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OPTIMAL ERROR ESTIMATES FOR LEGENDRE EXPANSIONS OF
SINGULAR FUNCTIONS WITH FRACTIONAL DERIVATIVES OF BOUNDED
VARIATION

WENJIE LIUt, LI-LIAN WANG! AND BOYING WU'

ABSTRACT. We present a new fractional Taylor formula for singular functions whose Caputo
fractional derivatives are of bounded variation. It bridges and “interpolates” the usual Taylor
formulas with two consecutive integer orders. This enables us to obtain an analogous formula
for the Legendre expansion coefficient of this type of singular functions, and further derive the
optimal (weighted) L°°-estimates and L2-estimates of the Legendre polynomial approximations.
This set of results can enrich the existing theory for p and hp methods for singular problems, and
answer some open questions posed in some recent literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of Legendre approximation to singular functions is a subject of fundamental importance
in the theory and applications of hp finite element methods. We refer to the seminal series of papers
by Gui and Babuska [19, 20, 21] and many other developments in e.g., [37, [7, [§]. In particular,
the very recent work of Babuska and Hakula [I0] provided a review of known/unknown results and
posed a few open questions on the pointwise error estimates of Legendre expansion of a typical
singular function discussed in [19]:

u(w) = (-0 =1 b<wsb oy st (1.1)

(x—0), 0<x<l,
One significant development along this line is the hp approximation theory in the framework of
Jacobi-weighted Besov spaces [7), [8, @, 22]. Such Besov spaces are defined through space interpo-
lation of Jacobi-weighted Sobolev spaces with integer regularity indices using the K-method. It is
important to point out that the non-uniformly Jacobi-weighted Sobolev spaces has been employed

in spectral approximation theory [I8), 37, 25], 24] 38].

1.1. Related works. Different from the Sobolev-Besov framework, Trefethen [40)}, 41] characterised
the regularity of singular functions by using the space of absolute continuity and bounded variation
(AC-BV), in the study of Chebyshev expansions of such functions. One motivative example therein
is u(z) = |z| in © = (—1,1) which has the regularity: u,u’ € AC(Q) and v’ € BV({2) (where the
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integration of the norm is in the Riemann-Stieltjes (RS) sense). As a result, the maximum error of
its Chebyshev expansion can attain optimal order (but can only be suboptimal in a usual Sobolev
framework). There have been many follow-up works on the improved error estimates of Chebyshev
approximation or more general Jacobi polynomial approximation under this AC-BV framework (see,
e.g., [33, 43, [42] [46]). However, the regularity index and the involved derivatives are of integer order,
so it is not suitable to best characterise the regularity of many singular functions, e.g., and
u(x) = |z|* with non-integer p. In other words, if one naively applies the estimates, then the loss of
order might occur. Nevertheless, the solutions of many singular problems (in irregular domains or
with singular coefficients/operators among others) typically exhibit this kind of singularities.

To fill this gap, we introduced for the first time in [32] certain fractional Sobolev-type spaces
and derived optimal Chebyshev polynomial approximation to functions with interior and endpoint
singularities within this new framework. This study also inspired the discovery of generalised Gegen-
bauer functions of fractional degree, as an analysis tool and a class of special functions with rich
properties [31].

1.2. Our contributions. Undoubtedly, the Taylor formula plays a foundational role in numerical
analysis and algorithm development. We present a new fractional Taylor formula for AC-BV func-
tions with fractional regularity index (see Theorem that “interpolates” and seamlessly bridges
the Taylor formulas of two consecutive integer orders. From this tool, we can derive an analogous
formula for the Legendre expansion coeflicient of the same class of functions, which turns out the
cornerstone of all the analysis. Then we obtain a set of optimal Legendre approximation results in
L*>- and L?-norms for functions with both interior and endpoint singularities. We highlight that
the use of function space involving fractional integrals/derivatives to characterise regularity follows
that in [32], but we further refine this framework by introducing the Caputo derivative. When the
fractional regularity index takes integer value, it reduces to the AC-BV space in Trefethen [40, [41]
(with adaption to the Legendre approximation). We point out that the argument for the Legendre
approximation herein is different from that for the Chebyshev approximation in [32]. It is also
noteworthy that Babuska and Hakula [10] discussed the point-wise error estimates of the Legendre
expansion for the specific function (which is also the subject of [19]) including known and un-
known results. In fact, it appears necessary to study the point-wise error in the Legendre or other
Jacobi cases. For example, the estimating the L>°-error like the Chebyshev expansion can only lead
to suboptimal results for functions with the interior singularity, e.g., u(xz) = |z|, as a loss of half or-
der occurs. It was observed numerically, but how to obtain optimal estimate appears open (see, e.g.,
[42]). Here, we shall provide an answer to this, and also to some conjectures in [10]. We remark that
we aim at deriving sharp and optimal estimates valid for all polynomial orders. According to [10],
in most applications the polynomial orders are relatively small compared to those in the asymptotic
range, while the existing theory does not address the behaviour of the pre-asymptotic error. As a
result, our arguments and results are different from those in [46], where some asymptotic formulas
were employed to derive Jacobi approximation of specific singular functions for large polynomial
orders. As a final remark, this paper will be largely devoted to the L>°- and L?-estimates of the
finite Legendre expansions, which lay the groundwork for establishing the approximation theory of
other orthogonal projections, interpolations and quadrature for singular functions. Indeed, these
results can enrich the theoretical foundation of p and hp methods (cf. [I8), 37, 111 [16] 26], B8]). In a
nutshell, the present study together with [31] [32] is far from being the last word on this subject.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In section we derive the fractional Taylor
formula for the AC-BV functions and present some preliminaries to pave the way for all forthcoming
discussions. In section [3] we obtain the main results on Legendre approximation of functions with
interior singularities and extend the tools to study the endpoint singularities in section
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2. FRACTIONAL INTEGRAL/DERIVATIVE FORMULAS OF GGF-Fs

In this section, we make necessary preparations for the forthcoming discussions. More precisely,
we first introduce several spaces of functions that will be used to characterise the regularity of the
class of functions of interest. We then recall the definition of the Riemann-Liouville (RL) fractional
integrals, and present a useful RL fractional integration parts formula. Finally, we collect some
relevant properties of generalised Gegenbauer functions of fractional degree (GGF-Fs), which were
first introduced and studied in [32] [3T].

2.1. Spaces of functions. Let Q = (a,b) C R be a finite open interval. For real p € [1, 0], let
L?(Q) (resp. W™P(Q) with m € N, the set of all positive integers) be the usual p-Lebesgue space
(resp. Sobolev space), equipped with the norm || - || z»(q) (vesp. || - [[wm.»(q)), as in Adams [T].

