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Abstract

This article establishes sharp inverse and saturation statements for kernel-
based approximation using finitely smooth Sobolev kernels on bounded Lips-
chitz regions. The analysis focuses on the superconvergence regime, for which
direct statements have only recently been obtained.

The resulting theory yields a one-to-one correspondence between the smooth-
ness of a target function – quantified in terms of power spaces – and the
achievable approximation rates by kernel-based approximation. In this way,
we extend existing results beyond the escaping-the-native-space regime and
provide a unified characterization covering the full scale of admissible smooth-
ness spaces.

1 Introduction

We consider kernel-based approximation [6,7,22,26] and in particular interpolation
of continuous functions f ∈ C(Ω) on some bounded region Ω ⊂ Rd for interpolation
points X ⊂ Ω:

sf,X(xi) = f(xi) ∀xi ∈ X. (1)

For this, we consider strictly positive definite kernels k : Ω×Ω → R with correspond-
ing reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) Hk(Ω), which is also called the native
space. In this setting, the minimum-norm kernel interpolant sf,X can be written as

sf,X =

|X|∑
j=1

αjk(·, xj), (2)

where the X-dependent coefficient vector (αj)
|X|
j=1 is determined by the unique so-

lution of the linear equation system arising from plugging Eq. (2) into Eq. (1). If
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f ∈ Hk(Ω), then the kernel interpolant sf,X of Eq. (1) can also be expressed as the
orthogonal projection ΠV (X)(f) of f onto V (X) := span{k(·, xi), xi ∈ X} ⊂ Hk(Ω),
i.e.

sf,X = ΠV (X)(f). (3)

For our analysis, we will be interested in finitely smooth kernels, whose RKHS
is norm-equivalent to a Sobolev space of smoothness τ > d/2, i.e. Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω).
Such kernels are frequently used in practice, as they cover the popular case of trans-
lational invariant kernels k(x, z) = Φ(x − z), for which the Fourier transform Φ̂
satisfies

cΦ(1 + ∥ω∥22)−τ ≤ Φ̂(ω) ≤ CΦ(1 + ∥ω∥22)−τ (4)

for some constants cΦ, CΦ > 0 and τ > d/2. In particular radial basis function
(RBF) kernels like Matérn kernels or Wendland kernels satisfy this property.

Plenty of research has been conducted to bound the approximation error between
functions f ∈ C(Ω) (satisfying some additional smoothness assumptions) and the
interpolant sf,X , see e.g. [1,14] using well distributed points, [31,32] using adaptively
(greedily) chosen points or [11] using randomly chosen points.

For such bounds, one distinguishes two regimes, depending on the smoothness
of the function f . First, there is the escaping the native space regime [14,15], where
the smoothness of f is less than the smoothness of the RKHS Hk(Ω), i.e. it holds
f /∈ Hk(Ω). In this case, error bounds read for example

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chϑτ
X · ∥f∥Hϑτ (Ω) (5)

for f ∈ Hϑτ (Ω) with ϑ ∈
(

d
2τ , 1

]
using quasi-uniform points X ⊂ Ω. Here, the

quantity hX denotes the fill distance, see Eq. (11), and Hϑτ (Ω) refers to the ordinary
Sobolev space of smoothness ϑτ > d/2.

Second, there is the so-called superconvergence regime [10, 18, 19, 21], where the
function f possesses additional smoothness properties compared to Hk(Ω), i.e. f is
included in some particular subspaces. These subspaces are so-called power spaces
Hϑ(Ω) (for ϑ > 1) of the RKHS Hk(Ω) [23], see Eq. (20) for a precise definition.
The resulting convergence rates [10] can be written as

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chϑτ
X · ∥f∥Hϑ(Ω) (6)

for functions f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) with ϑ ∈ [1, 2]. Note that for ϑ ∈ [0, 1], the norm equivalence
Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) directly implies via interpolation the norm equivalence Hϑ(Ω) ≍
Hϑτ (Ω) for ϑ ∈ [0, 1], such that Eq. (5) has actually the same form as Eq. (6).

