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Abstract

As is the case for the theory of holomorphic functions in the complex plane, the
Cauchy Integral Formula has proven to be a cornerstone of Clifford analysis, the
monogenic function theory in higher dimensional euclidean space. In recent years,
several new branches of Clifford analysis have emerged. Similarly as to how hermitian
Clifford analysis in euclidean space R>" of even dimension emerged as a refinement of
euclidean Clifford analysis by introducing a complex structure on R>*, quaternionic
Clifford analysis arose as a further refinement by introducing a so-called hypercomplex
structure @Q, i.e. three complex structures (I, J, K) which follow the quaternionic
multiplication rules, on R*”?, the dimension now being a fourfold. Two, respectively
four, differential operators lead to first order systems invariant under the action of the
respective symmetry groups U(n) and Sp(p). Their simultaneous null solutions are
called hermitian monogenic and quaternionic monogenic functions respectively. In this
contribution we further elaborate on the Cauchy Integral Formula for hermitian and
quaternionic monogenic functions. Moreover we establish Caychy integral formula
for osp(4/2)-monogenic functions, the newest branch of Clifford analysis refining
quaternionic monogenicity by taking the underlying symplectic symmetry fully into
account.
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1 Introduction

The concept of a fundamental solution of a differential operator is crucial to the
development of the function theory for the null-solutions of this operator. In particular,
the Cauchy kernel

o L]
R

which is the fundamental solution of the Cauchy—Riemann operator d; = % (0x+1 dy),
ie.

0zE(z) = 8(2)

is at the heart of the theory of the holomorphic functions in the complex plane. A
cornerstone in this theory is the Cauchy Integral Formula, which reproduces a holo-
morphic function f in the interior of a bounded domain D from its values on the
(piecewise) smooth boundary 9 D:

fo=— [ L& cb. (1)
2mi aD S — 2

The Cauchy kernel also is the key ingredient of the Cauchy transform which generates
a holomorphic function H in the interior and the exterior of D from a given smooth
function 4 on the boundary 9 D, through the integral

Ho == [ " 4 gop.
2ni Jop € — 2

The Cauchy Integral Formula in the complex plane has been generalised to the case
of several complex variables in two ways. On the one hand taking a holomorphic kernel
and integrating over the distinguished boundary dgD = ]_[;l= 1 9D; of a polydisk
D =[]}_; Dj in C" leads to the representation formula

fGi, o ) = A&y N---NdE, zj € Dj.

1 / fG1 . 8)
@ri)" Joop (E1 —z1) -+ (6n — 2n)

On the other hand integrating over the (piecewise) smooth boundary d D of a bounded
domain D in C" in combination with the Martinelli-Bochner kernel, see e.g. [20,21],
which is no longer holomorphic but still harmonic, results into the formula

FG) = /aD FOUE? . F=(Ghom. o eD, )
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with

L (=D &=
U, 2) = 1yt [ge. 3
©9= Gy ;( " o 98] 3)

where
[déj]=d§f/\-~-/\dsj?_1Ad$;+1/\-~-/\d§,fAd.§1A~--Ad§n

and -¢ denotes complex conjugation. For some historical background on formula (2),
which was obtained independently by Martinelli and Bochner, we refer to [20]. When
n = litreduces to the traditional Cauchy Integral Formula (1); forn > 1, itestablishes
a connection between harmonic and complex analysis.

An alternative for generalising the Cauchy Integral Formula to higher dimension is
offered by Clifford analysis, which originally studied the so-called monogenic func-
tions, i.e. continuously differentiable functions defined in an open region of euclidean
space R, taking their values in the Clifford algebra Rg ,,, or subspaces thereof, and
vanishing under the action of the Dirac operator

m
0= ey 0x,
a=1

which corresponds, under Fourier duality, to the Clifford vector variable

m
Xzzeaxa

a=1

(eq)l_; being an orthonormal basis of R underlying the construction of the Clifford
algebra Ry ,,. Monogenic functions are the natural higher dimensional counterparts
of holomorphic functions in the complex plane. The Dirac operator factorizes the
Laplacian A,, = —32, and is invariant under the action of the Spin(m)-group which
doubly covers the SO(m)-group, whence this framework is usually referred to as
euclidean (or orthogonal) Clifford analysis. Standard references in this respect are
[7,16,18,19].

In euclidean Clifford analysis the Cauchy Integral Formula for a monogenic func-
tion f in an open neighbourhood of the closure of a bounded domain D in R with
smooth boundary d D reads

FX) = / E(Y — X)doy f(¥), XeD, @
oD
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where now the Cauchy kernel E(X) is the fundamental solution of the Dirac operator.
It is given by
EX) = L X
2

a,, being the area of the unit sphere S” ! in R, ~ denoting Clifford algebra conjugation
and doy being a Clifford algebra valued differential form of order (m — 1) given by

m
doy =Y e; (~1)/'dx;
j=1

where the notation d X ; means that dX ; is omitted in the outer product of the differ-
entials, i.e.

dX; =dX\ A...ANdXj  AdXj AL AdX,,  j=1.,m.

For a thorough study of the concept of fundamental solutions in Clifford analysis we
refer to [13].

The Cauchy Integral Formula (4), which reproduces a monogenic function in the
interior of the domain D from its values on d D, has been a cornerstone in the function
theoretic development of euclidean Clifford analysis. The related Cauchy transform
acting on smooth functions ~ on d D, generates monogenic functions in the interior

DT = B and the exterior D~ = R™\ D of D through
g(&)sz E(Y -~ X)doy h(Y), XeD*U D", )
with
Kli_gnoo gX)=0

the non-tangential boundary values on dD being given by Plemelj—Sokhotzki type
formule, see [3] or [19, Sect. 3.5].

This paper is devoted to establishing a Cauchy Integral Formula for so-called
0sp(4]2)-monogenic functions, the newest branch in Clifford analysis, meanwhile
giving an overview of the attempts to establish Cauchy integral formule in hermitian
and quaternionic Clifford analysis. The ingredients in any of these settings should
thus be: a differential operator D and its fundamental solution K serving as a kernel
for an integral transform which will reproduce null solutions of D in the interior of a
bounded domain D out of their values on the boundary d D of that domain, and also
will generate null solutions of D in the interior and the exterior of D out of given
function values on dD.
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2 Hermitian Monogenicity

The first refinement of monogenicity is so-called hermitian monogenicity, for which
the setting is fixed as follows: take the dimension to be even m = 2n, rename the
variables as

(le ~--7X2n) = (XI, y19-x2a )’2, '-~s-xn7 )’n)

and consider the standard complex structure I,, i.e. the complex linear real SO(2n)-

matrix
. 01
I, = diag (_1 0) ,

for which H%n = —FEy,, E,, denoting the identity matrix. We then define the rotated
vector variable X and the corresponding rotated Dirac operator dj by

n
Xy =Tou[X] =) (—yrean—1 + xeen),
k=1

n
o =Toa[9] =) (= dyex—1 + dyeean).
k=1

A differentiable function F taking values in the complex Clifford algebra C,,, then is
called hermitian monogenic in some open region 2 of R**, if and only if in that region
F is a solution of the system

