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1 Introduction

Hardy spaces are an important tool in harmonic analysis. Originally developed for
problems in Complex Analysis they were extended to other structures in almost any
conceivable way [8,15,20]. This interest is due to one principal fact: elements of a
Hardy space can be identified with boundary values of analytic functions (see, e.g., [10]
for the case of Clifford analysis). This identification was the keystone for the work
of Li et al. [15] and it is explained in detailed in [17]. The idea can be summarized
as follows: one studies the boundary behaviour of null-solutions to the Dirac operator
by analyzing the behaviour of the Fourier multipliers of the correspondent boundary
operators. This approach was also used by Mitrea in [18].

Parallel to these developments, in the last decade one can observe an increasing
interest in obtaining discrete counterparts for continuous structures. Since this interest
is mainly driven by applications in physics one is compelled to address the discrete
Dirac operator which stands as a discrete counterpart to the continuous Dirac operator.
This operator was constructed in different contexts and by different methods for several
times in the past (c.f. [6,9,14,22], among others). Depending on their construction
these discrete Dirac operators have different properties and even factorize different
second order difference operators. As one would expect from the continuous case
(where the classic Dirac operator factorizes the Laplacian) there is one particular
operator which is more interesting from the practical point of view than all others.
In the case of a higher dimensional grid, i.e. Z", it would be the star Laplacian. But
here a major problem arises. Any factorization of the star Laplacian requires both
forward and backward difference operators. This, in turn, requires a splitting of the
usual Euclidean basis [6,9,11].

Nevertheless, first steps in the direction of a function theory for this kind of Dirac
operator have already been made with a general Cauchy formula, Fischer decompo-
sition, and polynomial solutions (see [1,4, 12]). But here resides another problem: the
fundamental solution of the Dirac operator, the so-called discrete Cauchy kernel, is
known only via a Fourier integral which severely limits its applicability from the ana-
Iytic point of view. For instance, in [7,11-13] the authors use the discrete fundamental
solution to construct discrete boundary integral operators for a discrete version of the
boundary element method similar to Ryabenkij [19]. Since the discrete fundamental
solution is only known as a numerical approximation the results could be given only
in the form that when the discrete integral equation over the boundary is solvable then
the corresponding discrete potentials provide a solution to the corresponding differ-
ence equation. No direct characterization of the boundary values could be given. But
that is what we are interested in: characterizations of null-solutions of the discrete
Dirac operator based on its discrete boundary values, as in the continuous case. This
problem is not only affected by the expression of the fundamental solution, but also
by the construction of the Dirac operator (which involves forward and backward dif-
ferences) and by the discrete boundary itself. In difference to the continuous case a
discrete boundary contains three layers, two for the inner boundary and two for the
outer boundary. This means that, for instance, a discrete Cauchy integral formula for
the inner domain will require function values from both layers of inner boundary. A
detailed exposition of this effect is given in Sect. 3.
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To obtain characterizations of boundary values of discrete monogenic functions
and corresponding Hardy spaces we need to study the equation over the boundary.
However, this presents an additional difficulty since in the discrete case there is no
limit process to the boundary, that is to say, no traditional trace operator exists. This,
combined with the lack of an explicit closed expression for the Cauchy kernel makes
such a study quite difficult. Nevertheless, we will show that it is possible to get the
symbol of the boundary operator in Fourier domain. For an easier understanding we
will restrict ourselves to the case of d = 3 with the remark that the formulae and
results are valid in any dimension.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we recall some basic facts about discrete
Dirac operators, their underlying algebraic structure, and their fundamental solution
which will be needed in the sequel. Also, for the sake of readership, we include in
there a short description of the main results obtained in this paper. In Sect. 3, we dis-
cuss discrete Borel-Pompeiu and Cauchy formulae and introduce the discrete Cauchy
transform. Although this section is essentially expository in its nature it contains the
framework for discussing discrete boundary values in the next sections. In Sect. 4
we discuss the characterization of discrete boundary values by studying the discrete
symbol of the operator arising from the corresponding boundary equation. This allows
us to obtain conditions for a function to be a boundary value of a discrete monogenic
function in the upper and in the lower half plane. We present these conditions both in
terms of component functions and of the function itself. Based on those conditions,
we obtain the corresponding Hilbert transforms (in the sense that they mimic the tra-
ditional Hilbert transform as an operator which squares to the identity). This allows
us to get the projection operators (classically known as Plemelj or Hardy projections),
Hardy spaces, and a decomposition theorem for /,,-functions on the boundary.

In the last section we show the convergence of our formulae, i.e. that when the
lattice constant goes to zero we recover the classic formulae of the continuous case.

2 Preliminaries and Main Results

Let us start with some basic facts of discrete function theory. Without loss of generality
we restrict ourselves to the (for practical applications) most important case d = 3,
with the remark that the results continue to hold in higher dimensions with no relevant
changes.

For the grid hZ3, with orthonormal basis er,k =1,2,3, where h > 0 denotes the
lajtctice constant (mesh size), we define the standard forward and backward differences
a,” as

o) famhy = ™ (f (mh + ejh) — f(mh)),
0,7 f(mh) = k™' (f(mh) — f(mh — ejh)),

for hm = h(mie; + maes + mze3) € hZ3. As stated in the introduction we want
to use a discrete Dirac operator which factorizes the star-Laplacian Aj. To get such
an operator we follow the idea of [1,6]. We split each basis element ¢, k = 1,2, 3,
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into two basis elements e,j and e, .k = 1,2,3, ie, e = e,j +e k=123,
corresponding to the forward and backward directions. Let us remark that there is
some freedom in the choice of such a basis. Special choices can be found in [2,7,11].
Here we choose the one satisfying the following relations:

eje tee; = 0,
ot —
et +efer = 0, (n)
ete +e el =—5;
Jj Tk k©j Jk>

where § j is the Kronecker delta. When allowing for complex coefficients, the basis
elements {ej, €2, e3} generate the complexified Clifford algebra C3 = C Qg Ro 3.
Also, the module is no longer preserved under multiplication. In fact, we have only
the estimate (see [3])

lab| < 2%|a||b|, a,b € Cs.

Furthermore, we consider functions defined on (J #)G C hZ? and taking values in
C3. Properties like /,-summability (1 < p < o00) and so on, are defined for a Cs-
valued function by being ascribed to each component. The corresponding spaces are
denoted, respectively, by /,, (G, C3), (1 < p < +00) and so on.

The discrete Dirac operator D™~ and its adjoint operator D~ are given by

D = ze+a+’ +ejd,”,

Nty 4 eyt
_Zejah +e; .
j=1

Both operators factorize the star-Laplacian

3

L

Ap =Y a7 a7,
j=1

i.e.,
(D7) = (D) = A
We remark that the factorization of the star-Laplacian requires (eJ“)2 (e )2 =0as

per reference [1].
For more details we refer the reader to the literature, e.g. [1,4,6,11,12].

2.1 Main Results

In this subsection we present our main results. A problem in the discrete versus contin-
uous setting for boundary value problems is that in the first one it is required the values

Birkhduser



J Fourier Anal Appl (2014) 20:715-750 719

on two boundary layers while only one is enough in the second case. This is a direct
consequence of having two difference operators (forward and backward differences)
instead of a single derivative. It also has an indirect consequence of making it hard to
characterize Hardy spaces in the discrete setting.