Let C(£2) be the classical space of continuous functions, and AC(2) the space of absolutely contin-
uous functions on Q. It is known that every absolutely continuous function is uniformly continuous
(but the converse is not true), and hence continuous (cf. [35, p. 483]). It is known that a real
function f(x) € AC(Q) if and only if f(z) € L1 (), f(z) has a derivative f'(z) almost everywhere
on [a,b] such that f'(x) € L*(Q), and f(z) has the integral representation:

fl@) = f(a) + /z f(t)dt, Vzela,bl, (2.1)

(cf. [36, Chap. 1] and [30, p. 285]).

Let BV(2) be the space of functions of bounded variation on [a,b]. We say that a real function

f(x) € BV(Q), if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

k—1
V(B f) =) |f (i) = fla)| < C
i=0
for every finite partition P = {xg,x1, - ,x} (satisfying x; < x;41 for all0 < i <k —1) of [a,b].

Then the total variation of f on [a,b] is defined as Vg[f] := sup{V(P; f)}, where the supreme is
taken over all the partitions of  (cf. [13} p. 207] or [30, Chap. X]). An important characterisation of
a BV-function is the Jordan decomposition (cf. [35] Thm. 11.19]): a function is of bounded variation
if and only if it can be expressed as the difference of two increasing functions on [a,b]. As a result,

every function in BV(Q2) has at most a countable number of discontinuities, which are either jump
or removable discontinuities, so it is differentiable almost everywhere. Indeed, according to [6] p.

223, if f € AC(R2), then
Valfl = Q\f/(l“)\dl‘-

In fact, we have BV(Q) C AC(Q) = WH1(Q) in the sense that every f(z) € AC(2) has an almost
everywhere classical derivative f' € L'(Q) (cf. ([2.1))) and f/(z) is the weak derivative of f(z).
Conversely, even f € W11(Q), modulo a modification on a set of measure zero, is an absolutely
continuous function (cf. [I3], p. 206] and [15, p. 84; p. 96]).

For BV-functions, we can define the Riemann-Stieltjes (RS) integral (cf. [30, Chap.X]). A function
f(x) is said to be RS(g)-integrable, if [, fdg < oo for g € BV(€2). From [30, Prop. 1.3], we have
that if f is RS(g)-integrable, then

| [ 10)ag()| < 1l Vals), [ lagta)l = Valo (22)

where || f||oo is the L®-norm of f on |[a,b].
In the analysis, we shall also use the splitting rule of a RS integral, which is different from the
usual integral.
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Lemma 2.1 (see Carter and Brunt [I7, Thm 6.1.1 & Thm 6.1.6]). If the interval Q is a union of
a finite number of pairwise disjoint intervals Q@ = QU Qo U -+ U Q,,, then

/Qfdg=§;/9jfdg

in the sense that if one side exists, then so does the other, and the two are equal. Moreover, for any
function f defined at 0, then

/ fdg = F(0)(g(0+) — g(0-)).
[0,0]

2.2. Formula of fractional integration by parts. Recall the formula of integration by parts
involving the Riemann-Stieltjes integrals (cf. [28, (1.20)]): if f,g € BV(Q), we have

b b= b
/ fa)dg(z) = {f(2)g(2)}], */ g(x)df(z), (2.3)

where we denote

f@)]oe = tim f(2) ~ lim f(2) = f(b-) = flat).

z—at

In particular, if f,g € AC(Q), we have

b

/ F2)g(z) da + / f@ = {f@)g@)}.

In what follows, we shall derive a formula of fractional integration parts from in a weaker sense
than the existing counterparts (cf. [36, [12]). For this purpose, we recap on the definition of the
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral (cf. [36, p. 33, p. 44]): for any f € L*(), the left-sided and
right-sided Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of real order p > 0 are defined by

T b
1D =505 | Gt U@ =55 [ A )

for x € Q, where I'(+) is the usual Gamma function. For pn € (k—1,k] with k € N, the left-sided and
right-side Caputo fractional derivatives of order u are respectively defined by

(D f) (@) = L2 D) (@); (DI f)(@) = (DML D) (). (2.5)

The following formula of fractional integration by parts plays an important role in the analysis,
which can be derived from (2.3) (see Appendix [B].

Lemma 2.2. Let p > 0, f(z) € L' () and g(x) € AC(Q).
(i) IfI{_f(x) € BV(Q), then

b
/ f= z)dz = {g() }|a+*/ g(x) {1y f(z)}. (2.6)

(ii) If I, f(z) € BV(Q), then

[ 1@ g @) de = (g 12, f@)2 ~ [ ow)af1z, £}, .7)

Remark 2.1. If p = 0, then they reduce (2.3)). It is known that the fractional integral can improve
the regularity. Indeed, for 0 < p <1 and u € L*(Q), we have I§ u,I{ uw € LP() withp € [1,p™})
(ct. [12], Prop. 2.1]). O
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Compared with those in [36, 2], a weaker condition is imposed on f(z) in (2.6)-(2.7), which
turns out essential in dealing with the singular functions. Moreover, for such functions, the limit

values lim,_,,+ I5, f(x) in (2.6), and lim,_,,— I} f(z) in (2.7) might be nonzero, in contrast to a
usual integral with p = 1. For example, for p € (0,1), we have

150 (e =) = 17 (b — 2 = T(p),
which follow from the explicit formulas (cf. [36]): for real n > —1 and p > 0,
r 1 r 1
7 (o —ap— LOED (7+1)
Fn+p+1) Fn+p+1)

In fact, we have the following more general formula, which finds useful in exemplifying some
estimates to be presented later. We sketch the derivation in Appendix [C]

(x—a)™"; I (b—2)"= (b—x)"tP. (2.8)

Proposition 2.1. Let f(z) = (x — a)Vg(z) with real v > —1, where g(x) is bounded and Riemann
integrable on [a,a + &) for some & > 0. Then for real p > 0, we have

0, if p>—9,
Tim (12, f)(@) = { g(@D(y+1), i p=-7, (2.9
0, if p<—n.

Let f(z) = (b—x)7g(x), v > —1, and g(x) be bounded and Riemann integrable on (b — 0,b]. Then
the same result holds for the limit hril (IF_ f)(x) but with g(b) in place of g(a).
x—b—

2.3. Fractional Taylor formula. Needless to say, the Taylor formula plays a fundamental role in
many branches of mathematics. For comparison purpose, we recall this well-known formula: Let
k > 1 be an integer and let f(x) be a real function that is k times differentiable at the point x = 6.
Further, let f*) () be absolutely continuous on the closed interval between 6 and x. Then we have

Z f / RO t)* dt. (2.10)

Note that since f*)(z) is an AC—functlon, f*HD (2) exists as an L'-function.
As a second building block for the analysis, we derive a fractional Taylor formula from Lemma

£ and (E10)

Theorem 2.1 (Fractional Taylor formula). Let u € (k—1,k] with k € N, and let f(x) be a real
function that is (k — 1)times differentiable at the point x = 6.