Recently, also corresponding sharp inverse statements for the escaping the na-
tive space regime have been developed [2, 28]. These statements start with a given
convergence rate as in Eq. (5) and allow to conclude the exact smoothness of the ap-
proximated function f . Like this, a one-to-one correspondence between smoothness
and approximation rate was established.

This article will deal with sharp inverse statements for the superconvergence
regime. This means, given an approximation rate as in Eq. (6), we will conclude
the smoothness of the approximated function f , measured in terms of the power
space parameter ϑ. Since the derived inverse statements are sharp as well, the
aforementioned one-to-one correspondence is extended from the escaping the native
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space regime to the superconvergence regime. Deriving also saturation statements,
which limit the maximal approximation rate, a complete characterization of the
rates of approximation in terms of the smoothness of a function is derived. In order
to work as general as possible, we consider general kernel-based approximants, not
necessarily interpolants. An overview of references for the direct and inverse results
in both regimes is provided in Table 1. Our main result is precisely given as

Theorem 1. [Main result] Consider a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd and a
continuous kernel k such that Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) for some τ > d/2. Consider f ∈ C(Ω)
and the estimate

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ cfh
β
X , (7)

where sf,X ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} is a kernel-based approximant.

(i) If Eq. (7) holds for some β ∈ (0, 2τ − d
2 ] for one sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω of

point sets satisfying Theorem 4, then f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for all ϑ ∈ [0, β
τ ).

Additionally assuming Theorem 12, we have

(ii) If Eq. (7) holds for some β ∈ [2τ − d
2 , 2] for any quasi-uniform1 sequence

(Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω, then f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for all ϑ ∈ [0, β
τ ).

(iii) If Eq. (7) holds for some β > 2τ for any quasi-uniform1 sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂
Ω, then f = 0.

Escaping the native space Superconvergence

Direct statements [1, 13,14,27] [10,18,19,21]
Inverse statements [2, 20,28] (ours)

Table 1: Overview of direct and inverse statements for both the escaping the native
space and superconvergence regime.

Such sharp inverse as well as saturation statements as provided in Theorem 1
enable a better understanding of kernel-based approximation methods using finitely
smooth kernels. Various potential applications are discussed later on in the article.

The article is structured as follows: In Section 2, we review necessary background
information on kernel-based approximation, provide further details on direct and
inverse statements and review power spaces. Section 3 introduces and proves useful
preparatory results for proving the main statement. Section 4 then states and proves
the main results on inverse statements for the superconvergence regime, and discusses
the result and its proof. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper and provides an
outlook.

2 Background

In the following, we recall several statements which are necessary to derive the new
results as well as helpful to understand the new results in the overall context.

1with uniformity constant ρ = CΩ (see Theorem 14)
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2.1 Kernel approximation

We are interested in real-valued strictly positive definite kernels k on sets Ω, i.e.
k : Ω × Ω → R is a symmetric function such that the kernel matrix AX is positive
definite for any choice of pairwise distinct points X ⊂ Ω [26]. For this, the kernel
matrix is given by

AX := (k(xi, xj))1≤i,j≤|X| ∈ R|X|×|X|. (8)

For every strictly positive definite kernel, there is a unique associated space of func-
tions, the so-called reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hk(Ω) (RKHS), which is also
frequently called native space. This space is characterized by the following two
properties

k(·, x) ∈ Hk(Ω) ∀x ∈ Ω

f(x) = ⟨f, k(·, x)⟩Hk(Ω) ∀x ∈ Ω, ∀f ∈ Hk(Ω).
(9)

The second property is called the reproducing property.
We will be mostly interested in kernels, for which the RKHS Hk(Ω) is norm-

equivalent to a Sobolev space Hτ (Ω) with τ > d/2. This means that the spaces
coincide as sets and the norms are equivalent. This is the case for frequently used
kernels such as the family of Matérn kernels or Wendland kernels on compact Lip-
schitz regions. The main results of this paper will be formulated for such kernels,
which is thus collected in the following assumption.

Assumption 2. Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd and let k :
Ω× Ω → R be a continuous kernel such that Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) for some τ > d/2.

For use later, we already remark that a Lipschitz region implies an interior cone
condition [11, Lemma 1.5]. This will be exploited later on. The interior cone condi-
tions reads as follows.