We begin by presenting Theorems 2.1 and 2.3, where the boundary value of discrete
monogenic functions in the upper, resp. lower, lattice is characterized in terms of their
behaviour in the Fourier domain, as well as their corollaries, which provided us with
closed formulae for the symbols of the discrete Hilbert transforms in the upper, resp.
the lower, lattice.

Theorem 2.1 Let f €, (hZ?, C3) given by f = fi + egrfz +ey f3+ e?e;ﬂ;, with
fi: hZ? — Cy,i = 1,2,3,4. Then f is the boundary value of a discrete monogenic
Sunction in the discrete upper half plane if and only if its discrete 2D-Fourier transform
F = Fi f, with

2
F©=F©+ef RO+ @+ e B®. £ 7]

satisfies the system

_ 272 £
hd=/4+h7d” ;H_hi F1+%Fz =0,

2
—hd ; h*d F3 %‘(Fl - F4) =0.

2 ) - 2
Here, d* = 1% ]; sin2 (#) and & = 121 ejgf’j + e‘;gfj denote the symbols of
2-dimensional Laplace operator (restricted to the grid hZ?) and of the 2-dimensional

Dirac operator D™, respectively.

Corollary 2.2 Let f € I, (hZ?, C3) be a boundary value of a discrete monogenic
Sfunction in the upper half space. Then its 2D-Fourier transform F = Fy, f, satisfies

the equation
272
N hd — /4 + h*d B 2

e3 +e

3
2 hd — \J4 + h2d?

Theorem 2.3 Let f € 1,(hZ?, Cs) givenby f = fi +ef f»+e; f3+ei €5 fa, with
fi thZ? — Co,i =1,2,3,4. Then f is the boundary value of a discrete monogenic
function in the discrete lower half plane if and only if its 2D-Fourier transform F =
Fn f, with

F=F.

1

2
F© =F©+e RO +& @+ R©. te[-7 7]
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satisfies the system

_ 272 £
hd— /4 12d> g
+(F1 — Fy) — ?F3 —0.

Corollary 2.4 Let f € [, (hZ?, C3) be a boundary value of a discrete monogenic
Sfunction in the lower half space. Then its 2D-Fourier transform F = Fy, f, satisfies
the equation

) hd — \/4 + h2d?
7 +e; F=F 4)
] .
hd — /4 + h2d?

Finally, in Theorem 2.5 we introduce the operators A", A~, which reconstruct the
boundary data in the O—layer from the knowledge of boundary data in the 1—layer,
resp. —1—layer, thus giving the complete boundary data of a function in the upper,
resp. lower, discrete Hardy space.

Theorem 2.5 An arbitrary function f € 1, (Z?, C3) can be decomposed into a pair
of functions P+ f and Q4+ f where Py f € h?,’, i.e. it can be extended to the zero layer
via its action in the Fourier domain by

oo DR
d

5 ( ey F +e3 e F3+ 1) = A+F+’],

with F+! &) = Fnf (&, 1) and this pair (FTO, FT1 fulfills (23). In the same way
an arbitrary function f €1, (Z*, C3) can be decomposed into a pair of functions P_ f
and Q_ f where P_f € h,, i.e. it can be extended to the zero layer via its action in
the Fourier domain by

2,/4 + h2d? o
+—0 _ - 1
" hd+,/4+h2d2( el )
h2d? — 1 — hd\/4 + h2d?
4 + h2d2

— e3 ey (Fl_’_1 — F;’_l)) = A" F ]

with F~~1(&) = Fi f (&, 1) fulfills (24).
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2.2 Some Remarks on the Fundamental Solution

In this section we present some basic facts on discrete fundamental solutions which
will be required in the sequel. We start with a fundamental solution of the discrete
Dirac operator and its properties.

Definition 2.6 The function E; * : hZ> — Cj is the discrete fundamental solution
of D; T if it satisfies

—+p—t _
D, "E, = 6y,

on hZ3, where 8, denotes the discrete Dirac function given by

h=3if mh =0,
‘Sh(’”h)_[ 0 if mh #0.

There are several methods for constructing fundamental solutions. Here, we estab-
lish the fundamental solution by means of its symbol in the Fourier domain. We recall
the discrete Fourier transform of u € [, (hZ3, C3).1 < p < +oo,

£ o Fu@ = & ummn, ge -7 7

meZ3

3
where (mh, &) = h > m ;. Its inverse is given by fh_l = Ry F, where F is the
j=1
(standard) continuous Fourier transform

/ e 18 £ (£)dE,

applied to functions f with supp(f) € [—%, %]3 Hereby, R;, denotes its restriction
to the lattice hZ>. _
Let us recall the known symbols for the forward and backward differences B;E /.

namely gfj =xh! (1 - ejFith) , as well as the symbol for the star-Laplacian, i.e.,
Fn(—Ahu)(§) = d>Fru(€), where

3
4 < ih
d2 = ﬁ E sin2 (%-]T) .
j=1

3
Therefore, we have fh(D;+u)(§) = (Z eféf)j + eiéfj)fhu(é) so that DT
j=1 '

has symbol
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3
_ +£D —eD
=D efED ey

J=1

In consequence, the fundamental solution E~7 is given by

£ L (&P sﬂ
E; Rh]—'( ) ZeR]—' — )t RiF . 5)

Moreover, we remark that hm d2 = ﬁ the symbol of the right inverse of the

continuous Dirac operator [11 17]

Lemma 2.7 The fundamental solution E~ satisfies

(i) D, TE, T (mh) = 8,(mh), mh € hZ?, (6)
(ii) E; " €l,(Z3,C3), p>3 (7

Proof Statement (i) is obvious. For the proof of (ii) we recall that the fundamental
solution of the discrete Dirac operator is given by

1 £
E, t(hm) = ay / %eﬂhm@ds, me 7.
gel-7. %

_ 3 3
Since £_ = ]Z:l e;fgf’j + e;gfjej, withe; = e;r +e;,and§ = ;(e}L +e;)§), we
get

1 ; 1
£0) =F, (1= ™M) =3 [(1 = cos(hg))) £ sin(hé))]

so that we can estimate the fundamental solution by the sum of the following two
integrals

SiDj *i(m}l»@dé_-
a2 ¢
W

el-%. 3P

l—coshéj —i(mh.£) . sinhgj —i(mh.£)
= / (:FT)W dg —i / o ¢

A
h

fel-7.5 1 ge[-5. 5P
1—cosh§‘l sinh&; _.
< / —i(mh,§) ds / J e l(mh’S)dS ) (8)
- d%h d%h
fel-7. 5P el-5. 5P
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By the following theorem, adapted to dimension d = 3 (see [11,21])
Let p1, p2 be two positive integers with p» < p1+ 3. For N > 0 let k denote the

set of functions of the form T ({) = %Eg), 0#¢ € [ —m, 3, where T;(¢) denotes

trigonometric polynomials Tj(£) = >, 73 tjme' im.¢) | j =1, 2 satisfying to

(i) there exist homogeneous polynomials P;(¢) of degree p;, such that T;(¢) =
Pj(¢) +o(Ig|P7) when§ — 0, j =1,2;

(i) |T2(0)| = ~1¢1P2 for ¢ € [—m, 7]
(i) [tjm| <N, tjm=0, |m|>N.

