolds, Journal
Fourier Analysis Applications 5 (1999), 449-463. MR 1755099 (2001i:42018)

[24] M.E. Taylor, The Dirichlet-Jordan test and multidimensional extensions, Proceedings
American Mathematical Society 129 (2001), 1031-1035. MR1709767 (2001g:42020)

[25] ML.E. Taylor, The Gibbs phenomenon, the Pinsky phenomenon, and variants for eigen-
function expansions, Communications Partial Differential Equations 27 (2002), 565-605.
MR1900555|/(2003d:58047)

[26] G.V. Welland, Riesz-Bochner summability of Fourier integrals and Fourier series, Studia
Mathematica 44 (1972), 229-238. MR0313714 |(47:2268)

[27] A. Zygmund, Trigonometric series I, II, Cambridge University Press, 1977. MR0617944
(58:29731)

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA, UNIVERSITA DI MILANO-BIcocca, Epiricio U5, via R.Cozzi

53, 20125 MILANO, ITALIA
E-mail address: leonardo@matapp.unimib.it

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see http://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0015537
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0015537
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1755099
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1755099
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1709767
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1709767
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1900555
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1900555
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0313714
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0313714
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0617944
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0617944

	Fourier integrals on Euclidean spaces
	Eigenfunction expansions on manifolds
	Examples, counterexamples, concluding remarks
	References