(dF =0, 3 F = 0}. (©6)

However, one can also introduce hermitian monogenicity, involving a complexifica-
tion, by means of the projection operators 7t = i%(l =+ i ;). They produce the
Witt basis vectors

_ 1 .
ft = [ex—1] = —5(1 —ily)lex—1l, k=1,...,n,
Tt T k=1
fr =7 lek—11 = 2( +i o) leax—11 =1,....n,
following to the properties

fifi +fefi =0, fifl +fifi =0, f;fl +fif; =8jk.  jk=1....n,
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which imply their isotropy. By means of this Witt basis, we define the hermitian vector
variables

1 n n
g=771X]= =50 —il)IX] = ) (a+iv) fe = Yz
k=1

=nt[X]= —(1-|-zI[2,,) X]= Z(Xk—IYk)fk = Zzifz

k=1

having introduced complex variables (zx, z}) in n respective complex planes. Corre-
spondingly, the hermitian Dirac operators arise

1 1
0] = 7701 = =71 —ily)[d Zazkfk’
b= o) = Latimo = Y o]
Z 2 4 n Zk ke

k=1

It follows that for a function F on R?" = C” the hermitian monogenic system (6) is
equivalent to the system

{0,F =0,9]F =0}

which can be shown to be invariant under the action of the unitary group U(n). The
basics of hermitian monogenicity theory can be found in e.g. [4,5,14,22]; for group
theoretical aspects of this function theory we refer to [15,17].

In the real approach to hermitian monogenicity we have the fundamental solutions

EX) = — X Ex(X) = — Xy
T n, xpr TN T g X P

for the operators d and Jy respectively, where now ap, denotes the area of the unit
sphere S2"~! in R?". By projection they give rise to their hermitian counterparts,
explicitly given by

2
E(z) =27 [E(X)] = —EX)+i El(X) = Tﬁ
"z
.
E'@) = 2 [EQ] = EX) +i Ex(X) = — 5,
azn |§i

whence
1
EQX) =3 (E'(2) — E@)).
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However, the latter turn out not to be fundamental solutions for the hermitian Dirac
operators. Indeed, it holds, in the distributional sense, that

1 2 2 ) ng
agE(g)—2—ﬂ5(§)+a—ﬂFp||—4p——p( P)FPWs @)
1 zT
0 E'(2) = —<2p ﬁ)S(z)+T(2p ﬁ)FpW—a—( PE

®)

where g = Y7/, fZ fx 1s a Clifford constant and Fp stands for the finite parts distri-
bution. But introducing the particular circulant (2 x 2) matrices

o _ (% 9 _(E@ E'Q _ (s O
peo = (50 5 ) ro=(59 55) 0= )

it was obtained in [6] that
whence the concept of a fundamental solution has to be reinterpreted for a matrix

Dirac operator. Also observe that the matrix Dirac operator D, iy still factorizes the
Laplacian, since o

4’D(§7§*)DE§»§T) = Ao,

where Ay, denotes the diagonal matrix with the Laplace operator in dimension 2n as
the diagonal element.

Consequently, also the concept of hermitian monogenicity has to be reinterpreted:
we say that a circulant matrix function

G% — <gl gZ)
82 41

with continuously differentiable entries g1 and g, defined in an open region Q C R?"
and taking values in Cy,, is hermitian monogenic if and only if it satisfies in €2 the
system
1
D :hG2 =0,

where O denotes the zero matrix, or, explicitly,

ag'gl +8§}g2=07
3. g1+ 9,8 =0.
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Clearly if the functions g and g, both are hermitian monogenic then the circulant
matrix function Gé is hermitian monogenic, but the converse does not hold in general.
However for the special case of a diagonal or anti-diagonal matrix function

Gy = (g Og) or Go= <g ‘g)

i.e.when g1 = g and go = 0 or vice versa, the hermitian monogenicity of G coincides
with the hermitian monogenicity of g.

3 The Cauchy Integral Formula in the Hermitian Case

In even dimensional Euclidean space (m = 2n) the classical Cauchy Integral Formula
(4) still reads

f@):/ E(Y — X)doy f(Y). Xe D,
oD

but now with E(X) as given in the previous section and the differential form doy of
order (2n — 1) given by

n

dox =) (e2j—1dxj — e2;dy;)
=1

according to the new notations.

A formal Cauchy Integral Formula for hermitian monogenic circulant matrix func-
tions was first obtained in [6]. We recall the consecutive steps needed to arrive at this
result. Introducing the notations

dzj =dzi NdzZi A ANdzjoy ANdZG_y NdZG Adzj AdZS g A Adzy Adzy,

©)
dzS =dzy AdZ§ AL Adzj AdIS_ Ndzp Adzjg A5 A A dzg Ad
(10)

it is easily obtained that

dz; = 2"~V (=i)" [dx; +idy;],
- —1 . - T
de' =2"" (=) [dxj —ldyj],

leading to the hermitian differential forms defined to be
n n -
dog =Y fidz;, dos=—) f;ds,

j=1 j=1
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which also may be obtained by projection

1

do, = (=i)"2" 'w " [dox] —5(—1')”2"—l (dox —idoy,),
1

doy = (—i)"2" 'n*[doy] = 5(—1’)"2"—1 (dox +idoy,),

whence

1
doy = —2”71(_1,),1 (dO'Z}- —doy).

Then, for a bounded domain D C R?" with smooth boundary D and a herglitian
monogenic full circulant matrix function Gé in an open neighbourhood of D, the
Cauchy Integral Formula reads

Gy = 5

/ E@—-2d%,HG(Y), XeD, (1)
aD -

where v is the hermitian vector variable corresponding to ¥ = v’ — v running over
9D, and z is the hermitian vector variable corresponding to X = z' — z situated in
the interior of D. The matrix differential form d X, ,+) is given by

- dUQ deT
A%t = <d0v+ dov)'

The multiplicative constant appearing at the right hand side of formula (11) originates
from the re-ordering of 2n real variables into n complex planes.

In the special case where Gé is taken to be the diagonal matrix function Gy, the
above formula reduces to a genuine Cauchy Integral Formula for the hermitian mono-
genic function g, which explicitly reads

¢ = 5 [ [Ew-2do,+E'w-odoy] s, Xeb. (2)
aD

(=20)"
together with the additional integral identity
| [Ew-2doy+Elw-pan] sy =0. xeb. a3
aD -
which thus should be fulfilled by every function g which is hermitian monogenic in

an open neighbourhood of D.