Then, it exists a constant M > 0 such that for allm € Z3 and T € ky, it holds

/ T()e! "™ ds| < M(jm| + )77 P1r2,
[~
As the integrals in (8) fulfilled the above conditions with the change of variables

¢ = h& and p; = p> = 2 in the first case, p; = 1 and p; = 2 in the second case, we
obtain

= (Imh|+h)*> ~ (Imh|+ h)? (Imh| + h)3
St %P
(lmh|2)
Thus, the fundamental solution belongs to (Z3, Cs) for p > % O

For the convergence of the discrete fundamental solution to the continuous one we
have the following fundamental lemma.

Lemma 2.8 Let E be the fundamental solution to the (continuous) Dirac operator in
R3. For any point mh € hZ3, withm # 0, there exists a constant C > 0 (independent
on h), such that

—+
|E; * (mh) — E(mh)| < CW.

Proof The fundamental solution to the Dirac operator in the continuous case can be

expressed via the Fourier transform as £ = F ( A ) Hence, we have

A _ / E ey gy & imn)
|E; * (mh) — E(mh)| = P dze de (271)3 ik de
EE[—W T
1 g* E ) i(mh,g) / 1 S —l(mh £)
= =+ Ed + —= S de| .
/ (2m)3 ( &1 : @n)’ ER° :
E[_T 7J3 SGR:;\[_%’%J
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~ 3
By writing the above formula component-wisely (again, we use &- = > e;ré D
j=1

3
elfffjej, with e; = e;r +ej,and§ = ]Z:] (e;r + ¢;)€;) we reduce the problem to

the individual estimation of the following integrals for j = 1, 2, 3 ( c.f. also reference

[11])

1 gfj lé] —i(mh,&) 1 l%‘] —i(mh,§)
/ <2n>3(?+|5|2 der [ e e

el-5. 5P EeRN[-T. 713
1 / 1 - COS(héj)e_”mh’g)dE
2n)3 d?h
sel-F.7
4 1 / 5] Sin(héj) e~ mh.8) g
2m)3 €2 d*h
sel-7. 7%

1 / ‘51' —i(mh,&)
+— ——e SdE| .
(2m)3 €12
EeRIN[-F. 5P

The first integral is the same as in (8) so that we get immediately

I / 1= C0SRE) i) o

- d < -
(27)3 d2h 5= (Imh| + h)3
gel-%.7P

for a certain constant M > 0. The second and third integrals can be written in the
following form

1 ‘ sin(h§;) %’]) —i(mh.&) / Si_ it g)
T @2n)? / ( 2n gr)e - £2° “

bel-5. 71 EERN[-7. 513

R sin(hg;)  n; )(_ 1 )3 3 (,—i(mh.g)
T @n) / ( na? ) \Tmgn) % -

/ & 1 383 ~i{mh.£) g
e \"mjn) %6°
EeRN[-F. 71
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S sin(h§;) _ L) 3 (,—i(mh,&)
= Q)3 im hP / ( ier) % “
3

el-%. %1

— |§?2 sje_i<’nh,é>d§ .

§eRIN[-F, 1]

Integration by parts leads now to the desired result,

_ 1 / _cos(hsj) . 2sin2(h$j) — 6cos(2h&;)
Qm)3|m;|3h? d? d4
te[-7.57
. . 2 4
cos(h&;) sin® (h&;) sin*(h&;) 1 §; EN i
48 —48 6—7 — 481 481 | iimhElge
d° dd &4 €1 &8
1 £ N Cih
- 6—s —48—L 4481 eIl gg| <
/ ( &1 £ K lm jh|3

EeR\[-F. 11

with the constant C1 > 0 being independent on /. The last estimate is true since the

integrand of the first integral has an upper bound I § "iz Now, using |m| < v/3 max;{m;}

we get

Csh
I <
= |mhp?

and, therefore,

Ch
|E}, " (mh) — E@mh)| < -5

with the constant C > 0 being independent on /. O

Remark 2.9 The symbol of the discrete operator D;_ is given by

3
Eo=D & +ejEl)

j=1

Therefore, its fundamental solution E,ff is given by

E+__R]-"( ) zﬂw(é )+ Rh]-"(i;)

Moreover, for E,;"_ we have a convergence result similar to Lemma 2.8.
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2.3 Discrete Stokes Formula

For our study we will need the discrete Stokes formula with respect to our Dirac
operator both for functions defined on hZ> as well as for the case of the upper half
lattice hZi, respectively.

In order to simplify notations we introduce the following conventions. First, we
denote a point of the grid 73 byn = (n, n3), wheren = (ny,nz) € Zz.lnconsequence,
the upper half lattice hZi is defined by n3 > 0. Second, whenever the mesh size £ is
fixed we shall abbreviate f(hn) to f(n).

Theorem 2.10 We have

> A{lgm)D;*] f(hn) + g(hn) [ D) f(hm)]} h* = 0. 9)

neZ3
for all function f, g such that the (infinite) series converge.

Proof By definition of the discrete operators D;'_ and D;+ and usingn = (n, n3) =
niej + noex + nzez we have

> [smp, ] fn® = ZZ[G*/ e+ gmet | Fun’

neZ’3 nez? j=1

- ZZ{[g(n+e,)—g(n)]e +[s0 = g0 —ep]ef} room’

nez? j=1

3
= > [str+ee; f00 — gme] fo0+gmet fo0—gn—epef o]

nez’ J'*l

= ZZ[gm)e fn=e))= gme; ) +gmel f(n) = gmef f(n+e))]n?

nez? j=1

3
== > > [stme; £00 —gme] fi—ep)+gme] £+ ep)— gonef fo |

neZ’ j=1

3
== > gt [eja fy+ef ot f)]

nez’ j=1

=— > g [Df fm]n’

neZz’

Replacing g in Theorem 2.10 by a translate of the fundamental solution, g =
E, (- — hm), for a fixed hm € hZ3, the first sum becomes a discrete convolution
between E;+(~ — hm)D~F = §,(- — hm) and f and we get the following corollary.

Birkhduser



J Fourier Anal Appl (2014) 20:715-750 727

Corollary 2.11 Let f €1, (hZ3, (C3) with 1 < p < 3. Then, we have
f(hm) = — Z E, "(hn — hm) [D;f~ f(hn)| h®, hm € hZ?. (10)
neZ3
Furthermore, the following discrete unique continuation principle holds.

Corollary 2.12 If f € [, (hZ3, (C3) , 1 < p < 3, is left monogenic with respect to
the operator D;:'_, ie., D,T—f = 0 in hZ3, then

f=0 inhZ’. (1)
We now turn our attention to the case of the upper half lattice
hZ3 :={h(n,n3),n € 2%, n3 € Zy}.
In this case, we obtain the following Stokes’ theorem.
Theorem 2.13 We have

> {[ghn) D] £(hn) + g(hn) [ D}~ f(hm) ]|} P

3
nety

== > [g(hn. 0)eF f(h(n. 1) + g(h(n, D)es f(hn, )] h*.  (12)

neZ?

for all function f and g such that the series converge.

Proof Starting from the definition of our operators D;+ and D;f and again using
the identification n = (n, n3) = nje; + naez + n3esz we obtain

2
> s 1 fmn’ = 37 3" [o%Tgtme; + 07 gme] | ran’

neZ3+ neZi Jj=1
+> [8+3g(n)e3_ + a—3g(n)e3+] Fn)h?