(i) If =Y € AC([0,z]) and D} [ € BV([0,2]), then we have the left-sided fractional Taylor
formula

f(]) oV Dy L f(O0+) u 1 ¥ " "
Z ] —0) + W(x —0)" + m/g (x—1t) d{CD9+f(t)}~ (2.11)

(ii) If f(k_l) € AC([z,0]) and “Dly_f € BV ([z,0]), then we have the right-sided fractional Taylor
formula

9wy, D) 1 e
)7; I +F?u7+1)(0*5”) w/m (t—2)"d{“Dy_f(t)}. (2.12)

Proof. By (2.10) (with &k — k — 1), we have

o) , @
fla)y=>" / j'(e) (x—0) + ﬁ/e (@ — )51 FP (1) dt. (2.13)
= ! !



6 W. LIU, L. WANG & B. WU
From (2.8, we find readily that for z > ¢,

1 (k—=1)! 4, rd "
(x_t)k :_mli_ {&(x—t) }

Thus, we can rewrite (2.13]) as

k—1 :
SO0 gy L e,

Substituting a, b, p, f and g in (2.7)) of Lemmaby 0, z, k—p, f#)(t) and (x — ), respectively,
we obtain that for x > 0,

|G- 0@ a = -1 ene -0 - M@ -0t a9 o) -

— D 01 -0 - [ "~ F A(ODE, F(1)),

where in the last step, we used the definition (2.5). Thus, we obtain (2.11]) from (2.14)-(2.15))

immediately.
The right-sided formula (2.12)) can be obtained in a very similar fashion. ]

Remark 2.2. When p = k, the fractional Taylor formulas (2.11) and (2.12)) lead to (2.10). The

fractional formula can be viewed as the “interpolation” of the integer-order Taylor formulas with
the reqularity indexes k — 1 and k. Apparently, the integer-order Taylor formula is exact for
all f € P = span{(x — 0)7 : 0 < j < k}. In the fractional case, the exactness of is for all
f € Pr_1U{(z — 0)*} (i.e., the remainder vanishes). We can verify this readily from (2.5) and the
fundamental formula: CD& (x—0)"} =T'(u+ 1). Note that the right-sided formula [2.12) is ezact
for all f € Pr_1 U{(0 —x)"}. O

We remark that there are several versions of fractional Taylor formulas for functions with different
regularities. For example, Anastassiou [3], (21)] stated the right-sided fractional Taylor formula: for
real 1 > 1, let k = [u] be its integer part, and assume that f, f/,..., f*~1 € AC([z,6]). Then

k=1 (s
NSO L e
fl@)=> 7 (x —0) +F(u)/m (t —x) DYy f(t)dt.

Kolwankar and Gangal [29] presented some local fractional Taylor expansion with a different frac-
tional derivative in the remainder.

Jj=0

3. LEGENDRE EXPANSIONS OF FUNCTIONS WITH INTERIOR SINGULARITIES

It is known that much of the error analysis for orthogonal polynomial approximation and associ-
ated interpolation and quadrature relies on the decay rate of the expansion coefficient (cf. [45] [33]).
Remarkably, we find that the spirit in deriving the fractional Taylor formula in Theorem can be
extended to obtain an analogous formula for the Legendre expansion coefficient

n 1
al = 2 “/ u(z) Py (z) dr, (3.1)

2 ~1

where P, (z) is the Legendre polynomial of degree n. This formula lays the groundwork for all the
forthcoming analysis. In fact, the argument is also different from that for the Chebyshev expansion
coefficient in [40] 411 [33] [32].
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3.1. Fractional formula for the Legendre expansion coefficient. In what follows, we assume
that u has a limited regularity with an interior singularity at 0 € (—1,1), e.g., u(z) = |z — 0]* with
a > —1. Note that the results can be extended to multiple interior singularities straightforwardly.

Theorem 3.1. Let i € (k —1,k] with k € N and let 0 € (—=1,1). If u,o/,...,u*=V € AC([-1,1]),
‘Dl u € BV([0,1]) and “Dj_u € BV([—1,6)), then we have the following representation of the
Legendre expansion coefficient for eachn > p+ 1,

L 2n+1 !
ik = @ PO w04 + [ (1 P @) A{Df ula))
c, (3.2)
+(ITLR)OCDE_w)(0-) ~ [ (TP @) D @)} .
where the fractional integrals of P,(x) can be evaluated explicitly by
(1) () = LD P T )
1= T(p+2) pit=r=D()’ 53
(1P () = LED R ()
I(p+2) plrtt=r=bq)

Here P£”+1’7”71)(x) and Pﬁf”*l’uﬂ)(m‘) are the generalised Jacobi polynomials defined by the hy-
pergeometric functions as in Szego [39, p. 64].

Proof. Given the regularity of u, we obtain from the fractional Taylor formulas in Theorem that
for x € (0,1),

s IE) CDEL u(f v
u(r) = ﬂ(e) (x —0) + M(w —0)"+ ﬁ/ (z —t)*d{°Df u(t)}, (3.4)
5=0
and for x € (—1,6),
k=1,,6) - Db (60— o
u(zr) = Z ]'(6) (x —0) + F(,u—i—(l))(a — )t — F(ul-l-l)/i (t —x)# d{CDg_u(t)}. (3.5)

1 k=l G) 1 ,
20, _ / u(z)Py(x)de = Z (6) / (x — 0) Py (z)dx

2n+1 1 — 4! .
Dy u04) 1 g R Y L2 e (3.6)
e J, @O Potet s () o 0D o)) Pute)

DY w(@-) r? 1 0 0
0— 1w 15C
_,_7/ Q—x“andx—i/ / t—x)*d{*DY_u(t)}) P, () dz.
From the orthogonality of the Legendre polynomials, we obtain that for n > pu+1 > k,

/1 (x —0)P,(x)dz =0, 0<j<k—1. (3.7)
-1

We find readily that for a fixed 0§ € (—1,1),

/01 (/: (x_t)ﬂd{CDg+u(t)}) Pn(;v)dx:/al(/tl (m_t)MPn(w)dw)d{CD5+u(t)}, (3.8)
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and

/el </:(t - x)ud{CDg_u(t)}) P,(z)dx = /91 (/tl (t— 2) Po(x) dz) ACDE u(t)).  (3.9)

In view of the definition of the fractional integral in and . .7 we can rewrite as

2125 n+1 Crym “'H c
N (1 P)(0) (DY) (64) + /9 (11 ) () A{°DY, u(t)}

, (3.10)
+ (I P (0)(CDE ) (6-) — / (PO AD; (),

which yields (3.2]). The two fractional integral identities of P, (x) in (3.3) can be obtained from the
formulas of the Jacobi polynomials (cf. Szego [39] p. 96]), due to the Bateman’s fractional integral
formula (cf. [4]). This ends the proof. O