Remark 1 In formule like (11), (12) and (13) we have used, next to each other, the
cartesian variables X and Y on the one hand, and the hermitian variables z and v on
the other. They are linked by the transition formulae X = j —zand Y = QT —v

o
respectively. Because the variables X and Y represent points located in D and on 0 D
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440 F.Brackx et al.

respectively, we have kept them as function arguments emphasizing their geometric
location, but it is, quite naturally, well understood that the functions involved should
be expressed in terms of the vector variables (z, g"') and (v, v") respectively. In the
forthcoming integral formulea next in this paper the same notation convention will be
used.

Now we will follow another approach and show how the formule (12) and (13)
may be directly derived from the euclidean Cauchy Integral Formula (4). To that end
we consider functions taking values in complex spinor space

S=0Cy I =Cy 1,

which is realized here by means of the primitive idempotent I = I; ... I, with

In [5] it was shown that complex spinor space S, considered as a U(n)-module, decom-
poses as

S=Ps =Pean1 (14)
r=0 r=0

into the U(n)-invariant and irreducible subspaces
ST=(@AHTI,  r=0,...,n,

each of them consisting of r-vectors from (CA,TI multiplied by the idempotent /, where
(CA,TL is the Grassmann algebra generated by the Witt basis elements {fT, ey fl }. The
spaces S" are also called the homogeneous parts of spinor space. Consequently, any
spinor valued function g decomposes as

n
g=2g’, g:C"—5S", r=0,...,n,
r=0

in its so-called homogeneous components. It is worth observing that the action of the
hermitian Dirac operators on a function F" taking values in a fixed homogeneous part
S", will have the following effect:

) F :C" — ST
WF . C"— s,

whence for such a function, the notions of monogenicity and hermitian monogenicity
are equivalent. Indeed, taking into account the fact that

9 =2, —d),
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hermitian monogenicity clearly implies monogenicity for any differentiable function.
Moreover for each homogeneous component g” taking values in the homogeneous
part S, we have seen above that 9.g" will be S"*! valued, while 8; g" will be "1
valued, whence dg” = 0 will force both terms to be zero separately.

A similar decomposition, followed by an analysis of the values, may now be applied
to the Cauchy Integral Formula (4). Indeed, as all building blocks of the hermitian
framework are obtained, up to constants, by projection, we may, conversely, decom-
pose

l'l‘l

E(X) = % (E*(g) - E(;)) and  doy = 5~ (doér - daé) .

Substituting these into (4) yields, foreachr =0, 1,2, ..., n,

¢ =0 [ (Elw-2-Ew-0) (o —do) @)

1
(=2i)"

or rather

g(X) = [ / (E "o —2)doy + E(v — g)d@) g )
aD

1
(=2i)"
T r
- / (E (v —2)doy + E(u— z)dam) g (Z)] .
aD -
Taking into account the definitions of E(z), E T(g), do; and dai, we will have
(ET(Q_E) doyi + E(—2) d%) ) S — S,
while
Efv—2)doyg"(¥) : 8" — S and E(@-—2)doy g (¥): S — § 2

We thus directly obtain (12) for each homogeneous component g”

§X) =

fly — 3 , o
(=2i)" /aD (E (v —2)do,: + E(v z)d%)g Y), XeD,

while (13) can be replaced by the even stronger result
/ E(v—2do,g"(¥Y) =0 = / E'(w—2)doy¢'(¥), XeD,
aD - aD B
since both terms take values in different homogeneous parts. Note that the latter iden-
tities are not trivial. Indeed, as X € D, the integral kernels are not differentiable in D,

whence the Stokes Theorem may not be applied.
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442 F.Brackx et al.

This conclusion may be directly generalised to any spinor valued function g. It
suffices to decompose such a function into its homogeneous parts and invoke the fact
that g is hermitian monogenic if and only if all its homogeneous parts g’ are. We may
thus write the above results separately for each component g" and by adding them up
we obtain the following result.

Proposition 1 Let the spinor-valued function g be hermitian monogenic in the open
region 2 C R2". Then for each bounded domain D with smooth boundary 3D, such
that D C K, it holds that

¢ = o [ (E'w-2doy + E@ - 2don) g0, X €D,
oD

(=2i)"
together with the non-trivial integral identities
| E@-2doy s =0. xeb. (1)
oD -

/ E'(v—2doyg(¥) =0, X eD. (16)
oD

Additional identities are obtained through the action of the hermitian Dirac opera-
tors d; and 82 on formula (12)

0:/ 0, E(v—2)doyg(Y), X €D,
oD -
0=/ 3 E'(v — z)doyi g(¥), X e D.
aD ~ - -
Putting, forv —z # 0,
Ko-2=-9E@-2=0E'@©-2
2 1

== (Be-20" - H+E-me' -Hhe-2).

ay v — 2?2
we obtain the non-trivial integral identities
0= / K@—-2z)doyg(Y), XeD,
aD

0= [ Kw-2doygw. Xeb.
aD -

o
involving a hermitian monogenic integral kernel with a pointwise singularity in D.

Remark 2 As mentioned in the introduction, in complex analysis an alternative way
of generalising the Cauchy Integral Formula to higher dimension is by means of the
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Martinelli-Bochner kernel, see e.g. [20,21]. One of the remarkable results of her-
mitian monogenic function theory is that, when the considered functions take their
values in the nth homogeneous part S” of complex spinor space, hermitian mono-
genicity coincides with holomorphy in the complex variables (z1, ..., z,) and the
above hermitian Cauchy Integral Formula reduces to the Martinelli-Bochner formula,
in this way establishing a nice and interesting connection between hermitian Clifford
analysis and complex analysis in several variables, see also Example 1 in the next
section.

4 The Cauchy Transform in the Hermitian Case

Given a smooth function /4 on the smooth boundary d D of the bounded domain D
in R?", our aim is to generate, through the Cauchy transform, a hermitian monogenic
function in its interior DT and its exterior D~. To that end we consider the integral

/ E(—2)dX ,Ho(Y), XeD"UD,
oD o

for a diagonal matrix function H( with % as diagonal entry. This integral results in a
circulant matrix function Gé in DT U D, with entries g| and g5, given by

Q) = / E(v — 2)doy h(¥) + E' (v — 2) doy: h(Y),
aD

02(X) =/ E(v—2)do,: h(Y) + E"(v — 2) doy h(Y).
oD -

Action by the matrix operator D, _+) learns that the functions g and g satisfy in
DT U D~ the system

aé'gl +8§}g2=07
8§'g1+3§g2:0-

Now we restrict ourselves to considerations about the interior D of the bounded
domain D, the results for the exterior D~ being completely similar. Apparently there
are two possibilities for generating a hermitian monogenic function in D™. The first
possibility consists in assuming that the boundary function /4 satisfies the condition
g2(X) = 0forall X € DT, whence the function g;(X) will be hermitian monogenic
in DT. The second possibility consists in assuming that % satisfies the condition
g1(X) = 0 for all X € D™ which entails the hermitian monogenicity of g(X). At
first sight both possibilities are of equal value, but it will become apparent that the first
option is to be preferred.
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444 F.Brackx et al.