3
nezy

2
== > D e |e; oI o0 +efot fon [

nez3 j=I

+ O 1D [@n+e3) —gm) ey f(n) + (g(n) — g(n — e3)) e f(m)]

neZ? (n3=1

2
== > D g [eja o+ ef ot fan | n?

nezd j=1
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+ D 1> [stn+es)es f(n) — g(mes f(n)

neZ? | n3=1

+gmed f(n) — gn —ey)ed f(m)] t .

For the last term of the above equality, we get

> e+ edes f(n) — gmes f(n) + gmed f(n) — g(n — ez)ed f(n)]

n3>1
=D gy f(n—e3)— D gmes f(n)
n3>2 n3=1
+ > gmey f(n) — D gmef f(n+e3)
n3>1 n3>0
=— > gmey [f(n) — f(n—e3)] = D gn)ej [f(n+e3) — f(n)]
n3>1 n3>1

—g(n,0)e7 f(n, 1) — g(n, Des f(n,0)
== g [e507 ) + 07 00 | - g, 00 i, 1)

n3>1

—g(n, e f(n,0), nelZ?

so that we obtain
> [eD, ] fn® == " gm) [Df fm)] i’
neZ’ neZ.

= > [e@ 0 F(n. 1) + g Des f(n, 0)] .

neZ?
O

A similar formula holds for the lower half lattice hZ> = {h(n,n3),n € 72, n3 €
Z._}. In fact,

2
> (st remnd == 3 > s [ejamT fn +efotd pan | n?

nez’ nez’ j=1

+> 0> [g(n+e3)e3_f(n)—g(n)egf(n)+g(n)e§rf(n)—g(n—e3)e3+f(n)] n?

neZ? | n3<-1

2
== > > gm[e; o7 fon +ef ot fon |

nez’ j=1
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+ > lz gmey fn—e3)— > gmes fm+ D gmed f(n)

neZ? [n3<0 n3<—1 n3<-—1

- > g(n)e;f<n+e3>]h3

n3<-—2

2
== > Dsm|ego fo+ef ot fan]n®

nez’ j=1

=20 X sm[esa o +efot rm]n?

neZ?n3<—1
+ > [8r. 005 £~ + g1, ~Ded £, 0] 1,
neZ?
so that the following theorem holds.
Theorem 2.14 We have
> {[etm)D,F] £ (hn) + g(hn) [~ f (hn)]} P

nez?

= > [gtn, 0)e3 fh(n, 1) + gh(n, =1)ef f(hn, O)]H*.  (13)

neZ?

for all function f and g such that the above series converge.
3 Borel-Pompeiu and Cauchy Formulae for Upper and Lower Lattices

As in the continuous case the combination of the Stokes formula with translates of
the fundamental solution provides the Borel-Pompeiu and Cauchy formulae on the
desired domain. This will be used to define the discrete Cauchy transforms on the
upper and lower half lattices hZi.

We start with the Borel-Pompeiu formula for the upper lattice hZi.

Theorem 3.1 Let E, * be the discrete fundamental solution to operator D, . We
have

S E; (hn — m, —m3)e f(h(n, 1)

neZ?
+E, T (h(n—m, 1 —m3))e; f(h(n,0)] h°
+ Z E, " (hn — hm) [ D}~ f (hn)]| 1

neZi
_ 0, ifm=(m,m3) ¢ 73, (14)
~ S m), ifm = (m,m3) € Z3.

for any discrete function f such that the series converge.
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Proof In our discrete Stokes formula (12) we replace g = E,; (- — hm), where
m = (m,m3) € Zi. This give us the discrete Borel-Pompeiu formula as follows

Z {[E, " (hn — hm)D, ] f(hn) + E;  (hn — hm) [ D~ f (hn)]} i

neZi
= = > [E; (hn — m, —m3))ed f(h(n, 1)
neZ?

+E; T (h(n —m, 1 —m3))e; f(h(n, 0)] n°,

which leads to

> E (ha —m, —m3)ef f(h(n, 1))

neZ?
+E, (e —m, 1 —m3))ey f(h(n, O] 1
+ D Ey; (hn —hm) [Df f(hm)| W
neZi

0, ifm = (m, m3) ¢ 73,

- [ —f(hm), if m = (m, m3) € Z3,. (15)

]

Remark 3.2 In fact there are several ways to construct a Borel-Pompeiu formula.
The simplest and at the same time the one which requires the most work is by direct
calculation. Another approach which uses the characteristic function appears in [1].
The final form of the Borel-Pompeiu formula depends also on the definition of the
interior and the boundary of the domain.

Now, as a special case we obtain a discrete Cauchy formula.

Theorem 3.3 Let f be a discrete left monogenic function with respect to operator
D;_, then the upper discrete Cauchy formula

> E e — m, —m3)ef f (b, D)+Ey ™ (hn—m, 1— m3))e3 f(hn, 0)] h°

neZ?

_ Os Uﬁn3 =< Oa
- { — f(hm), if m3 > 0. (16)

holds under the condition that the involved series converge.
In the same way the lower discrete Cauchy formula can also be given by

> [Ert 0 = m 1 = ma)ed fm, 0+ (b = m, —m3))es f (hin,~1) |

nez?

_[0, if m3 > 0,

f(hm), if m3 < 0. (17)
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A sufficient condition for the convergence of the series is f € [, (hZ3,C3),1 <
p < oo. These Cauchy formulae allow us to introduce the following discrete Cauchy
transforms.

Definition 3.4 For a discrete /,-function f, 1 < p < 400, defined on the boundary
layers (n,0), (n, 1) with n € Z?, we define the upper Cauchy transform for m =
(m,m3) € Zi as

CHLf1hm) = = D [Ey T (h(w — m, —m3))e f(h(n, 1)

neZ?
+E, T (h(n —m, 1 = m3))es f(hn, 0)] h*, (18)
and for a discrete /,-function f, 1 < p < oo, defined on the boundary layers

(n,—1), (n,0) withn € 72, we define the lower Cauchy transform at m = (m, m3) €
73 by

CTLAIm) = D [Ey T (h(n — m, =1 — m3))ed f (hn, 0)

neZ?

+E;, F(h(n — m, —m3))e f(h(n, —1)] 1. (19)

From our discrete Cauchy formulae (16) and (17) we can see the dependence of
monogenic functions on the values on boundary which consists of three different layers
(two for each). This dependence appears also in our Cauchy transforms.

Theorem 3.5 Consider the upper and lower Cauchy transforms (18) and (19), respec-
tively. Here, we have

(i) CTIflel, (Zi,@), Clflel, (Z3_,(C3), 1<p<+oo, (20
(i) Dy~ CHf1(hm) = 0.¥m = (m.m3) € Z° withmz > 1, (21)
(iii) D;_C_[f](hm) =0,Vm = (m,m3) € 73 with m3 < —1. (22)

Proof We obtain property (i) by application of Holder’s inequality and the properties
of the fundamental solution to operator Dh_+. For the remaining properties, we prove
only (i), the proof of (iii) being similar.

We have for msz > 1

D; = CFLf1(hm)

=-D | D [E, (e — m, —m3))ef f(hin, 1)

neZ?