We see from the above proof that the identity is rooted in the fractional Taylor formula in
Theorem Also note that when u = k, the formula takes a much simpler form. Firstly, the
AC-BV regularity reduces to the setting considered by Trefethen [40] [41], Xiang and Bornemann
[45] among others (where one motivative example for the framework therein is to best characterise
the regularity of u(z) = |z|). Secondly, from Szeg6 [39, Chap.4], we find that for > —2,n > 0,

e F'n+p+2)
platl—p=1)qy A" THRT 4 A1
! )= S, (3.11)
and forn >k +1,
1 (n—k—l)(n—i—k—i—l) xr — 1\ Fk+1 k+1,k
Pyt (@) = (n))? (F5-) BEAYE) (3.12)

Thus, we can rewrite the second formula in (3.3]) with ¢ = k in terms of the usual Jacobi polynomial
as follows (1) ( )
. -1 n—k—1) k+1,k+1
(I P)() = g (1 =2 P (@), (3.13)
Following the same lines as above and using the parity of Jacobi polynomials, we can reformulate
the first formula in (3.3) with 4 = k as

(P ) = o B D g2 PO ) = () (LR ). (314)

In view of this relation, we find from (2.5) with p = & that (3.2)) reduces to

iy = Zn; Hu® 00 P)(0) + / (P @) A (@)

_ U(k)(ﬁ—)(lfflp /9 Ik+1P )(z) d{u(k) (x)}} (3.15)

1

L[ oo

By virtue of the splitting rule in Lemma[2.1] we can summarise the formula of the Legendre expansion
coefficient with u = k as follows.

Corollary 3.1. Ifu,u/,...,u*=Y € AC([~1,1]) and u® € BV([~1,1]) with k € N, then we have
foralln >k +1,

2 1
ﬁﬁ n+

| 11(Iffan)(a:) afu® (2)}, (3.16)

where (IFT1P,)(x) can be explicitly evaluated by (3.14).
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It is seen from Theorem m that the decay rate of 4L for u(x) with a fixed regularity index p is
determined by the fractional integrals of P,(x). Indeed, we have the following bound.

Lemma 3.1. For u > —1/2 and n > p+ 1, we have

) 1 L((n—p)/2)

Proof. According to Szegd [39, p. 62], the generalised Jacobi polynomials with real parameters «, 8
are defined by the hypergeometric functions as

max {| (11 P) ()

(3.17)

)

P () = (‘3‘:7,1)”2}71 (— nn+a+B+1latl; “T””) ze(-1,1), (3.18)
or alternatively, .
P@B) () = (1) BEDn Z'D" i) (— non+a+B+1;8+1; HTx) ze(~1,1). (3.19)
Recall the Euler transform idéntity (cf. [, p. 95]): for a,b,c € R and —c & Ny,
oFi(a,b;c;2) = (1 —2) % %P (c—a,c—b;c;2), |z <1 (3.20)

Taking a = —n,b=n+a+f+1l,c=a+1and z=(1—2)/2 in (3.20), we obtain

1- 1 -8 1—
gFl(—n,n+oz+,3—|—l;a+1; I):( +I) 2F1<n—|—a—|—1,—n—ﬁ;oz—|—l; x)

2 2 2
21
142\ A 1—=z (3.21)
:< 5 ) 2F1<—n—ﬁ,n+a+1;a+1;T>.
From (3.3)), (3.18), (3.21) and 3 Fi(a,b;c;0) =1, we get
1— p+1 Pr(LP«‘Fl:*IJ«*l) 1— p+1 1—
(1 P)) = LY @ _ O b (= nont Lt 2 25)
I(p+2) P£M+177M71)(1) I(p+2) 2 (3.22)
(1 — g?)rtt 1—2z -
- ) F (f 1, % 1+ 2; 7)
2M+1F(M+2)2 1 TL+,Uz+ ’/l+,UJ+ ,Ua‘i’ D)
Similarly, we can show that
et _ (=D)rA —a?)eHt : 1+
(I71+Pn)(.’£)f 2N+IF(M+2) 2F1<*TL+[L+1,7”L+/J,+2,‘LL+2, 9 ) (323)
From Liu et al. [32 Definition 2.1 & (4.30)], we find that for A > 1 and v > 0,
1 1 1+x r(A+1/2) T((v+1)/2)
1- 2?5 (- 22+ 55— )|} < . (324
ﬁl\?i{( IRy #2054 55 Y Y (F S RSV
Thus, taking v - n —p—1and A — g+ 3/2 in (3.24)), leads to
1tz L(p+2) D((n—p)/2)
1— 2““‘ F(— 1, 9% 1+ 2: )‘}< . (3.25
fﬁ?i{( VTRt Lt 2042 S/ Tntn+az &%

Finally the bound (3.17)) follows from (3.22)), (3.23)) and (3.25]). O

3.2. L>°-estimates of Legendre orthogonal projections. With the above preparations, we are
now ready to analyse the L>-error estimate of the L?-orthogonal projection:

%) N
u() =Y L Pu(x),  (wyu)(@) =Y @l Pu(x). (3.26)
n=0 n=0

Below, we present the approximation results on the L*°-estimate and the weighted L°°-estimate.
We shall illustrate that the former is suboptimal for functions with interior singularity, but optimal
for the endpoint singularity, while the latter is optimal in both cases. Such convergence behaviours
were numerically observed in [42] [44], but lack of theoretical justifications.
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Theorem 3.2. Let u, v/, ..., u*1) € AC([—1,1]) with k € N.
(i) For p € (k—1,k) and 0 € (=1,1), if “Dy u € BV([0,1]) and “Dj_u € BV([—1,0]), then
for all N > > 1/2,

1 DN —p+1)/2) )
Nllivw = 3G N rw) 320

and for all N > p,

(O

1 I DN —p+1)/2)

1—2?)1 U, 3.28

||( X ) ('LL 7TNU ||L°°(Q) 2”_1/,[,7TF((N+/1/+1)/2) 0 ( )

where we denoted

Uy = V1,0 (Dl + Vio ) [“Djyy u] + [°Df_u(6=) | + |°Df, u(6+)]. (3.29)

(i) If u™ € BV(Q) with Q = (—1,1), then the estimates (3.27)-([3.28) with u = k hold, but the
total variation Vg[u™] is in place of Ué#).