Let us consider the first possibility and assume that the boundary function / satisfies
the condition

o) = / E(v—2)doy h(Y) + E'(v — 2)doy h(¥) = 0 forall X € D
oD -
turning
Q(X) = / Ev—2)doy h(Y) + E' (v — 2) do: h(Y)
oD

into a hermitian monogenic function in D*. Assuming now that the boundary function
h is spinor valued, we can decompose it into its homogeneous parts

n
h=Y h., h:9D—§,
=0
whence the function g; may be rewritten as
n
g0 =3y f E@—2)doy " (Y) + ET (v — 2) doyi I (Y)
r=0 V9D
n
=) g,
r=0

where, for each r = 0, ..., n, the function g/ takes its values in S"and inherits its
hermitian monogenicity in D from g;. In this way the Cauchy transform generates,
out of the spinor-valued boundary function /, a hermitian monogenic function in D7,
this construction being carried out componentwise.

Now consider the case where the spinor-valued boundary function /4 satisfies the
second condition

[ Ew-2donw + E'w-2doy ) =0
oD -

Clearly this condition is fulfilled by the function / if each of its homogeneous com-
ponents i" satisfies it. However, for each r = 0, ..., n, the hermitian monogenic
function

S(X) = f E(—2)doy: i (¥) + E'(v — 2) doy I (¥)
oD -

takes values in S 2 ps +2 and the hermitian monogenic function gy = Zfzo g5
o

in D is not constructed componentwise. This explains our preference for the first
approach.
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Note that the same results may be obtained, starting from the euclidean Cauchy
transform (5) for monogenic functions, by decomposing the Cauchy kernels and the
differential forms into their hermitian counterparts. Indeed, let us consider a smooth
function 4 on d D and let us assume from the beginning that it satisfies the condition

o(X) = / Ev—2)doy: h(Y) + E"(v — 2) doy h(Y)
oD -

=0 forall X e D. (17)

Its Cauchy transform, see (5), yields a monogenic function in D
€0 = [ E@-Xdoyhn), XeD* (18)
aD

Due to condition (17) this function g takes the form

§X) = / E(—2)do, h(Y) + E'(v — 2)do,i h(Y), X € DT,
aD -

(=2i)"

in which we recognize, up to a constant, the function g1, in other words: the function
g is not only monogenic but also hermitian monogenic in D™

It is interesting to investigate the boundary value of this hermitian monogenic
function g(X) for X € D™ tending non-tangentially to a certain point E on dD.
Boundary values of monogenic functions have been studied in e.g. [3]; for a matricial
treatment of the boundary behaviour of hermitian monogenic functions we refer to
[2]. Recall that the Cauchy transform of the smooth function /4 on the boundary 0 D
of the bounded domain D, given by

g(X)Z/ E(Y — X)doy h(Y), X eD"UD",
aD

belongs to the Hardy spaces H,(D™) and H,(D™) with non-tangential boundary
values belonging to the Hardy spaces H2+ (dD) and H, (D) respectively, given by
the Plemelj—Sokhotzki formula

— . IR | - =
gFE = lim gX)= -h(E) +;HAI(E), EeaD,
DtsX—& 2 2
and

~ . 1 -
g (B)= lim T8(£)=—§h(g)+§H[h](9), E €D,

D>X—E
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where H stands for the Hilbert transform given by
HINE@ =2 Pv [ EQ - B)doy hY)
aD

=2 lim E(Y — BE)doy h(Y) (19)
e—>+0 3D, -

withdD, ={Y € 9D :d(Y, E) > €}.
Now, as already mentioned above, for aboundary function # satisfying the condition

/ E(y—g)do,ﬁh(X)+ET@—g)dUEh(D:O forall X e DT UD™
aD -

the Cauchy transform g(X) becomes hermitian monogenicin DU D™ and so belongs
to the Hardy spaces H»(D™) and H, (D ™) of hermitian monogenic functions in D
and D~ respectively, assuming non-tangential boundary values in L;(d D), see [2,3].
Introducing the Hardy space H>(9 D) as the closure in Ly (9 D) of the non-tangential
boundary values of the functions in H, (D), these considerations lead to the following
result.

Proposition 2 [f the function h belongs to the Hardy space H,(d D) and satisfies the
integral condition

[ E(@—2)doyi h(Y) + E'(v —2)doy h(Y) =0 forall X € DY U D™ (20)
aD -

then h belongs to the Hardy space H,(0 D)
As to the converse of Proposition 2 we are able to prove the following.

Proposition 3 If the spinor-valued function h belongs to the Hardy space H>(d D),
then h trivially belongs to the Hardy space H» (0 D) and moreover satisfies the integral
condition (20).

Proof If a function f belongs to the Hardy space H2(d D) then there exists a function
G € Ho(D') C Hy(D™) such that

lim G(X) = f(E), Ee€dD.
X—E

On the other hand the Cauchy transform F of f belongs to Hy(D™) and assumes the
non-tangential boundary value f. This means that the function F — G is monogenic
in DT and assumes the non-tangential boundary value 0, whence F = G. In other
words: the Cauchy transform of a function f € H>(dD) is hermitian monogenic in
D™ and belongs to H,(D ™) with non-tangential boundary value f. When applying
this property to the r-homogeneous component i2” of i, we find that the Cauchy
transform of A", which a priori takes values in " @ S"*2 @ S" 2, assumes the non-
tangential boundary value 42" which takes values only in S". This implies that the
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Cauchy transform of 4" also takes its values in only S”, whence it is the r-homogeneous
component of the Cauchy transform of 4. It follows that each of the homogeneous
components of the boundary function %, and hence also £ itself, satisfies the integral
condition (20) and even the stronger conditions (15) and (16). O

Remark 3 Proposition 3 was formulated for spinor valued functions, however there is
no loss of generality since the complex Clifford algebra C,, decomposes into a direct
sum of copies of spinor space S.

In addition, condition (20) makes it possible to rewrite and simplify expression (19)
defining the Hilbert transform, in terms of the hermitian counterparts to the Cauchy
kernel functions and the differential forms involved. To that end we need the results
of the following lemmata.

Lemma 1 Let X be a point in the interior of a bounded domain D with smooth bound-
ary dD. One has

() =57 Jop ET@—2)doyt + E(u —2)doy =1,
() fyp ET(Q—E)d%: 0,
(i) f,, EQ—2)do,: =0.