+ E,; T (h(n —m, 1 —m3))e; f(hn, 0)] i
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Taking into account that

; 1
0 (B, =m) =[BT = (m ) = By (h(- —m))]
1
= TG —m =) = BT = m))]
= —@0, ' E"*)(h(- —m)),

and 8, (E;F(h(- —m))) = =37 E=F)(h(- — m)), for j = 1,2, 3, we have then

D CHf1(hm) = D" [(D™YE; V) (h(n — m, —m3))ed f(h(n. 1))

neZ?

+DTTE; D) (M@ —m, 1 —m3))es f(hn, 0)] h> = 0.
O
From Theorem 3.3 we obtain a discrete equivalent of the boundary behaviour of a

monogenic function. From Formula (16) we have for the boundary values (at the layer
m3 = 1) of a function which is discrete monogenic in the upper half plane

= > [E T = m, —1)ed f(h(n, 1) + E;F (h(n — m, 0))e5 f(h(n, 0))] A

neZ?
= f(h(m, 1)), (23)
while from Formula (17) for the boundary values (m3 = —1) of a function which is

discrete monogenic in the lower half plane we get

S [t (hn — m, 0 £ (h(n, 00) + B (h(a — m, 1)ey f(h(, —1)] h°
neZ?

Additionally, we have for the values in the O-layer in case of a function which is
monogenic in the (complete) upper half space

> E T (hn = m, 0)ed f(h(n, 1) + Ej, " (h(n — m, D)es f(h(n, 0)] 1> =0

neZ?

and

S EH (hn—m, —1)ef f(h(n, 0) + E; (h(n—m, 0))e5 f((n, —1)] h* =0.

neZ?

for a function which is monogenic in the (complete) lower half space.
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4 Reconstruction on the Boundary Layers

From the last formulae in the previous section we can observe that the boundary
condition involves function values not only in the 0-layer, but also in the layers above
and below. Now, this raises the question how far conditions (23) and (24) can be solved
in the two upper, respectively two lower layers of the boundary? This will give us also
the discrete equivalent of the Plemelj projections and the Hardy spaces.

Since our fundamental solution is only given as a Fourier integral we start our
investigation by calculating the corresponding Fourier symbols.

Lemma 4.1 The Fourier symbols of the fundamental solution on the layers —1, 0, 1
are given by

FhE~T(,0) = £ ! + (e —€3) ! hd (25)
h — (g )| ——m]
4 4+ nd 2.4+ h2d?
E [ 24a® 3hd+h3d®  h2d® 1
R I R ) B B
- d\o/avn2a® 2 20 /a 42> %2
+eF i ! (26)
e | —F/——-z.
2.4+ h2d? 2
3 24d*h?  hd 3hd + h3d®  h2d® 1
FETE - D==————-F |t [ -—=+ —+=
d \oJavng? 2 20 /4 n2a> 22
hd 1
2/4+n2a® 2
1_ 4w §jh e o\ D —£D
where d —_22 (’T)andg_:Zejéfj—i—ejéﬂ.
j=1 j=1

Proof From Sect. 2 we know that the Fourier symbol of the fundamental solution
Eh_+(hn) for arbitrary n € Z3 is given by

3 1 o ey E—
E; t(hn) = RyF (iz) = G / e—lh<"f>i—2dg,
[- &

S El
Sl

~ 3
withé_ = > +$D + e’ $+] Now, for n3 fixed we apply the 2D discrete Fourier
j=1
transform
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FAE . hny) = 3 e b / Sinn 5= g
L (27.[)3 d2
neZ? _T 3
- L [ RN} 1
_ Z Gt ;3 / pihin ) § +&, dt
. h
ne72 (2m) Lrap d> + }:iz sinZ (%)
L T
! ihn,y—) 1
= e L —
(2m)2 / Z 2w
T T2 nEZ2
=5l =
/” *lhnséag e—ihn3$3~3
X —~ + = d&;dé,
o\ + ;—2 sin? (%) d* + 2 sin (53}’) -
-
2 4 2 2 (§jh z 2 etED D +£D —&D
where d* = % Zl sin (/T) and§ = 21 TED el S =e3é5 te3Es.
j= j=
We are interested in the Fourier symbol for = —1, 0, 1. To this end we need the

following integrals

/h d& 2 N & t tan % ! gl
3= — [ ———— arctan ———=— R —
d2 42 SlIl2 E32h 42 4 + h242 h242 7% d /4 + h2d2
h 4+h2d2 — —
/h 2h~! sinz% d h /h(l 1 )ds
7ds3 == -5 )45 =T -
b grsin® T2 N 1 sin® ,/4+ Jatwa
— — <
e % T
/h h! coshé‘3 / h='(1 — 25sin? h%)ds / h! i
3= 3 = 3
kA d* + sm2 ‘532'1 J d> + ,% sin? % . d> + h42 sin? &h
h h h
p -1 h&3
2h~!sin? > 2 hdm
- 3 s = —F—— T+ —,
o+ g sin 5 hd\/4 + h?d® 4+ n2d>
h
and
/ h=1 cos 2hés dey ) /2 cosdt 2
I e
-5 -7
: 2, G2 2 20 _ 2 ¢ gin2
2 1 — 8cos”tsin“ ¢t d2h2 + d2h2 Ccos“ t sin“ t
= T oo, dr=2 dt
dh | 14 gpsinti 1+Wsmt

[N
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_, /2 (12174—2 g /2 sinzt—l—coszz—|—dz470052tsin2tdt
: 1—1—1124751n2t : 1+df751n2t
-2 -2
i 3 3 3
2 ( ! +2)/ ! d 2/ S0, 2/ 2 tdt
= —_ ——dt — —dt — cos
d?h? a 1—1—11247$in2t a 1+dz47$in2t a
L -2 -2 -2
5 ( 1 ) /’l343 T h242
_ — T =T
212
dh ,/4+h2d2 2 Jatna?r 2
W2 a3 T h*d?
=2 (—+2¢h+ *) ——n -7
i Qh 2 /4+h242 2
Now, for n3 = 0 we get
FE~(1,0) = / hoa-o L
(24 )2 2

i = 4 .
3 ef (1 — %) —e*(l — e7h%)
x — + d&3ds
[ ((_12 + & sin? &% h(d® + 7 sin® 5% =
—n

h? 2
1 / ihn,y—g) L
= 2 Z R v
2n) e ez 2
; £ 1 he
S_ _ — COS 3
X — 4 (ef —e7) d&ydE
[(c_m Lsin? S0 @2 4 5 sin? 53’1)) B

/h( g_ n ( 4 _) 2k~ sin? h& )dg dé
X — 4+ (e — _— 3
i 5_12 + ;—2 sin? % 3 d2 sm2 532}’
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This results in

1

1
+ p— =
-t (e -) (5 ———
V4 + h2d? 2,/4 + h2d?
Furthermore, for the case n3 = 1 we have

RET0D =g [ X o

FrE1(E,0) =

mwﬂ

[ % %] n€Z2
z - _
§ §
x [ eTioh — = d&d
[ (d2 + };iz sin? 532]7 d>+ & sin2 &8
-
1 ihnn—g) 1
_ pinn—§) ~
| Xty
(2m) . o T
T ~ . .
. § el (1 — e'h83 —e3 | — e ihés
x/e_’&h 5 . T 3 ( 2)4 (Sh ) d&3dé
i d°+ h—zsin2 3 hd” + 5 sin? &%) -
-
_ ! / 3> oihtnn—8 1
(2m)? 2
n’%]z QEZz
T e | -
e i& §, 6;_(1 _ elh§3) — 5 (1—e 1h§3) itsh
x 2, 4 . 2&h 2, 4 . 2&h e dEdE
o d”+ 55 sin” 2 h(d” + 35 sin” 357)
~
1

4 sin? &8 h(i2+};izs1n2 &h

(dzg cos &3h ef (e Bh — 1) —eF (e—i53h) e—zisgh))dssdg

/ 57 cos &3h h=' cos h&; ht
X/ Toaa TG 2 R 1 2
4 sin? &5 d* + w7 sin? & d* + 2 sin? 53

( h=!cos his h~' cos2h& ))dé de
_ 3dé.