Definition 3. A set Ω ⊂ Rd is said to satisfy an interior cone condition, if there
exists an angle α ∈ (0, π/2) and a radius r > 0 such that for every x ∈ Ω a unit
vector ξ(x) exists such that the cone

C(x, ξ(x), α, r) := {x+ λy : y ∈ Rd, ∥y∥2 = 1, y⊤ξ(x) ≥ cos(α), λ ∈ [0, r]} (10)

is contained in Ω.

In order to quantify approximation errors, some geometric quantities on the
distribution of the points X ⊂ Ω are necessary. For a given set of points X ⊂ Ω
within some region Ω, we recall the definition of the seperation distance qX and the
fill distance hX :

qX :=
1

2
min

xi ̸=xj∈X
∥xi − xj∥2,

hX := hX,Ω := sup
x∈Ω

min
xj∈X

∥x− xj∥2.
(11)

For a bounded region that satisfies an interior cone condition, there is a constant
cΩ > 0 such that it holds

hX

qX
≥ cΩ (12)
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for any set X ⊂ Ω of least two points. This follows from volume comparison ar-
guments [26, Section 14.1]. For the opposite bound, one considers the so-called
uniformity constant defined as

ρX :=
hX

qX
. (13)

If the uniformity constant is uniformly bounded for a sequence of sets (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω,
the sequence is called quasi-uniform. In the following, we will consider such quasi-
uniform sequences of sets of points, and thus state the following assumption:

Assumption 4. Let (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω be a nested sequence of quasi-uniformly dis-
tributed point sets with geometrically decaying fill distance, i.e. it holds

c′0a
n ≤ qXn ≤ hXn ≤ c′′0a

n (14)

for constants c′0, c
′′
0 > 0 and a ∈ (0, 1).

Standard error estimates are often given in Lp(Ω) norms for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ [26], and
in this manuscript we focus on L2(Ω) error estimates. For functions f ∈ Hk(Ω), it
holds the following standard error estimate for the kernel interpolant sf,X :

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chτ
X · ∥f − sf,X∥Hk(Ω) (15)

In the superconvergence regime [10], where f is included in some particular subspaces
of Hk(Ω), the RKHS residual term ∥f − sf,X∥Hk(Ω) is decaying and can be further
estimated. On the contrary, if f is not included in the RKHS Hk(Ω), which is the
so-called escaping (the native space) regime, the convergence rate is actually smaller.
Details on these regimes are provided in Section 2.2 and Section 2.3.

In order to assess the stability of kernel-based approximation method, the kernel
matrix AX of Eq. (8) has been thoroughly analyzed [5, 26, 29]. We will recall a
stability bound on its smallest eigenvalue λmin(AX): Under Theorem 2, i.e. Sobolev
kernels on compact Lipschitz regions, there exists a constant c0 > 0 such that for
any set of pairwise distinct points X ⊂ Ω it holds [28, Theorem 5]

λmin(AX) ≥ c0q
2τ−d
X ,

⇒ ∥A−1
X ∥2,2 ≤ c−1

0 qd−2τ
X .

(16)

2.2 Direct and inverse statements (escaping regime)

This subsection recalls direct and inverse statments for the escaping regime. This
regime covers all functions, which are outside the RKHS. The opposite superconver-
gence regime, which covers functions that are in particular subspaces of the RKHS,
is treated in Section 2.3.

First we start by recalling a direct statement, which is a special case of [14,
Theorem 4.2] with the improvement β > d/2 instead of ⌊β⌋ > d/2 according to [1,
Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 5. Consider a RBF kernel k that satisfies Eq. (4) for some τ > d/2 and
a bounded region Ω ⊂ Rd with Lipschitz boundary. For some β with d/2 < β ≤ τ let
f ∈ Hβ(Ω) ⊇ Hτ (Ω). Then the kernel interpolant sf,X satisfies

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chβ
Xρτ−β

X ∥f∥Hβ(Ω).
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Note that this result can also be formulated in terms of power spaces, because
they are norm-equivalent to the Sobolev spaces, see e.g. [28]. This means, the
right hand side norm ∥f∥Hβ(Ω) can be replaced by the equivalent power space norm
∥f∥Hβ/τ (Ω), as discussed in Section 2.3.