Proof These formula readily follow from the well-known result, see e.g. [3],
/ EY —X)doy =1, XeD.
aD -

O

Lemma 2 Let E be a boundary point of a bounded domain D with smooth boundary
dD. One has

@) ‘(——ii)n Pv [,p ET(v —£)doy,i + E(u — £)doy = 3,
(i) Pv [;p ET(v—§)doy =0,
(iii) Pv [y, E(u—§)doy: =0.

Proof These formula readily follow from the well-known result, see e.g. [3],

1
Pv/ EY —EB)doy = —.
9D -2

O

Lemma 3 [f the smooth function h defined on the boundary 0 D of a bounded domain
D satisfies condition (17), viz.

/ E(u—2)doy h(Y)+E'(v—2)doyh(Y) =0 forall X € DT
aD -
then, for each point (&, gT) = E € 4D, it holds that

P B@— 8 doy h) + E' @ - ©)doy h) = 0.
oD - - -
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Proof In view of Lemma 1 (ii) and (iii), it follows from (17) that

Jim | (B@-2doy +E'w -2 doy) (1) ~ (@) =0,
whence

lim (E(g —&)doy +Ef@—§) dag) (h(Y) — h(E)) = 0.

e—>+0 3D,

Invoking Lemma 2 (ii) and (iii), we thus obtain

lim (Ew-8doy + E'w =8 doy) h(x) =0.
e—>+0 3D, - = = -

The results of the above lemmata now lead to the following.

Proposition 4 For a smooth function h defined on the smooth boundary 3D of a
bounded domain D, satisfying condition (20), viz.

/ E( —2)do,i h(Y) + E'(v —2)doy h(Y) =0 forall X e DT UD™
aD -
the expression for its Hilbert transform reduces to

H[r1(E) =

| Pv/ Eu— &) doy h(Y) + E'(u — &) do: h(Y).
(=2)" 3D - - - -

Note that we may now check the well-known Hilbert transform H[1] = 1. The

constant function 1 indeed satisfies condition (20) due to Lemma 1 (ii) and (iii). Next,
invoking Lemma 2 (i), we find

=1.

| =

H[1](E) = L.PV/ E—§)do, + E'(v—§)doy,: =2
(=2i)" aD = = -

There is, however, still a third approach possible to establish a Cauchy transform
in the hermitian monogenic setting. Indeed, if the smooth boundary function / on d D
is assumed to satisfy the condition

/ K~ 2)doy h(¥) =0, @1
oD

where, recall, the hermitian monogenic kernel K is given by
Ko-2)=-0E@—2=03:E (-2,
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then, for the monogenic Cauchy transform of %, viz.

g(&)=/ E(Y — X)doy h(Y)
aD

1

:_/ (ET(E_E)_E(E_Q) doyh(Y), XeD*UD™,

it holds that

1
hr 8 = 5 /B 0.1 E'(v — 2) doy h(Y)
. 8

1
=—/ K@w—-z)doyh(Y) =0, XeD"UD",
2 Jop -

and also 9; g(X) = O in DT U D™ since d g(X) = 2(9; — 9,+) g(X) = 0, in other

words: g(X) is hermitian monogenic in D* U D™,

Condition (21) now is the key to the following alternative characterization of the

Hardy space H> (9 D) in terms of the Hardy space H»(d D).

Proposition 5 A function f belongs to the Hardy space H»(dD) if and only if f

belongs to the Hardy space Hy(0 D) and moreover satisfies the integral condition

| K@-2doy s =0, xep
oD

(22)

Proof (i) Suppose that f € H(dD). Then its Cauchy transform F belongs to
Hy(D™) and assumes the non-tangential boundary value f on dD. Now if f
satisfies condition (22) then, as was shown above, F is hermitian monogenic in

D™, in other words: F € Ha(D*1) and so f € Ha(0D).

(i1) Suppose that f € H2(dD). The following reasoning is similar to the proof of
Proposition 3. There exists a function G € Hy(D™) the non-tangential boundary
value on 9D of which is precisely the function f. As H2(dD) C H;(dD) the
Cauchy transform F of f belongs to Hy(D™) and assumes the non-tangential
boundary value f on dD. Consider the function F — G it is monogenic in D™
and assumes the non-tangential boundary value 0 on d D, whence F = G in D,

So it holds that F' is hermitian monogenic in DT, whence for X € DT,

0 0 =500 [ (Elw-9-E@-2) doy f)

1[ K —2)doy f(¥) =0
2 Jap

and condition (22) follows.
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We conclude this section by the following nice example.

Example 1 Consider the function
f=Ffif--fi1

with F a scalar function defined in an open neighbourhood Q of D, D being a bounded
domain in R?" with a smooth boundary 8 D. Clearly f takes values in the n-th homo-
geneous part S” of spinor space. As was already mentioned in Remark 2, it was proven
in [6] that f is hermitian monogenic in 2 if and only if F is a holomorphic function
in the complex variables (z1, .. ., z,) and does not depend on the complex conjugates
(2§, ..., 2;). Assuming now that the function (21, ..., z,) is indeed holomorphic in
2, or, equivalently, that the S”- valued function f is hermitian monogenic in €2, the
Cauchy Integral Formula (12) and the additional integral identities (15) and (16) hold
for this function f. Taking into account the algebraic structure of f, implying that
doy f(¥Y) = 0, these formula reduce to

FX) = / E'(w—2)doy f(¥), XeD* 23)
oD -

(=2i)"
and
/ E(—2)doy f(¥) =0, XeD*, (24)
oD -

which, as we know, lead to the Martinelli-Bochner representation formula (2), viz.

F(zl,...,z,»:f UG D FEL ... &)
aD
and the additional identities
/ F( ) )dvg
LseerZn) —— (Wi —z;)dv
aD ! p2n ! ! k
1 —
=f F(zi, ..o zn) —; (ke —z) dvl,  j #k.
aD 14

Now consider the continuous boundary function 2" = f|3p : 0D — S", for which
we have, invoking (24), that

/ E@—2)dosh"(¥Y)=0, XeDT,
aD -

meaning that the boundary function A" satisfies the first assumption. It follows that
the function g given by

g(X) = —— f E'(w—2)doyi h"(Y) 25)
= ). i
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is hermitian monogenic in D™. Putting g(X) = G fi e fj, I, the function G then is
holomorphic in the same region. Moreover it is clear that, by (23), the function g
coincides with the initial hermitian monogenic function f in DT, while g = 0in D~.
It follows that, for X € D™ — E € 9D,

Xlg)ni gX) = Xlgn; fX

or

1 ng 1 "I(B) = h"(E
5 W (E) + S HIP'I(E) = h"(8)

or even
H[A"1(E) = h"(B),
confirming that the restriction 2" to D of the hermitian monogenic function F' in
2 D D belongs to the Hardy space H2Jr (0 D), see [2,3]. Note that for the non-tangential
boundary values where X € D™ — E € dD we find
li X)=0
i, gX)
or
L@ + 1 HM(E) = 0
2 —3 2 =) =Y,
again confirming that

H[R"1(B) = 1" (2).