Proof. Using the identity in Theorem [3.1] and the bound in Lemma we obtain from (2.2) that

. 2n +1
jak) = = masc {| (147 2) @), [(24FL Pa) ()} Uy

Cn+ D00 =w/2) 0 (3:30)

T 2Ryrl((n+ p+3)/2)

We first prove the error bound ([3.27)). For simplicity, we denote
I((n—p)/2) [((n—p)/2)

St = ,  TH= . 3.31

NCEERVE) T(n i~ 1)/2) (330
Using the identity 2I'(z) = I'(z + 1), we find readily that

ntp—1 T((n-p)/2)  n-p T(n-pw/2)
2 Tn+n+1/2) 2 Nn+p+1)/2)

R R

As |P,(z)| < 1, we derive from (3.30) that

T 7;+2 =

(3.32)

vl @ < S k< U0 S~ @naDT(n—w)/2)
okl X0 101 5m s X araenm
U9 & T((n-p)/2) Uy

= 2uy/r A T((n+p+1)/2) T m(u—1/2)7 ZN:H {7 = ot (3.33)

vy P
=200 (- 1/2)ﬁ{7N+1 + T o}

Since p > 1/2, we obtain from (A.3]) immediately that

TN+2 = RO 1/2( + (N —p)/2) < R 1/2( + (N —p—-1)/2) = N+1 (3.34)
Therefore, we have from the above that
27441 U Uy T((N — p+1)/2)

u—mku) < =
(e=mk @) < G e~ T i A TN £ 2)
This leads to the error bound (3.27)).
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We now turn to the proof of (3.28)). Recall the Bernstein inequality (cf. [5]):

_1
‘rillzg{ (1—2? i|Pn(:r)|}<\/§(n—i—;) . on>o. (3.35)
Thus we infer from and - ) that
oo
en(x) = |<1—x2>%<u—m%u><x>! < 2 mac{(-a) P @)} lay]
n=N+1 (3.36)

/n /2)
_2“7T Z 2t 4I‘n+u+3/2)

Considering (A.4) with z = z,, = (n—|—,u +1)/2and ¢ =1/4 — (u+1)/2(< 1/4), we find from its
monotonicity that Re(zn) > Re(00) = 1 (cf. (AB)). This immediately implies

Vn/2+1/4 < 1 ’ (3.37)
F((7“Hru+3)/2) I'((n+p)/2+1)
so we can bound the summation in by

n 1)/2)
Z Vati n+u+3/2+1 Z I(( n+u/2+1) (3.38)

n=N+1 =N+1

Similarly, denoting

q_ D(n=p/2) =, _T(n—p)/2
5= I((n+p)/24+1) T I((n+p)/2)’ (3.39)
we find readily that

_ntp T((n—p)/2) n—p T(n-p)/2) 3
T —T" - =uSk. 3.40
"2 T T D((n+ p)/2 + 1) 2 T((n+mj2+1) 1on (340)
Following the same lines as in the derivation of (3.33)), we can get
Ué#) T T 27216-#-1 (1)
LI 3.41
eN(x)S 2"1’/1,7T{TN+1 +TN+2} S 2“(/,[,—]_)71’ U@ 5 ( )

where we used the property derived from (A.3) with x> 1, that is,
TN+2 = Ru 1(T+ (N —p)/2) < qu(l + (N —=p—1)/2) =T
Then the estimate ) follows from (3.39)) and (3.41)) straightforwardly.

For p1 = k, using the identity in Corollary [3.1] to derive the bound in (3.30)), and then following
the same lines, we can obtain the estimates in (ii). g

Under the regularity assumption in Theorem we infer from (A.5) and the estimates (3.27)-
(3.28) the convergence behaviour:

lu = wull L) = ONTH2), (1= 2)% (u — mu)|| L) = O(N ), (3.42)
which exhibit a half-order convergence difference. Moreover, the estimate (3.36)) implies
|(u— ﬂ]j—(,u)(x)’ =(1- 952)_i O(N™H), Vzé€[-a,al C(-1,1). (3.43)

For a function with an interior singularity in [—a,a] with |a| < 1, one expects the optimal order
O(N~#). Note from and that the bounds essentially depend on the maximum of | P, ()]
and (1 — 22)'/4|P,(z)|, which behave very differently near the endpoints as shown in Figure In
fact, | P, (x)| = O(n~'/2) for 2 € [~a, a], but it is overestimated by the bound 1 at = = +1. However,
from (3.35), we have (1 — 2%)Y/4|P,(z)| < Cn~Y? for all z € [—1,1]. This is actually the cause of
the lost order in the (non-weighted) L>-estimate in (3.42).
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0.8 1 0.87
5
0.6 206/
E 04r =04
< 02t %02
|
o = o WA
-0.27 1 -0.2¢1 1
4h 04
-1 -0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 0.20.40.60.8 1 -1-0.8-0.6-0.4-0.2 0 0.20.40.60.8 1
T T
FIGURE 3.1. P,(x) and (1 — 22)3 P, (z) with z € [-1,1] and n = 100.
With these analysis tools at hand, we further examine u(z) = |z| (as a motivative example in

Trefethen [40]), for which Wang [42] [44] observed the order O(N~!) numerically, but the order is
O(N -1/ 2) based on the error estimate of Legendre approximation in L>-norm. From the pointwise
error plots in Figure (left), we see the largest error occurs at the singular point @ = 0. Indeed,
we have the following estimates (with the proof given in Appendix@[)7 which are sharp as shown in

Figure (right).
Theorem 3.3. Consider u(z) = |z| for x € [-1,1]. Then for N > 2, we have

) 1 T(N/2-1)
L L
B 0l < 2. o +1 < . 3.44
(w=mpO] < Tyt =m0 < g G4
0.1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ K
o v 10 K-
7 1072F
0.08
----- = 103}
0.06| 10
107+ .
0.04 1081 %\(u; myu)(0)]
10_7 i +7F(N*1> I
0.02 —&—|(u — myu) (£1)]
" 1078+ L LWV 1)
ol B AR VY2 ] 9 L)
‘ ‘ | | ‘ 109" ‘ | | ‘
1 0.5 0 0.5 1 10 102 10° 10* 10°

T N

FIGURE 3.2. Left: |(u—n%u)(x)| with u(z) = |z| and different N. Right: Tightness
of the bounds in Theorem [3.3l

Finally, we apply the main results to the example u(x) = |z|* with p € (k — 1,k). As shown in
[32, Thm. 4.3], u,o’, ..., u*=1 € AC(Q), °Df, u € BV([0,1]), and “Df_u € BV([—1,0]). Thus, we
infer from that the expected convergence orders are O(N~#+1/2) in L>®-norm and O(N~*)
in L2®-norm with @ = (1 — 22)/4. Observe from the numerical results in Table that the latter
is optimal, but the former loses half order.

3.3. L*-estimates. As pointed out in [38, Chap. 3], the estimate of the L2-orthogonal projection
is the starting point to derive many other approximation results that provide fundamental tools for
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TABLE 3.1. Convergence order of Legendre expansion for |z|*.