The direct statement of Theorem 5 was complemented by a corresponding sharp
inverse statement [28]. Here we recall a slightly extended version of this inverse
statement (with weakened assumptions), taken from [2].

Theorem 6 (Theorem 3.5 of [2]). Under Theorem 2 and Theorem 4, let f ∈ L2(Ω)
and assume there exists a sequence of point based approximants, i.e. (sf,Xn

)n∈N ⊂
Hk(Ω) with sf,Xn

∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ Xn} such that

∥f − sf,Xn
∥L2(Ω) ≤ cfh

β
Xn

(17)

holds for some cf > 0 and β ∈ (0, τ ]. Then f ∈ Hβ′
(Ω) for all β′ ∈ (0, β).

We recall, that the direct statement of Theorem 5 and the corresponding inverse
statement of Theorem 6 are sharp, and thus establish a one-to-one correspondence
between smoothness and approximation rate for the escaping regime [28].

A key tool for deriving such an inverse statement are Bernstein inequalities,
which allow to bound strong norms in terms of weak norms. The proof of Theorem 6
essentially relied on such a Bernstein inequality, which was recently derived in [24]
and slightly generalized in [2, Theorem 3.4]. It states that it holds

∥u∥Hs(Ω) ≤ Cq−s
X ∥u∥L2(Ω) (18)

for a constant C = Cd,k,τ,Ω > 0, s ∈ [0, τ ] and for all point sets X ⊂ Ω and all trial
functions u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X}. Unfortunately, the Bernstein inequality in [24]
as well as in [2] is formulated for RBF kernels. In Theorem 9, we prove that such a
Bernstein inequality actually holds for any Sobolev kernel as defined in Theorem 2,
i.e. assuming a radial kernel is not necessary.

2.3 Mercer’s theorem, power spaces and superconvergence

In order to introduce power spaces and stating the superconvergence results from
[10], we start by introducing the kernel integral operator [23]: For a given continuous
strictly positive definite kernel k : Ω×Ω → R on a bounded Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd,
the associated kernel integral operator T := Tk : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω) is given as

Tv(x) :=

∫
Ω

k(x, z)v(z) dz, v ∈ L2(Ω), x ∈ Ω.

This operator T is self-adjoint and positive in L2(Ω) with ordered eigenvalues λ1 ≥
λ2 ≥ ... > 0 and corresponding eigenfunctions (φj)j∈N, which form an orthonormal
basis (ONB) of L2(Ω). Furthermore it holds ∥φj∥Hk(Ω) = 1/

√
λj .

Moreover, one can show that T viewed as an operator L2(Ω) → Hk(Ω) is the
adjoint of the embedding operator Hk(Ω) ↪→ L2(Ω) [26, Proposition 10.28], such
that the following important identity holds:

⟨f, Tv⟩Hk(Ω) = ⟨f, v⟩L2(Ω) ∀v ∈ L2(Ω), f ∈ Hk(Ω). (19)
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L2(Ω) Hϑ(Ω)

ϑ

Hk(Ω)

1

TL2(Ω)

2

Figure 1: Visualization of the scale of power spaces with the special cases L2(Ω) (for
ϑ = 0), Hk(Ω) (for ϑ = 1) and TL2(Ω) (for ϑ = 2). This article mainly considers
the superconvergence case, i.e. ϑ ∈ [1, 2].

Note that [10, Example 20] extended this identity to functions v ∈ Lp(Ω), p ≥ 1,
however for us the p = 2 identity is sufficient. Using the ONB (φj)j∈N, we can
introduce the scale of power spaces for ϑ ∈ [0,∞) as

Hϑ(Ω) := {f ∈ L2(Ω) :

∞∑
j=1

|⟨f, φj⟩L2(Ω)|2

λϑ
j

< ∞} =

 L2(Ω) ϑ = 0
Hk(Ω) ϑ = 1
TL2(Ω) ϑ = 2

(20)

with inner products given as

⟨f, g⟩Hϑ(Ω) =

∞∑
j=1

⟨f, φj⟩L2(Ω)⟨g, φj⟩L2(Ω)

λϑ
j

. (21)

These spaces are complete, and for ϑ sufficiently large these spaces are RKHS [23].
For ϑ = 1 we obtain the standard RKHS Hk(Ω), i.e. Hϑ=1(Ω) = Hk(Ω). It is
important to note that the index k of Hk(Ω) refers to the kernel k, while the index
ϑ ≥ 0 refers to a scalar value. The scale of spaces Hϑ(Ω) in visualized in Figure 1,
while a more complete picture including TLp(Ω) spaces is provided in [10].