5 Quaternionic Monogenicity

A further refinement of hermitian monogenicity is obtained by taking the dimension
to be a fourfold: m = 2n = 4p, reordering the variables as follows:

(X1, -0y Xap) = (X1, Y1, X2, Y2, -+ » X2, Y2p)

and considering the hypercomplex structure Q = (I4,, J4p, K4,) on R*7 . This hyper-
complex structure arises by introducing, next to the complex structure I4,, a second
one, J4p, given by

J4p = diag
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Clearly J4,, € SO(4p), with Jip = —E4), and it anti-commutes with I4,. A third
SO(4 p)-matrix

K4p = ]I417 J4p = _J4p H4p

then arises naturally, for which Kip = —E4, and which anti-commutes with both
I4p and J4,. Note that the representation of vectors is assumed to be by rows and the
action of matrices on vectors thus is given by right multiplication, whence the above
relation between the matrices K, I and J in fact signifies that K = J o I.

Along with the vector variable

n

X =) (kexu—1 + yeea + Xkp1€2k41 + Yer1€242)
k=1

we now introduce the rotated variables

n

Xy =IX]= Z(—yk€2k—1 + Xke2k — Yk+1€2k+1 + Xk+1€2k+2)s
k=1
n

Xy =1JX]= Z(—xk+1€2k—1 + Yk+1€2k + Xp€2k+1 — Yk€2k+2)s
k=1

n
Xg =KIX] = (Vkr1€2—1 + Xk41€2k — Yk€2ht1 — Xk€2k12)
k=1

and we introduce the concept of quaternionic monogenicity by means of the following
four operators: the Dirac operator

n

J = Z(3xk e2k—1 + Oy + Oy 2kt + Dy €2k42)
k=1

and the three additional rotated Dirac operators

n

O =Tapld] = Y (—dyen—1 + dyen — dyyp €21 + Oy €2442),
k=1

n
oy = J4pl0] = Z(_axk+132k—l + Oy €2k + Oxp €21 — Oy €242),
k=1

n
Ok =Kapld] = Y By, €2k-1 + Oy €k — dyeans1 — dge2nt2)-
k=1

Definition 1 A differentiable function F : R*? —s S is called quaternionic mono-
genic in an open region Q of R*”, if and only if in that region F is a solution of the
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system
[0F =0,3F =0,3;F =0, 3x F = 0}.

Here too an alternative characterization is possible through complexification. In the
actual dimension the hermitian vector variables read

1 P
z= —5(1 —il4p)[X] = X}(sz—lfzj—l + z22jf2),
j:

1 , SN ,
d =S iLy)IX] = Y5+
j=1

and their images under the action of J4,, turn out to be
1 a +
J . i
g =daplal = —5Uap — i Kap)[X] = Z;(ijj—l = 22j-1f));
j:

. 1 ”
T =Taple] = S +iKaplX] = Y (@501 =25, 1f)).

j=1

The corresponding quaternionic Dirac operators are

1 , P
0= A+ L] = Y (e frjmy + 0, T

j:l
of = __(1_,114,,)[31 = Z(a 2yt g 2)),
j=1
= —(J4P+IK4P)[3] = u]]4p Z(azzjhj 1= z2j7|f2j),
1 1 s i 1
01" = =2 ap — i Kap)[0] = Japld]] = lezgjfz,-,l — 5, o).
]:

For a function F on R*? = C?” the quaternionic monogenic system of Definition 1
then is easily seen to be equivalent to the system

{0,F =0,0]F=0,8/F=0,0"F =0},
which can be shown to be invariant under the action of the symplectic group Sp(p).
The basics of the quaternionic monogenic function theory were developed in [8—10].

For group theoretical aspects we refer to [11,12].
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In the real approach to quaternionic monogenicity we have the fundamental solu-
tions

EX) = — X Er(X) = Xy
= TSI ]I = —
_ a4p |X|4p _ a4p |X]1|4p
Xy Xy
Ey(X) = — ——, Eg(X)=— —
! asy X% asp | Xgl*

for the operators 9, d1, dy and dk respectively, where now a4, denotes the area of the
unit sphere $*?~! in R*?. By similar projections/decompositions as above they give
rise to their quaternionic counterparts, explicitly given by

E) = —EX)+i El(X) = | |Z4”
i . 2 ZT
E'(2) = EX)+i Ex(X) = _H_4p
J . 2 gl
E'(2) = —Ey(X) +i Ex(X) = — =

a4p |§| 14
J 2 ZTJ
E™(2) = EyX) +i Ex(X) = — |—|4p.
Pz

However, as could be expected, the latter are not fundamental solutions for the quater-
nionic Dirac operators, whence, again, a circulant matrix approach has to be followed.
Recall that, in the distributional sense,

0.EQ) = ~B3() + —BF 2 o Fp-LZ

=, PO T T, P |4P+2’

TET(D) = —2p— P8+ —(2p—pFp—e — = ( o

Z 2) = 2p P Z asp p p|§|4p p p| |4p+2’
whence

0 E(2) + 0] ET(2) = 8(2).

In addition we now have, again in the distributional sense, that

9! E 2 5 2 ! 2 Ay

L ET() = —(p B) (z)+T(p P)Fp |4,,—@( P F P

JZTJ

. 2
0 EY () = L Bo() + —BF - Qp =i,
VEV @) =58 (g)+a4pl3 Pl ~ e 2P i

|z|*P
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whence
o B () + 0] EV (2) = 8(2).
The matrix operator D given by

9, o] 3l ol
of 8. o ol
P=1as o o, o
Z Z z Z

ol ol ol e,

factorizes the matrix Laplace operator in the sense that 2DDT = Ay p- Introducing
the matrices

e et e/ gV 5 0 0 0
J o~
EY E et EJ 0 5(z) 0 0
PO =1 gl g g and 8@ =10 o s 0 |
J 0 0 0 0

et e/ EY E
it is easily shown that
DE T(z) = 25(2),

whence a matrix fundamental solution has been found for the matrix Dirac operator
D. Notice that in the hermitian case transposing the matrix E was not necessary, since
acirculant 2 x 2 matrix always is symmetric. A similar (yet slightly different) strategy
was developed in [1].