N Errors in L°°-norm Errors in L -norm
pw=17|order | £ =26 | order | u=1.7 | order | u=2.6 | order
231 5.81e-03 - 2.35e-03 - 5.81e-03 - 2.22e-03 -

2% | 2.03¢-03 | 1.52 | 4.38¢-04 | 2.42 | 2.03¢-03 | 1.52 | 4.38¢-04 | 2.34
2% | 6.72e-04 | 1.60 | 8.01e-05 | 2.45 | 6.72e-04 | 1.60 | 8.01e-05 | 2.45
20 | 2.15¢-04 | 1.65 | 1.40e-05 | 2.52 | 2.15¢-04 | 1.65 | 1.40e-05 | 2.52
27 | 6.74e-05 | 1.67 | 2.37e-06 | 2.56 | 6.74e-05 | 1.67 | 2.37¢-06 | 2.56
28 | 2.09e-05 | 1.69 | 3.97e-07 | 2.58 | 2.09e-05 | 1.69 | 3.97e-07 | 2.58

error analysis of spectral and hp methods (see, e.g., [11] 16 23, [26] 37, [38]). Most estimates therein
are for functions in Sobolev or Besov spaces. Here, we consider functions with AC-BV regularity,
thereby enriching the approximation theory.

We first highlight the fundamental importance of estimating L?-orthogonal projection in .
For u € H(Q2), we define

(rhw)(z) = u(=1) + /1’ k4 (t)dt € Py, (3.45)

-1
where Py denotes the set of polynomials of degree at most N. Note that for N > 2, we have from
the orthogonality of Legendre polynomials that

1 1
(w}vu)m:u(qw/ Wﬁ,_lu'(t)dt:u(—l)+/ /(1) dt = u(1).

-1 -1

Thus we have (7hu)(£1) = u(+1). Moreover, one verifies readily that

1
/ (mhu— u)/(x) V'(z)dr =0, YvePy:={vePy:uv(+l) =0}

-1
Therefore, ([3.45)) defines the H}-orthogonal projection. Note that
1 2 L 2
[ (u— 7TN“)/HLz(Q) = v~ ﬂ—NfluI”L?(Q)? (3.46)
so the H'-estimate boils down to the estimate of the L2-orthogonal projection. The high-order HJ"-
orthogonal projection is treated similarly in a recursive manner (see, e.g., [I1]). On the other hand,
the analysis of Gauss-type interpolation and quadrature errors is also based upon the Legendre
expansion (see [38]).
With tools in Subsection we can also derive the following optimal L?-error bound under
the AC-BV regularity of u, from which we can further establish many other approximation results
indispensable for analysis of spectral and hp methods for PDEs. Here, we omit such extensions.

Theorem 3.4. Assume the conditions in Theorem 3.2 hold.
(i) Forpe (k—1,k) and —1/2 < p < N,

2 T(N — p)
AL < (1), 3.47
I = miedlmeey < \/(2u+ Dr TN+ 1) 0 (3.47)

(ii) For u =k, the estimates (3.47) hold, with the total variation Vo[u®)] is in place of Ue(,“).

Proof. Similar to (3.34)), we can use (A.3) to show that

N((n—w/2) _Tn-p-1/2)
D((n+p+3)/2) = T((n+p)/2+1)
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Then from (A.2)), we derive

(n/2+1/9T%((n = p)/2) _ T((n — 1)/2)
P2((n+p+3)/2) — D(n+p+3)/20((n+p+1)/2)
L((n—p)/20((n—p=1)/2) _ poquenLn—p—1) (3.48)
S T+ /24 DI((n + i+ 1)/2) T(n+p+1) '

22t (I‘(n —p—=1)  T-—p >
S 2u+1\ T(n+np) Fn+p+1))

Then, by the orthogonality of Legendre polynomials, we derive from ) and - that for

> _1/2a

L2 = 2 alf? ) = @2n+ DT ((n—p)/2)
H” - 7TN“HL2(Q) = § : Z
2n + 1 22u+3 r2(( 2
n=N+1 nt T n=N+ n+ﬂ+3)/ ) (349)

2(US")? TN —p)
“2u+Dr (N +p+1)
For pu = k, using the identity in Corollary to derive the bound in (3.30)), and then following
the same lines, we can obtain the estimates in (ii). O

4. LEGENDRE EXPANSION OF FUNCTIONS WITH ENDPOINT SINGULARITIES

The aforementioned AC-BV framework and main results can be extended to the study of the
end-point singularities, which typically occur in underlying solutions of PDEs in various situations,
for instance, irregular domains, singular coefficients and mismatch of boundary conditions among
others. It is known that the Legendre expansion of a function with an endpoint singularity has a
much higher convergence rate than that with an interior singularity of the same type. We illustrate
this through an example which also motivates the seemingly complicated extension. To fix the idea,
we focus on the left endpoint singularity but the results can be extended to the right endpoint
setting straightforwardly.

4.1. An illustrative example. We consider u(z) = (1 + z)*g(z) with p € (k- 1,k),k € N and
and a sufficiently smooth g(x) on €. Then we can write

(m)(_
u(w) = (1 +apg(e) = 3 LD g e (1)
m=0 :
Then by (2.8),
(CDu1+u)(x) = (Ifﬁfu(k))(l‘) = Z {'u:%i?'n}kg(m)(_l) Iﬁfﬁ{(l + x)qu#—k}
m=0 !
° (4.2)
- Z et mh F((;Z; pok 1)9("‘)(*1) (I+z)™

where {a}r = a(a — 1)+ (a — k + 1) stands for the falling factorial. This implies (“D",, u)(x) is
sufficiently smooth. In particular, if ¢ = 1, then (CD’iHu)(w) is equal to a constant.

We deduce from Theorem with @ — —17F that for u,’,--- ,u*~1) € AC(Q), and CDﬁH_u €
BV(Q) with p € (k — 1, k], we have

1
{€pr oo ey + [ @ R)@aeDs @)} 4

-1

R 2n +1
af =241
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In fact, we can show that (I*7'P,)(=1) ~ n=2(:+1) 50 the first term decays like O(n~2#~1) (which
gives the optimal convergence order for (4.1)) (see Table, and doubles O(n~#~1/2) for the interior
singularity, e.g., of |z|*g(z)).

Lemma 4.1. Forn > p+ 1> 0, we have
(=1)"2#H 0 (p+ D sin((p + D) T(n —p)
T Fn+p+2)

(I P (1) = (4.4)

Proof. By (3.3)), we have

(1P (—1) = gntl pithTEe gy (qyrgett pimeT et () (4.5)
1P, C T(p+2) pittor=Day — T(p+2) plrttmeb(y’ |

where we used the parity P,Sa’ﬁ)(—x) = (—1)”P£ﬁ’a)(a:) valid for all real parameters «, 3 (cf. Szegd

[39, p. 64]). Then we derive (4.4]) from (3.11)) and (A.1]) immediately. O

We find from Lemma that the second term in decays at a rate O(n’“’l/ 2), if one naively
works this out with this formula. However, in view of , we can continue to carry out integration
by parts upon as many as times we want, until the first boundary term in dominates the
error. This produces the optimal order O(n=2#71) (see Table for numerical illustrations).