For the Sobolev kernels of interest in this manuscript, i.e. under Theorem 2, the
eigenvalues λj decay asymptotically as j−2τ/d [17], i.e. there are constants c, C > 0
such that

cj−2τ/d ≤ λj ≤ Cj−2τ/d. (22)

Still under Theorem 2, it is worth to note that for ϑ > d
2τ =: ϑinf, the spaces Hϑ(Ω)

are again RKHS with reproducing kernel given by the power kernel

k(ϑ)(x, z) =

∞∑
n=1

λϑ
nφn(x)φn(z), (23)

Especially ϑinf is a lower bound for possible ϑ values. For more details, see e.g. [23].
Historically, the first superconvergence statements focussed on functions in the

image TL2(Ω) of the integral operator [18, 19, 21]. Recently, [10] provided general
superconvergence statements, including in particular the spaces Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ ∈ [1, 2].
These general superconvergence statements can be proven in the particular setting
of power spaces via the Hölder inequality∣∣⟨f, g⟩H1(Ω)

∣∣ ≤ ∥f∥Hϑ(Ω) · ∥g∥H2−ϑ(Ω), (24)

for f ∈ Hϑ(Ω), g ∈ H2−ϑ(Ω), ϑ ∈ [1, 2] and the interpolation inequality

∥f∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤ ∥f∥1−ϑ
L2(Ω) · ∥f∥

ϑ
Hk(Ω), f ∈ Hk(Ω). (25)
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Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) combined directly yield the direct statement of Eq. (6) from
[10], for which we provide a brief proof for convenience:

Theorem 7. Consider a kernel k that satisfies Eq. (4) for some τ > d/2 and a
bounded Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd. Consider f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ ∈ [1, 2]. Then it holds

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chϑτ
X · ∥f∥Hϑ(Ω)

for any X ⊂ Ω.

Proof. We start with the standard error bound of Eq. (15)

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chτ
X∥f − sf,X∥Hk(Ω),

and further estimate the ∥f − sf,X∥Hk(Ω) factor by using Eq. (24) and Eq. (25).
Note that the kernel interpolant can be expressed as an orthogonal projection, see
Eq. (3):

∥f − sf,X∥2Hk(Ω) = ⟨f, f − sf,X⟩Hk(Ω)

≤ ∥f∥Hϑ(Ω) · ∥f − sf,Xn
∥H2−ϑ(Ω)

≤ ∥f∥Hϑ(Ω) · ∥f − sf,X∥ϑ−1
L2(Ω) · ∥f − sf,X∥2−ϑ

Hk(Ω)

⇔ ∥f − sf,X∥Hk(Ω) ≤ ∥f∥
1
ϑ

Hϑ(Ω) · ∥f − sf,X∥
ϑ−1
ϑ

L2(Ω).

Plugging both together and rearranging yields the result.

The power spaces Hϑ(Ω) can also be described as the closure of images of the
integral operator under Lp(Ω) spaces. For proving our main result Theorem 1, we
need in particular the following statement, taken from [10, Theorem 29]

TL2(Ω)
∥·∥Hϑ(Ω)

= Hϑ(Ω), ∀ϑ ∈ [0, 2]. (26)

3 Utility statements

This section derives (technical) utility results, which are important in their own, and
which are crucial for proving the main result. Readers only interested in the main
statement and its proof may proceed with Section 4 and come back later. Note that
in the following, constants within proofs may change from line to line.