However, another approach is possible as well, since the actions 0, E T(g), 8; E(2),

BZJ EtY (z) and 32 TE7 (z) all equal to zero, implying that we can also consider

9 o 0 0 E E 0 0
> e a0 0 4 Ef ' E 0 0
@ = lo o o /| ™ “lo o E EV
o o a’ o o o £V E’
(26)
for which we have that 4D, .1y Dy, .s)" = A and
D, E@) =46). (27)

In the next section we will find out which of both possibilities is best suited for
establishing a Cauchy Integral Formula in the quaternionic Clifford setting.
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6 The Cauchy Integral Formula in the Quaternionic Case

In order to make a deliberate choice between both approaches sketched in the preceding
section, we will first have a look at the underlying group symmetry for the quaternionic
monogenic function theory. To that end let us again consider functions taking values
in complex spinor space, which now is given by

S=Cypl =Cypl

and which is realized by means of the primitive idempotent I = Iy --- I, with

Ij =1 f;r., j=1,...,2p. We already know that, as a U(n)-module, complex spinor
space decomposes into homogeneous parts as
2p 2p
S = @gr = @(CAQP)WI.
r=0 r=0

An important observation is that the spaces S”, which are invariant and irreducible
U(n) modules, are reducible under the action of the fundamental symmetry group
Sp(p).

It still holds that a spinor valued function g is quaternionic monogenic if and only
if all its homogeneous parts g” are. However for a fixed component g" quaternionic
monogenicity is not equivalent to monogenicity. Yet we have the following result, see

[9].

Lemma 4 For a function g" defined on (a domain in) R*? = C** and taking values
inS", ref{0,1,...,2p}, it holds that g" is quaternionic monogenic if and only if g"
is simultaneously 0 and 93 monogenic.

This result shows that, in view of establishing a Cauchy Integral Formula, the second
attempt (26)—(27) is the right one to pursue, since the structure of the involved matrices
reflects the importance of d and 9y monogenicity in this setting. We thus introduce the
concept of matricial quaternionic monogenicity as follows.

Definition 2 A block diagonal matrix function

g1 & 0 0

g g 0 0
G =

0 0 g g

0 0 g g

with continuously differentiable entries g1, g2, g3, g4 in (a domain in) R*? = C2?P
taking values in (subspaces of) C4, is called quaternionic monogenic if and only if it
satisfies the system

D(g,g])G = 0
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Note that in the case of a diagonal matrix function Gy with g = g = g3 and
g2 = 0 = g4, the quaternionic monogenicity of G coincides with the quaternionic
monogenicity of g, which is not the case in general.

Next we define, in a similar way, the matrix differential form

dag dcri 0 0
dogf dcrg 0 0
dX..n = | o 0 doy  do_

0 0 do i do,s
Z

Here, as above, we have introduced

do, = Z (f;j;l dzaj 1+ f;j dZZj) ,

j=1
p —_— —_—
dog ==Y (foj-1d25,, + 12y dz5,)
j=1

where the notations c’Z\zk and c?z\,i keep their original definition, see (9)—(10), whence

1
do, = (=i)*"2°P~'n 7 [doy] = —5(—1')21'221’—1 (dox —idoy,),

1
dogi = (—i)*P2P~'n ¥ [dox] = 5(—1')21122”7] (dox +idoy,)

and in a similar way we have defined

M"u

dagj =

(f2j7]d/22\j_f2j66j\71),
1

P
_ P
dogs = =) (11 45, — 15,435,
j=1

~.
I

or, expressed in the original real variables

I
do; = Jldog] = —5(=i)’2~" (doy, —idoy, ).
I

doy = Jldoy] = 5(-1‘)217221’—l (daiﬂ +id%() :

The Cauchy Integral Formula for matrix quaternionic monogenicity readily follows;
its proof is similar to the one in the hermitian monogenic setting.
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Proposition 6 Let the block diagonal matrix function G be quaternionic monogenic in
an open neighbourhood of D, D C R*P being a bounded domain in R*? with smooth
boundary o D. Then it holds that

G(X) =

(=47 /31) E@-2dX,,,GY), XeD,

where v is the hermitian vector variable corresponding to Y € 0D, and z is the one
o
corresponding to X € D.

Again note that the multiplicative constant appearing at the right hand side originates
from the re-ordering of 4 p real variables into 2p complex planes.

Taking for G the diagonal matrix function G, the above result reduces to a genuine
Cauchy Integral Formula for the quaternionic monogenic function g.

Corollary 1 Let the function g be quaternionic monogenic in an open neighbourhood
of D, D C R*? being a bounded domain in R*? with smooth boundary 3 D. Then one
has the two reproducing formulce

1 . o
_ fly — .
= Cap /BD [E(y 2)doy + E'(v g)doyr] g¥), XeD, (28

/ (£ 2doy + BV w—2)do, ] s). XD,
oD - -
(29)

and the two additional integral identities

/ [E@—2doy + E'w-2do] s) =0, xeb.  (G0)

aD -

/ [Ej(g —do +EV -2 dau./] g¥)=0, XeD. @3l
aD - -

An alternative proof of Corollary 1 is obtained, as has been done explicitly in the
hermitian case, by splitting a spinor valued function into its homogeneous compo-
nents, writing down, for each component, the Cauchy Integral Formula for d and dj
monogenicity, while invoking the structural decompositions for all building blocks
involved and the subsequent splitting of the values, and finally adding up all interme-
diate results. In this way the reproducing formula (28) and (29) are recovered, while
the integral identities (30) and (31) are replaced by the stronger results

/ E(w-2)doy g(¥) =0 = E'(—2)do,g(Y)., XeD,
oD -

/ E'(v—2)doy g¥) =0 = EV (= 2)do, g(¥), XeD.
oD - -

Now recall that interesting results were obtained in the hermitian framework by
restricting the values of the considered functions to the different homogenous parts
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of spinor space, which are suggested by the U(n) symmetry. For quaternionic mono-
genics the underlying Sp(p) invariance has not yet been fully exploited, since the
homogeneous parts of spinor space are reducible under Sp(p) and split further into
so-called symplectic cells, see e.g. [8,10]. This splitting is caused by the action of the
multiplication operators

= faft + fafs + -+ fapfapmt. Q=TI AT 4+, T,
for which we define, forr = 0, ..., p, the kernel spaces
S, = Ker P|gr, Sfp_r = Ker Q|s2p—

andfork =0, ..., p—r, the subspaces obtained by iterative action of Q on the kernel
of P and vice versa

2p—r—2k 2p—
S;+2k — Qk S;, SrP r — Pk Srp ”.

It was shown in [8,17] that, forall» =0, ..., p,

5]

2p— 2p—

@s, 2 ST =P
j=0

and each of the symplectic cells S} in the above decompositions is an irreducible
4Sp(p)-representation. Whence, we can now decompose a function F : R*” — S
into components taking values in these symplectic cells

in:F’:iZFS’, FI:RY — 8,
r=0 r=0 s

The quaternionic monogenicity of F then is shown to be equivalent to the quaternionic
monogenicity of each of its components F;, entailing an even further refinement of
the results obtained above.