TABLE 4.1. Decay rate of |aL| with u = (z + 1)#sinz.

n | p=0.1 |order | £ =12 | order | 4 =2.6 | order
2% [ 1.26e-02 - 6.86e-04 - 1.42e-04 -

2% | 5.59e-03 | 1.17 | 6.59e-05 | 3.38 | 1.35¢-06 | 6.72
25 | 2.47¢-03 | 1.18 | 6.41e-06 | 3.36 | 1.86¢-08 | 6.18
2% | 1.08¢-03 | 1.19 | 6.20e-07 | 3.37 | 2.60e-10 | 6.16
27 | 4.73¢-04 | 1.19 | 5.94e-08 | 3.38 | 3.49¢-12 | 6.22

4.2. Approximation results for functions with endpoint singularities. With the above un-
derstanding, we are now ready to present the identity on the Legendre expansion coefficient from
and integration by parts. Given that the function has more regularity in this case, we make
the following assumption.

Definition 4.1 (Regularity Assumption). For u € (k—1,k] with k € N, assume u, - - ,u*~1) ¢
AC(Q) and v,(z) == “D", u € BV(Q). We further assume that v, - ,fuﬁm_l) € AC(Q) and
v&m) € BV(Q). Accordingly, we denote

U™ = Voo™ + [sin(um)| > [ol® (=1+)). (4.6)
1=0
For simplicity, we say u is of AC-BV, p,-regularity. O

Note that for the example (4.1), v,, is sufficiently smooth so we have m = co. Under this assump-
tion, we can update the formula (4.3) as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that u is of AC-BV, p,-regularity. Then for n > p+m+ 1, we have

TLL _ 2n+1 { i(—[{than)(_l)vl(j)(—l—i—) n /1

2
=1 -1

U

<If+m+lpn><x>d{vgm%x)}}, (1)

where (I"T7P,)(=1) has the explicit value given by ([@.4).
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Proof. Since vy, - - - v&m D¢ AC(Q), we can conduct integration by parts upon (4.3)):
240k !
S = WP D w1 + [ P (e) do

-1

m—1 1
Z (1 p, 1)Ulal)(,1)+/I(IffMPn)(x)vlgm)(x) dz
=1 -

m L

=R + [ R @) Al @),

-1

where the boundary values at = 1 vanish in view of (3.3), and in the last step, we used the factor
o™ € BV(Q) and (2:3). 0

Comparing the formulas of 4Z in Theorem (with 6 — =17, i.e., ([4.3)) and Theorem we
find they largely differ from the regularity index. We can use Lemmas and to deal with the
fractional integrals of the Legendre polynomial. Accordling, we can follow the same lines as in the
proofs of Theorems and to derive the following estimates. To avoid the repetition, we skill
the proof, though there is subtlety in some derivations.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that u is of AC-BV, y,-regularity. Then we have the following estimates.
(i) For p>1/2 and N > p+ m,
1 I'(N—p—m+1)/2)
L
U — TN U|| oo <
b= blimior < { s i TS

m ; . . 4.
+Z 200 (u+j+1) (N —p— 5+ 1)}U(#’m) (4.8)
= mp+j—1) T(N+pu+j+1)) —
(ii) For p> —1/2 and N > p+m,
4 (N —pu—m)
_ oL <
lu=mvulles) < {(2u+2m+ Drl(N+p+m+1) wo)

2018T2()y 4+ 1) (N + 1)2T(2N — 2 + 1) } )
m2(4p+2) (2N +1)2T(2N + 241+ 3) ’
In contrast to the interior singularity with a half-order loss, the L°°-estimate in this case is
optimal. In fact, for the endpoint singularity, the largest error occurs near the boundary where
|P,, ()| attend its maximum at z = +1 (see Figure[3.I] (left)), so the direct summation in e.g.,
will not overestimate. As an illustration, we consider u(z) = (14+z)* with p € (k—1, %),k € N. From
Theorem 4.2 and ([A.F)), we find [Ju — 75 ul 1) < CN~2 and |lu — 7kul|f2(q) < CN~271 We
tabulate in Table[4.2]the errors and convergence order of Legendre approximations to u(z) = (z+1)*
with various p, which indicate the optimal convergence order as predicted.

TABLE 4.2. Convergence of Legendre expansion of (1 + x)*.

N Errors in L°°-norm Errors in L?-norm
p#=0.1|order | u =12 | order | £ =0.1 | order | p=1.2 | order
2% | 6.15e-01 - 2.27e-3 - 8.82e-3 - 2.32e-04 -

2% | 5.41e-01 | 0.18 | 4.87¢-04 | 2.22 | 4.11e-03 | 1.10 | 2.64e-05 | 3.14
25 | 4.74e-01 | 0.19 | 9.87¢-05 | 2.30 | 1.85¢-03 | 1.15 | 2.75¢-06 | 3.26
20 | 4.14e-01 | 0.20 | 1.94e-05 | 2.35 | 8.22e-04 | 1.17 | 2.74e-07 | 3.33
27 | 3.61e-01 | 0.20 | 3.74e-06 | 2.37 | 3.61e-04 | 1.19 | 2.67e-08 | 3.36
28 | 3.15e-01 | 0.20 | 7.15e-07 | 2.39 | 1.58¢-04 | 1.19 | 2.56e-09 | 3.38
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4.3. Concluding remarks. We presented a new fractional Taylor formula for singular functions
whose integer-order derivatives up to k—1 are absolutely continuous and Caputo fractional derivative
of order p € (k — 1,k] is of bounded variation. It could be viewed as an “interpolation” between
the usual Taylor formulas of two consecutive integer orders. We derived from this remarkable tool a
similar fractional representation of the Legendre expansion of this type of functions, which became
the cornerstone of the optimal error estimates for the Legendre orthogonal projection. The set
of results under the fractional AC-BV framework greatly enriched the approximation theory for
spectral and hp methods. It set a good example to show how the fractional calculus could impact
this classic field, and seamlessly bridge between the results valid only for integer cases. Here we
merely discussed the approximation results, but this will pave the way for the analysis of and
applications to singular problems, which will be a topic worthy of future deep investigation.