3.1 Generalized reproducing property

A key step for the proof of the inverse statement Theorem 1 will be the following
theorem, which we will call a generalized reproducing property, because it generalizes
the standard reproducing property:

Proposition 8 (Generalized reproducing property). Under Theorem 2, let ϑ1, ϑ2 ∈
R≥0 such that 2ϑ1 − ϑ2 > d

2τ . Then it holds for all x, z ∈ Ω:

⟨k(ϑ1)(·, x), k(ϑ1)(·, z)⟩Hϑ2
(Ω) = k(2ϑ1−ϑ2)(x, z)

8



Proof. This is a straightforward calculation, where convergence is ensured due to
2ϑ1 − ϑ2 > d

2τ (see the discussion around Eq. (23)):

⟨k(ϑ1)(·, x), k(ϑ1)(·, z)⟩Hϑ2
(Ω) ≡

∞∑
j=1

⟨k(ϑ1)(·, x), φj⟩L2(Ω)⟨k(ϑ1)(·, z), φj⟩L2(Ω)

λϑ2
j

=

∞∑
j=1

1

λϑ2
j

· λϑ1
j φj(x) · λϑ1

j φj(z)

=

∞∑
j=1

λ2ϑ1−ϑ2
j · φj(x)φj(z)

≡ k(2ϑ1−ϑ2)(x, z).

Note that the kernels k(ϑ1)(·, x) are only defined for ϑ1 ≥ d
2τ , however the ex-

pression on the left hand side makes also sense for further values of ϑ1, ϑ2 as long as
2ϑ1 − ϑ2 > d

2τ . For ϑ1 = ϑ2 = 1, one reobtains the standard reproducing property
from Eq. (9), i.e. ⟨k(·, x), k(·, z)⟩Hk(Ω) = k(x, z). Furthermore, note that Theorem 8
works because according to [23, Theorem 5.3] we have

k(·, x) ∈ Hϑ(Ω) ∀x ∈ Ω ⇔ k(2−ϑ) is well defined

⇔ ϑ ∈
[
0, 2− d

2τ

)
.

(27)

The statement of Theorem 8 does not crucially rely on Theorem 2, in fact it works
as soon as Mercer’s theorem is applicable.

3.2 Bernstein inequalities

In this subsection, we first slightly extend a Bernstein inequality from the escaping
the native space regime: The Bernstein inequalities in this regime from the liter-
ature [2, 24] were actually only stated and proven for RBF kernels. By carefully
checking the proofs of the literature, we see that the Bernstein inequality actually
also holds for non-radial kernels. Second, we extend that Bernstein inequality from
the escaping the native space regime to the superconvergence regime. This means,
we are interested in bounding ∥ · ∥Hϑ(Ω) norms for ϑ > 1 in terms of weaker norms.
For this, we state and prove the most basic form using the ∥ · ∥L2(Ω) norm, and
remark that a generalization to further intermediate norms on the left hand side is
straightforward by applying interpolation theory.

Proposition 9 (Bernstein inequality in the escaping regime). Under Theorem 2,
let ϑ ∈ [0, 1]. Then there exists a constant C = Cd,k,τ,Ω > 0 such that the following
Bernstein inverse inequality holds

∥u∥Hϑ(Ω) ≍ ∥u∥Hϑτ (Ω) ≤ Cq−ϑτ
X ∥u∥L2(Ω) (28)

for all point sets X ⊂ Ω and all trial functions u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X}.

The proof of Theorem 9 is just a careful checking of the proofs given in the
literature, and does not require any new major ideas. Thus we provide the proof in
Section A.1.
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Proposition 10 (Bernstein inequality in the superconvergence regime). Under The-
orem 2, let ϑ ∈ [1, 2− d

2τ ). Then there exists a constant C = Cd,k,τ,Ω > 0 such that
the following Bernstein inverse inequality holds

∥u∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤ Cq−ϑτ
X ∥u∥L2(Ω) (29)

for all point sets X ⊂ Ω and all trial functions u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X}.

Proof. Consider u =
∑M

j=1 αjk(·, xj). By using the generalized reproducing property
from Theorem 8 we have

∥u∥2Hϑ(Ω) =

M∑
i,j=1

αiαj⟨k(·, xi), k(·, xj)⟩Hϑ(Ω) =

M∑
i,j=1

αiαjk
(2−ϑ)(xi, xj)

=: α⊤A(2−ϑ)α.