7 The 0sp(4|2)-Monogenic Framework

In [12] it was shown that, from a group theoretical point of view, the deﬁnition of
quaternionic monogenicity is not the best possible one. For instance, spaces Q b of
quaternionic monogenic bi-homogeneous polynomials of bi-degree (a, b) with Values
in the symplectic cell S, still remain reducible under the action of the symplectic group
Sp(p), an unfortunate situation. This has led to the definition of so-called osp(4|2)-
monogenicity in [11,12], where a function, apart from being quaternionic monogenic,
is requested to be in the kernel of the above mentioned multiplication operator P

P =faft + -+ fapfap—i
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and in the kernel of the Euler like scalar differential operator

k-1’

P
&= Z 22k—10z¢, — 22k O
k=1

which arises when computing the anti-commutators of all operators in the odd part of
the involved Lie superalgebra osp(4/2).

Definition 3 A function £ is 0sp(4|2)-monogenic in an open region 2 of R*” if in Q
it belongs to the kernel of the six operators: 8é s 82 s 8ZJ R 82 J, Pand€&.

As KerP = @le SI, an osp(4]2)-monogenic function f ought to take its values
in @f: | Sy, whence it can be decomposed as

and such a function is quaternionic monogenic if and only if all the components f;’
are. Because for each r it trivially holds that 82 fr= 8; / fI' = 0, the quaternionic
monogenicity of f is equivalent with the system {3, f = 0, BZJ S =0}

Exploiting the results on quaternionic monogenic functions, we are able to establish
a Cauchy Integral Formula for 0sp(4]2)-monogenic functions.

Theorem 1 Let the function g be 0sp(4|2)-monogenic in an open neighbourhood 2
of D, D being a bounded domain D C R*P with smooth boundary dD. Then the
following representation formulae hold:

l o
80 = [ (Ew-2doy+ Elw-2doy) ¢, XeD. ()
(=20)" Jop -
_ J I >
g(K)—m /&;D (E (L—zdoy +E (2—5)61021/) g¥), XeD,
(33)
together with the integral identities
0:/ E'(w—z2)do,g(¥), XeD, (34)
aD
0=/ E'(u—2)doy g(¥), XeD, (35)
oD -
0=/ (EQ-2doy + EE'w—2doy ) g¥). X <D, (36)
aD -

0:/ (5 E'(v—2)doy —l—EE”(y—g)dcfvu) g(¥), Xe D. (37)
aD - -
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Proof (i) The representation formulae (32) and (33) are due to the quaternionic mono-
genicity of the function g in 2.

(i1) The identities (34) and (35) hold for the same reason, taking into account that,
trivially,

0= [ E@-2doy ). xeb,
aD -
and
0= [ Ew-2doy ). Xeb.
aD -

(iii) The identities (36) and (37) are the result of the action of the operator £ on the
representation formulae (32) and (33), taking into account that £g = 0. O

Remark 4 The kernel functions appearing in the identities (36) and (37) may be cal-
culated explicitly. We obtain

4p v—1z
EEv—2) = @,04%2 Z(sz 1V2j — 22jV2j-1),
4p vT—z‘ 2 1
EETw—2) = — =% 2j-1v2j — 22j02j—1) + — — 27,
-2 @, P2 JX_;( 2j-1V2j = 22jV2j-1) aa, o7 %
g’ 4p v
E'(v—2)= a ,04P+2 Zl(zzj 1V2j — 22jV2—1),
j
4p v =7 L 2 1
Jie = = . o _ =
EE"(v—2) = @, (z2j-1v2j — 22jV2j-1) o z.

j=1

Now we try to establish the concept of Cauchy transform in the context of osp(4|2)-
monogenicity. As usual we start with a bounded domain D in R*” with a smooth
boundary d D and a continuous function /# on d D, which, from the start, is assumed
to take values in KerP:

h:9D — S,

I
.
7~
=
-
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We define the following four functions in D:

a0 = [ (Ew-2do,+ E'@-2doy ) ho),
aD -
gz@=/ E'(w—2z)doy h(Y),
aD
g3(X) = / (E’(y—g)dav.z +E”(y—g)daﬂ.,) h(Y),
aD - -

g(X) = / E'(v —2)doyi h(Y).
aD

Clearly g» and g4 take values in @fzo S;*z, whence we make the first assumption that
the boundary function h satisfies the conditions: gp = 0 and g4 = O forall X € D*.
The functions g1 and g3 take values in KerP. In order that g; and g3 should belong
to Ker £ we make the second assumption that the boundary function / satisfies the
conditions

| (eE@-2do+eE @w-2doy) by =0, XeD",
D -
and

/ (5 E'(v—z)do,, +5E”(y—§)dovw) h(Y)=0, XeDt.
oD - -

Further it holds that, in a trivial way, 8, g1 = 8 g1 = 0 and 8 g3 = 3/ g3 = 0.
Moreover, writing the above expressions for g1, g» = 0, g3, g4 = 01in a matricial form
and acting with the matricial Dirac operator D leads to 9, g1 = 0 and 8; J g3 = 0. So,
under the first and second assumption, it holds that B N

(i) if it would be so that g; = g3, then this function is 0sp(4|2)-monogenic in D;
(1) if 8;” g1 = 0 then g1 is 05p(4|2)-monogenic in DT;

(i) if 9; g3 = 0, then g3 is 05p(4|2)-monogenic in DT.

The conclusion is that the construction of an 0sp(4|2)-monogenic function in the
interior of a bounded domain via the Cauchy transform of a continuous boundary
function is not straightforward. But that it is indeed possible is illustrated by the
following example.

Example 2 Take a scalar polynomial V (z1, z{, ..., zx, 2;;) in Ker &; it is even possible
to take a harmonic polynomial, see [10]. Choose a vector f in SZ and put H) = Vf.
Then H [‘f is quaternionic monogenic (trivially), in KerP (trivially) and in Ker £ due
to the choice of V; in other words: H ,’; is 0sp(4|2)-monogenic in R*7. It follows that
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the identities (36) and (37) hold for H};, which, putting 4}, = H}|5p read

0:/ <5E(y—g)dUE+EET(y—g)dav»r> b (Y),
aD -

0 :/ <€ Ej(y—g)dJUJ +5Eﬁ(y—§)d0vw> hg(X),
aD - -

showing that hg satisfies the second assumption.

Now construct the above mentioned four functions g1, g2, g3 and g4 with hﬁ as the
boundary function. In a trivial way it holds that go = g4 = 0, which means that also
the first assumption is satisfied for the boundary function hg.

From the general theory we know that

9,¢1=0, g =03/ g=0,
0lg3=0, 3/g3=0. 9'g=0.

But for this boundary function hg it holds trivially that 82 ! g1 =0and d; g3 =0,
whence

a0 = [ (E@-2do,+ Ew-2day) VD)
aD
and
0@ = [ (Ew-2doy + Ew-2doy) VOO S
aD N N

both are 0sp(4]|2)-monogenic in D
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