4 Gin2 & 24 4 p2 &h
h2 2 4+h2S1n 2

9 Birkhauser
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Here, we get

FhETE D)
1 |~ 27 h’dsw
= |t |[—F—=mt——
i d\/4+ h2d? 4+ h2d?

2 N hdm
—ey 4 e
hd.\/4 + h?d? 4+ h2d?
1 h3d3 s
—2|:(—+20_lh+ ) —7T -7

dh Ja+nd? 2
n hdm 21
oF _
3
hd,/4 + h2d2 ,/4 +h2d*>  hd,/4+ h2d?

E [ 24a0  ha\ _ [ 3hd+r 2 1
— | -4 +

- +
2.4 + h2d? 2 /422 22
n hd 1
+€3 —_—— — z
2,/4 + h2d?
Finally, the case n3 = —1 being similar to the above case of n3 = 1, we have that
(27) holds. O

Now, conditions (23) and (24) can be written as

FhETT(E, —1)€3+-7:hf+(§, D)+ FRE"(E, 0)e3 FrfT(E.0) = =FunfH(E D).
(28)
as well as

FhE™ Y& Des Fuf~ (. —D) + FhE~ (5, 0)e3 Fif 7 (€, 0) = Fi f~ (. —1).
(29)
on the Fourier side. The zero layer will not be very interesting for our investigation
here. Nevertheless, for sake of completeness on the zero layer we have

FhE"HE Des FufH(E,0) + FRE~H(E,0)e FrfH(E, 1) =0,
FhE~H(E —Def Fif (€, 0) + FoE~F(E, 0)e3 Firf (€, —1) =0, (30)

respectively.
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This allows us to write the terms (28) and (29) using the above lemma in Fourier
domain. Here, we obtain

3 24+ d2h: hd hd 1
? +——_7— —63_ ——_z e;‘fhf+(§,1)
£ \2,/4+ h2d? 2./4 + h2d?

1 hd

1
Rt - [ et [
d [+ n2a? 2 /4t n2d?

es Fnfr(E,0),
31)

as well as

§_ [ 24+4d**  hd

e e L
d \ofa+ng? 2 2,/4+th2

3 L nd
=Fuf - =

d ,/4+h242 2,/4 + h2d?

) ey Fuf (& —1)

e§ Fif (€. 0).
(32)
Again, for the zero layer we get
E (2w + hd i
( d (2 4rn2d® 2 ) + ey (—2 el 2)) ey SFnfT &,0)

& _
- (tm () amsren. ®

and

g; 24-d%h? A hd L . B
(d ( JA+h2d? 2) €3 (zm 2)) [ Fnf (%_',O)

_ (& _ (1 ha e
= (d m+e3 (2 T 4+h2d2))€3]:hf &, -1, (34)

Now, to get conditions for our boundary values we need to study the solvability of
equations (31) and (32). To simplify the presentation of our calculations we introduce

the following abbreviations:

PO U E R AN
d \ofat+n2a2 2 d o+ n2g?
hd 1

C=—ou-+—-  — —.

24+ n2d? 2
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We would like to point out that C is a scalar operator while A and B are vector-
valued operators. Since egc act like projectors ( (eéc)2 = 0!) and C3 can be realized as
C;=0Cr® e;' Coe;Cr 0 e; e3 C,, where C; is the complexified Clifford algebra
spanned by {e?‘, e, e; , €5 }, we can further decompose our functions into

FEE.0) = Fif* 6.0 = F0 + e B0+ ey 0 e e F
FrE D =FffE D= F""+ef B +es F 4 efes B,
FoE —)=Fuf G -D=F ' +efF, +esFy ™ tefes 7!
+.0 =0 +1 -1 . _ .
where the components Fj , Fj , Fj , Fj ,j =1,2,3,4, take values in the sub-
algebra of C,.

Let us start with layer 1. Using the above decomposition we can write Condition
(31) on the 1—layer as

(A+B=-esC e +1) (FP +ed B+ e il 4 e e 1))

=—(B-efO)es (O +ed O+ e O+ e FO), 39)

which leads to the following system

£ —(A+B) FH! =—CF,",
+,1 +,0
(C+1)F = BF;°,
(€ + 1) F;! —B (FIJ“O - Fj’o) ,

CRM + A+ B I + P = C (FF0 = FF°) + BF,

First of all, we observe that given the values of our function on the 0—layer we can
obtain its values on the 1—layer as

Fr' =+ BE,
Ffl=—C+ 1D (CC+1)—(A+B)B) F, ™",
Fl =+ 07 B (- B, (36)

F =+ D (BE € c+ -+ BB (F - F)).

-1 . . . hd 1 _ .
Hereby, we remark that (C + 1) " exists, since (C + 1) = (—2 eys + 2) 01is

equivalent to 4 + h2d*> = h%d>.
But, more important, by eliminating F2+ Oand F ]+’0 - F 4+ 0 we get the following
conditions

(37

(C(C+1)—(A+B)B)F,"' + BE,"' =0,
B(F' = FhY+(C(C+D)—(A+ BB FH =0
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for the function on the 1—layer. This leads to the following characterization for a
function to be a boundary value of a discrete monogenic function.
We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Proof We only need to remark that C(C + 1) — (A + B)B = 1 \/ﬁ - 1).

Moreover, in this case the values on the 0—layer are given from (36) by

+0_E (na hd )

F, —7(7—1- 1+(7))F1’

P+ P+ 3 / 2

1’0 4’0—d(h2d+ 1+(h2d))F3.

and the discrete monogenic function itself is obtained by applying the discrete upper
Cauchy transform. O

(38)

The condition in the previous theorem is given component-wise. But one would
like to have an expression it in terms of the function itself. To obtain such a condition
we remark that we have

s F=e3(Fi —Fy) — (1 +efe;) P,
e;es F=—(1+efe;)F) —e; F.

— 272
By abbreviating % w := G in Condition (2) we obtain F; = —G~'F, and

F3 = —G~! (F| — F4) . Hence, we have
e;efF=—G e (F—F)+G ' (1+efe;)Po=—-G ey F=¢;G'F.
This results in
e;(efF-G'F)=0.

In the same way, from e3+F = e§F1+e§re§Fg ande;regF = e;eg(Fl —F4)—e3+F2,
together with Condition (2), we obtain

e;e;F = —Ge;e;Fg — Ge;Fl = —Ge;F = e;'GF.
Here, we arrive at
+0,— _
e; (e F—GF)=0.

Now, taking into account that (e; ey tes e; )F = —F we can sum up both terms
and get
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£ 2 L hd —\J4+n2d’
— . F +e5
hd — /4 + h2d?