APPENDIX A. USEFUL PROPERTIES OF GAMMA FUNCTION

Recall the Euler’s reflection formula (cf. [4, Ch.2]):

™

(1 —a)l(a) =

+1,42, - Al
Sln(ﬂ'a)’ a% ) ) ) ( )

and the Legendre duplication formula (cf. [34] (5.5.5)]):
[(2z2) = 7~ /22% 710 (2)D(2 + 1/2). (A.2)

From [2, (1.1) and Thm. 10], we have that for 0 < a < b, the ratio

T'(z+a)
Ry(2) i= =—= >0 A3
{0 = ppgy 220 (A3)
is decreasing with respect to z. On the other hand, the ratio
1 I'(z+1)

Re(2) : (A4)

T Vztel(z+1/2)
is increasing (resp. decreasing) on [—1/2,00) (resp. (—c,00)), if ¢ > 1/2 (resp. ¢ < 1/4), based on
[14, Corollary 2].

In the error bounds, the ratio of two Gamma functions appears very often, so the following
inequality is useful.

Lemma A.1. Let b € (a+m,a+ m+ 1) for some integer m > 0, and set b = a + m + p with
w € (0,1). Then for z+a >0 and z+b > 1, we have

R MR e T SR

2
where the Pochhammer symbol: (¢)p, = c¢(c+1)---(c+m —1).

Proof. In fact, (A.5) can be derived from the bounds in [27) (1.3)]:

1 I\/2\v=1  T(z+v) vy\v-1
Indeed, using the property I'(z + 1) = 2I'(2), we can write
I'(z+a) 1 T(z4+a+m) 1 T(z+b—p)
I'(z+b) (¢+a)m TI(z+b  (2+a)m T(z+D)

Then by (A.6) with x = z+b—1 and v =1 — p, we obtain (A.5) immediately. O
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APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA

For f € L'(Q2) and g € AC(Q), changing the order of integration by the Fubini’s Theorem, we
derive from (2.4) that

/ )18/ ) da = oo b e =YL
- [ @i
If I/ f(z) € BV(Q), we derive from that
/ ) 12,/ () e = / ") 1S de = (gl 17 F)) " / Cg@) a1y @),

This yields (2.6).
We can derive (2.7)) in a similar fashion.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1

Recall the first mean value theorem for the integral (cf. [47, p. 354]): Let f,¢g be Riemman

integrable on [e,d], m = ir[lfd] f(z), and M = sup f(z). If g is nonnegative (or nonpositive) on
ele, z€[c,d]
[e,d], then
d d
/ f(x)g(z)dz = I{/ g(x)dz, k€ [m,M]. (C.1)
Recall that (cf. [36]): for « > —1 and p € RT,
Ia+1)
I (z—a)* = —————(z —a)*"". 2
a+($ a) F(Oé+‘u+1)(m (l) (C )

For any = € [a,a + d], we derive from (2.4)), (C.1)) and (C.2) that
1 xT xT _ 6%
Ié{:} U(l') — ) / ( U(y) dy — :‘Q(.T/') / ((y G,) dy

I(p z—y)r IN(D) x—y)tr (3)
T(a+ Dr(z)(z — a)*te ’
= [H — @ =
K(l‘)a x (I a) F(OZ+M+ 1) ’
where k(z) € [m(x), M (x)], m(z) = iflf ]v(y), M(z) = sup v(z). We know that
yEela,x y€la,z]
lim m(z) =v(a), lm M(z)=wv(a)= lim k(z) = v(a). (C.4)
z—at z—at z—at
From (C.3) and (C.4)), we obtain (2.9). This completes the proof.
APPENDIX D. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.3]
We start with the exact formula for the Legendre expansion coefficients of u(z) = |z :
oL (-7 (G +1/490( —-1/2) 1 o ,
u2j - ﬁ(] ¥ 1)| ’ u2j+1 - 07 J > 17 (Dl)
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which can be derived from with k =1, i.e.,

R 2n+1 2n+1
ik =2 /(h () d{u®(@)} = ZoEL (1P (0)
2n+1

1
= TQF1<—TZ+2,”+3;3§§)7 n > 2,

and the value at z = 1/2 (cf. [34] (15.4.28)]):
a+b+ 11) _ V/al((a+b+1)/2)
2 2/ T((a+1)/2)T((b+1)/2)

oI ((% b;
Then we obtain from (D.1) that

1K /AT - 1/2T( +1/2)
(u — mhu)( Z 5Py (0) = —— > RSN : (D.2)

G=2 J=T2

where [ is the smallest integer > M and we used the known value (cf. [39]):
s 1 (i +1/2)

Py, (0) = F(—2,2 1;1;7):—117, .

25(0) = 2F1(— 25,25 + 5 (=1) /!
From (A.3)), we have

I'(j+1/2 T'(y
G+1/2) o T(G) (D.3)

L(j+1) ~I'G+1/2)°
Thus, using (D.3) and I'(z + 1) = 2I'(z), we obtain

+1/HrG-1/2TG +1/2)  j+1/4T(G —1/2)T(j +1/2) < L@ —1/2)I'(j)
T(j+ DG +2) T+l TG+ T@E4+1) T ILG+1/2)0(G +1)
1 1 1 1
e A
Then
2 (j+1/00( —1/2)1( g+1/2 1\ 1 2
j_[zN:H] T(j+1)0(+2) (jj_g)_[%l]—lgN—l'

From (D.2)) and the above, we get the first result in .
We now prove the second estimate in ([3.44]). As Pn(:lzl) = (x1)", we derive from (D.1)) that

L R N o ()T G +1/4rG - 1/2)
(u—miu)(£1) = j:%:“] Uy Poj(£1) = j:?zv;q 7 Grg (D.4)
Denoting
S (=1)7*tt (j+1/4)0(j — 1/2) T 1 TG -3/2)
T rG+2 YT/ T(G)
we have

3 (U+3/49rG-1/2) . 3 T(G—-1/2)
NCAEE) =oyr I(j+2) ©5)

3 (T(j-3/2) T(G—-1/2)\ _ |
= 4\/7?( rG+1) L(j+2) ) = (T; = Tjs1) + (Tjz1 — Tjz2),

Sj+Sj = (=1

where we noted

L(j—1/2) _T(—3/2)
rG+2 - TG+1)°
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and

W. LIU, L. WANG & B. WU

=Tj = Tjs1:

- TG 1)

_ I - 3/2))
I/r TG+1)  2y7

I'(j+1)

Thus from (A.3) and (D.4)-(D.5)), we obtain

‘(U - WJL\rU)(il)| = (|S[¥] +S[¥]+1|) Tt (|S[#]+2¢ +Sr#]+21+1\) e
< {(T[N“] - Tr%]ﬂ) + (Tr%]ﬂ - T(%}H)} +o

2

+ {(T[%H% - T(%Hziﬂ) + (F%Hmﬂ - T[%H%Jrz)} +--

B P D W e T P D YV R0
e TR T T ATV 1)
=1
This ends the proof.
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