This allows us to get the desired characterization of a boundary value of a discrete
monogenic function in terms of the function itself, thus proving Corollary 2.2.
Based on Corollary 2.2 we can introduce the operator

3 hd — /4 + h*d* 2
Hif=F | = |ef + ey
+ h 3 2 3
hd — /4 + h2d?

d Fnf

which satisfies H? f = f.
Now, let us take a look at the case of the lower half plane. For the (—1)-layer and
using our abbreviations we can write (32) as:

1+ C) Fz_v_l = —BFI_’()’
Fr'v@a+BF! = —CF ",
Fy ' 4 (A+B) (F(’*1 - F;'*‘) =—CF;", (39)

C (Fl_’_l - F4_’_1) —(A+B)F, —F =cF - B .

Again, we can obtain the values of the function on the (—1)—layer in terms of its
values on the 0—layer.

Frl=—cC+D7'(C(C+D)—-(A+B) B F
Fl=—+1)7 ' BFY,

Fyl = —(C+ D)7 (C(C+1) - (A+ B)B) Fy ", (40)
Fol=—c+ 07 (Cc+D—A+B B F - BF ).
as well as the condition for the function on the (—1)—layer.
—BF, '+ (C(C+1)—(A+B)B)F, ! =0, "
(C(C+1)—(A+B)B) (Ff"1 — F[’_l) — BF; "' =0. S

In the same way as in the case of the discrete upper half space we can obtain an
equivalent description for the lower half space, as indicated in Theorem 2.3. In fact,
from (39) we can obtain the values on the 0—layer as
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o & hd \?
F, =—7(7+ 1+(7) )Fz,

_ & [ ha hd\? '
F3’0=—7<7+ 1+(7) )(F1—F4)

(42)

Similar to the case of the discrete upper half plane we would like to have a char-
acterization of a boundary value of a discrete monogenic function in terms of the
function itself. Let us start again with

ey F=e5 (FI — Fs) — (1 +efey) Py,
ege;F =—( —l—e;re;)Fl —e; Fs.

e}

_ hd—A+/4+h2d?
hd—Nithd . _ G to

Again, we use condition (3) together with the abbreviation 5

obtain F1 = GF> and F3 = G (F; — Fy4) . This leads to

N[

e;es F =Gey (FI — Fy) — G(1 +efe;)F» = Ge; F = —e; GF.
Here, we get
e;(e3F+GF) =0.

In the same way, from e3+F = e;Fl +e§re§F3 and e;regF = e;e;(Fl —F4)—e3+F2,
we obtain

efe;F=Glefe; F3+G el Fl =G el F=—efG'F.
Hence, we have
eI (GT'F+e;F)=0.
Like in the case of the discrete upper half sphere we get

—F=¢jefF+efesF
=—e¢;GF —eiG'F

+ =
= —e3 — F—ey— F
d 2 d pg — Ja+ n2g?
§ ([ _hd—JA+na* 2
=-=|-o——F5—F-4 F

07
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This proves Corollary 2.4. We can again point out that Equation 4 induces the

following operator
£ 2 hd — /4 — hd?

H f==F | = | +ey 3

d\ 7 pd— Ja+n2d

which satisfies H2 f = f.
Furthermore, we would like to remark that both Conditions (2) and (3) are linear.
This motivates the following definition.

Fnf

Definition 4.2 We define the upper discrete Hardy space hj,‘ as the space of discrete

functions f €[, (hZ?, C3) whose discrete 2D-Fourier transform fulfils system (2) and
the lower discrete Hardy space i, as the space of discrete functions f € [, (hZ?, C3)
whose discrete 2D-Fourier transform fulfils system (3).

First of all it is obvious from the construction that the upper and lower discrete
Hardy spaces are indeed spaces. The principal question at this point is: Does the
decomposition of the continuous L ,-space into Hardy spaces still holds true in the
discrete case?

We start by studying the intersection of the two spaces, i.e. h; Nh,,. This means we
are interested in what functions f have their discrete 2D-Fourier transform F = Fj, f
fulfil both (37) and (41), i.e.

(C(C+1)—(A+B)B) Fi1 + BF; =0,

B(Fi — F4) + (C(C+1)—(A+ B)B) F3 =0,
—BFi +(C(C+1)—(A+B)B)F;, =0,
(C(C+1) —(A+B)B)(F1 — F4) — BF3 =0.

First of all, from the first and third equation we get

(B*+(C(C+ 1)~ (A+ B)B)*)F, =0.

We remark that B2+ (C(C + 1) — (A+ B)B)? # O since h?d*> = (hd —2),/4 + h2d*
does not have any positive roots. This implies F, = F| = 0.
Furthermore, from the second and fourth equations we obtain

(B> +(C(C+1)—(A+ B)B)>)F3 =0

which again implies F3 = F4 = 0. Therefore, we have h[f N h,, = {0}. The question
is now, what is P4 f + P_ f? Here we have:

Fn [P+ f + P_f]

242
[ hd— A+ 2

e3 +e

3
2 hd — \J4 + h2d>

S

—ljff+1
— 27T

Fnf

||
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- I an
1 L& [ 2 _hd —\J4—hd

+-Fnf—5 |5 | & +e3 Fnf
2 21 4\ 7 ha— Jatn2a? 2
1 2 hd — 4+ h?d’ ( )
=Fif - 5= - e —e3) Ff
2d \ pa— Ja+n2a? 2
hd & _ B
Z}-hf_?__j(";_e%)fhf

Therefore, we get

h ~ h —~
(Py+P)f=f- 5?;1 [5,@ - e;)fhf] =f+(f - e§>§f;1 [éﬁf] :

Moreover, this equation can further be rewritten as

2
h
(P++P,)f=f+(6‘§r—eg)EZ[elja;kJrel:a’jk]f'
k=1

Notice that Z%Zl [e,}Ir 0, kg e 8; k ] represents the discrete Dirac operator Dh_+ in
2D. When h goes to zero this term disappears.

Due to the properties of H; and H_ we can introduce the Plemelj or Hardy projec-
tions Py = % (I +Hy)and P— = % (I + H-) . From the previous constructions it is
clear that f € h;r is equivalent to say that P, f = f, while f € h,, means P_ f = f.
We remark that the projectors Py and P_ together with their respective projectors
Q4 =1—Pyand Q_ = I — P_ provide two Hardy-type decompositions, one acting
on the 1-layer and the other on the —1-layer.

We now conclude this section with the proof of Theorem 2.5.

Proof We begin with the remark that once the pair (F10, F+1) resp. (F~0, F~~1),
is obtained the decompositions are obvious by construction. For the individual con-

struction of the pairs we need the extensions to the zero layer from the 1-layer, resp.
the —1-layer. We have for the 1-layer

+,1 +,0
(C+1)F' = BF,
€+ F =B (R - F)

so that by e; FT0 = 5 (F1+’0 - FI’O) + e;e;F;’o we get

— — — L1 — .1
ey FP0 = B™NC + D)(—e; Fi' +e5ef FY),
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that is

= ATFHL,

hd + /4 + h2d?
f—( e3F+ +ege +F+1);

3
_ 0 _ 2
€3F+ 7 )

In a similar way, we have for the case of the lower lattice

I

|
a
-
.o

oy (A+ B)F;, !

Fy ' 4 (A+B) (F —Fp —1) = —CF;".
which means that e;F"O = e? Fl_’0 + e;“e; F3_’O can be obtained by
GF 0= O (T eder )
—(—=0)"'(A + B) (e;F;‘l —etey (Fl_’_l — F4_’_1)) ,

that is to say,

2,/4+ h2d?
hd + /4 + h2d®
ey

r _h:l—,/4+h2d2 (E;F; e _(F‘TI_F“?H))

+ =0 _ + =1 + —p——1
3 F = —e3 F, —e3e; F3 )

Furthermore, we get on the zero layer
3sF ' =ef F 04 ey FO=AtFHl A= F—7!

which can be seen as the discrete equivalent of the usual jump condition in the con-
tinuous case.

5 Convergence Results
Finally, we are interested how far our discrete results correspond to the results in the

continuous case. That means we need to study what happens if our lattice constant &
goes to zero. Let us denote by Cr the continuous Cauchy transform

Crf(y) = / E(x — y)(—e3) f)dTs, ¥ = (3, y3) € B, y3 = 0,
R2
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3
with E (x) being the fundamental solution to the Dirac operator D = > e jai (c.f.
j=r
[12]). For the convergence of our upper discrete Cauchy transform we have the follow-
ing theorem. A similar theorem holds in case of the lower discrete Cauchy transform.

Theorem 5.1 If f € L, (R?,C3) NC*(R?,C3),0 < < 1,1 < p < +o00, then we
get

[Crfe) =) = ISl i, 43)

for any point y € Z, and C > 0 being a constant independent on h and f.

Proof Let us first remark that for functions f € L, (Rz, C3)nc (R2,C3),0 <a <
I, 1 < p < oo, we have || f(-h)lp+2/« < CllfllL,- This is an easy adaptation of
Lemma 3.1 in [7]. We will consider a fixed point y such that there exist for a given &
an my, with y = myh and y3 > 1. Now, let W(x) be a square with center x and edge
length h. Furthermore, let 1/g + 1/p = 1and 1/s 4+ 1/(p + 2/«) = 1 then we have

crfm = ctrm)

‘/ x =y, =33) (—e) f(e, 00T+ > [E; (wh =y =ys) ef f(wh. 1h)

neZ?

+E T (Qh — v, h— y3) e5 f(nh, 0)]h2

B Z( / E(x —y, —y3)(—e3 —e5) f(x,0)dlx
n€Z? Winh)

+ [t (nh = . —v3) e . Uy + 7 (ah = y.h = ys) €5 fah, 0)])h2
= Z (‘ [ (=3 =) = B (wh = 3. —s) | w12

E + nhfy hfy3) (ﬂhfl,hfyg)]e;f(ﬂh,O)‘hz)

nh —y, —y3 e f(nh, 1h)h? — / E (x ~y, —y3) et f(x,0)dTy
Wnh)

( nh—y, )eg f(nh, O)h — / E(X—X, —yg) ey f(x,0)dTy

W (nh)

neZz

(‘E + nh—y, —y3) E(ﬁh—z, —ys)‘}f(ﬂh, 1h)|n*
+(E,;+ (ah—z,h—yg)—E(gh—z,h—y)’}f(gh,0)|h2.)

Birkhduser



J Fourier Anal Appl (2014) 20:715-750 747

+|> | E (gh ~y, —y3) et f(uh, 1) — / E (x -y, —y3) et f(x,0)dT,

neZ? Winh)

+ | D0 | B (nh = y.h = v3) &5 fah, 007 - / E(x =y, =ysh) 5 f(x,00dT,

nez? W (nh)

with ¢; = 2%/2. Now, Hélder’s inequality and Lemma 2.8 provides

> Bt (wh — v —93) = E (wh =y, ~33) || b, 1) |02
neZ?

1/s
s
=\ 2 ‘Ef(nh—z, —y3) — E(nh — y, —y3)‘ S I NS

neZ?

< CLh"™25 | fll p2ja

as well as

> Bt (wh = yoh = v3) = B (wh = y.h = 33) || h, 0)] 2
neZ?
1/s

N
<X |Et (wn—yn—vs) = E(wh =y = 3s) [ 1) WS lpsase
neZ?

< A" fll pr2sa

The third term
S (B (h - yo-m) e rah mpt = [ E (v y.-n) ef fx 0

neZ? W (nh)
can be modified to

= Z / (E (Eh - —ys) ey [f(mh, 1h) — f(x,0)]dT,

n€Z2y (i)

b [ 18 (wh =y ) — B (v = 3 -0a)lef £ 00
W (nh)
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We can estimate the first term using Holders inequality:

D / E (Qh ~y, —y3) et [Fh, 1h) = f(x,0)]dT

QEZZW(ﬂh)
1/q p
q
e Z’E(gh—z, —y3)’ h24 > / ‘f(nh 1) — fex, 0| ar,
nez? neZzw(nh)

1/q
1
<C S h?
< z<z |nh—y,—y3|2q> £z,
2622 Z

For the second term we can use the Taylor expansion for the kernel:

> / [E (nh - —y3) -k (x - —y3) ]e;f(x, 0)dT,

n€Z2 Wy (uh)

D>

n€Zyy (i) k=1

=6 Z |(nh

0 E (nh — x. —y3) ‘x=v“x" — ngh|| £(x, 0)|dT,

1/p

/ | f(x,0)[PdT, < Gl £,

W (nh)

h2t2/q

The last term can be estimate in the same way as the third term. Since we have
I fllp+2/¢ < Cllf L, we get our result by joining all estimates together. O

Since we have the convergence of our discrete Cauchy transforms to the continuous
Cauchy transform the question remains how far (31) and (32) correspond to the classic
continuous case when 7 — 0.

If we let 1 — 0 on both sides of terms (31) and (32), we get

1—i§ 1 3+ 1-i§ 1 + 7+ —
(EE—EE )€3f (S O)+(2 |§_| 563)€3f (és 0)—07 (44)
1-i§ 1 3+ 1 -i§ 1+ -7+ — _ 7t
(5@%)“ “ O”(z g )f €0 =-F"¢0,

(45)
as well as

=g 1\, —i& 1\~

17 o+ 5L 0)=0, (6
(2 7t )3f(§ >+(2 f 2o )egf@ ) (46)
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=i 1\ e o
EE—E% e [7(§,0)=f(§,0).

(47)

5 [(E.0)+

Hereby, fi(g . 0) denote the limits of F=*!(§) = Fj, f*(&, &1h) when h — 0, as
well as F£0(§) = 7, f%(&, 0). Therefore, we obtain

1 —ié ~ 1 N
Eﬁ(eﬁe?) FrE0 = (edes +e5ef) [T 0.
__'g.- R R : R
zﬁ (6; + e;) f+(§, O) = _f+(§, O) — E (e;eg + 8;6;) er(g’ 0)’ (48)
as well as

1—l§ — +\ = 0 _ 1 + - R O

EE(% +€3)f (&, )——z(e3e3+e3e3)f ,0),

1—i - . 1 R

5% (3 +e3) TG0 =70+ 3 (ee; +esed) F(£.0). (49)

Now, if we remember our initial splitting of the Euclidean basis ez = e; + e;r with

e;‘ ey +es e; = —1, Equations (48) and (49) can be rewritten as
—i& —~ —
5 e FHE0 =T 0, (50)
—i& ~
ol Go=7¢o, (51)

respectively. The last expressions are the Plemelj—Sokhotzki formulae for the half
space in the continuous case [17].
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