Here we introduced A(2−ϑ) for the kernel matrix using the kernel k(2−ϑ). We proceed
by inserting A1/2A−1/2, where A denotes the kernel matrix using the kernel k:

= α⊤A1/2A−1/2A(2−ϑ)A−1/2A1/2α

≤ ∥A1/2α∥2 · ∥A−1/2A(2−ϑ)A−1/2∥2,2
≤ (α⊤Aα) · λmax(A

−1/2A(2−ϑ)A−1/2)

= ∥u∥2Hk(Ω) · max
0̸=α∈Rn

α⊤A−1/2A(2−ϑ′)A−1/2α

α⊤α

= ∥u∥2Hk(Ω) · max
0̸=β∈Rn

β⊤A(2−ϑ′)β

β⊤Aβ
.

For the first factor, we can directly apply the Bernstein inequality Eq. (28), giving

the upper bound
(
Cq−τ

X ∥u∥L2(Ω)

)2
. For the second factor we make use of the spectral

alignment result [29, Corollary 4.6], giving the upper bound Cq
(1−ϑ)2τ
X . Simplifying

the expression yields the result.

Note that Theorem 10 extends Theorem 9 in a natural way to the superconver-
gence norms, and the restriction ϑ < 2 − d

2τ is necessary due to Eq. (27). Both

statements together provide Bernstein inequalities for the full range ϑ ∈ [0, 2− d
2τ ),

which we formulate as the following theorem:

Theorem 11 (Bernstein inequality). Under Theorem 2, let ϑ ∈ [0, 2 − d
2τ ). Then

there exists a constant C = Cd,k,τ,Ω > 0 such that the following Bernstein inverse
inequality holds

∥u∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤ Cq−ϑτ
X ∥u∥L2(Ω) (30)

for all point sets X ⊂ Ω and all trial functions u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X}.

3.3 Construction of density functions

In this subsection, we provide a construction of density functions vn, such that Tvn
approximates the function of interest f . We first start with motivating this approach,
then giving the precise definition and deriving necessary properties.

10



3.3.1 Motivation

The motivation for Section 3.3 is to establish the mathematical foundations of the
proof technique for proving the main result in the range ϑ ∈ (2 − d

2τ , 2]. In this
range, it holds k(·, x) /∈ Hϑ(Ω) by Eq. (27), thus one can no longer rely on the same

proof strategy as for the case ϑ ∈ (0, 2 − d
2τ ), which uses sf,Xn =

∑|Xn|
j=1 αjk(·, xj)

as ansatz functions.
Thus the idea is to use the characterization ofHϑ(Ω) as the ∥·∥Hϑ(Ω) norm closure

of TL2(Ω), see Eq. (26). Therefore this subsection will introduce a construction of
density functions (vn)n∈N ⊂ L2(Ω), such that Tvn → f . These density functions vn
will be defined based on the coefficients αj of sf,Z =

∑|Z|
j=1 αjk(·, zj) – or viewed the

other way round: The coefficients (αj)
|Z|
j=1 constitute a discretization of the density

function. The motivation for this is given by

k(·, x) = lim
ε→0

Tδx,ε = lim
ε→0

∫
Ω

k(·, z)δx,ε(z) dz, (31)

where (δx,ε)ε>0 is an approximation of the dirac delta for ε → 0. In particular we
will make use of δx,ε(z) = 1

εd
· 1x+[0,ε]d(z), which allows to nicely decompose the

region Ω and approximate it using small cubes.

3.3.2 Assumption on kernel-based approximation method

In order to work as generally as possible, we introduce the following assumption on
the kernel-based approximation method:

Assumption 12. Let k : Ω×Ω → R be a continuous strictly positive definite kernel
on a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd. We consider a point-based kernel approxi-
mation method, i.e. for any pairwise distinct X ⊂ Ω we obtain an approximant

sf,X =:
∑
xi∈X

αf,X;xi
k(·, xi)

with coefficients (αf,X;xi
)i=1,...,|X| ⊂ R|X|. For any f ∈ C(Ω), we assume the coeffi-

cients (αf,X;xi
)i=1,...,|X| to depend continuously on X.

Next we will see, that this assumption is frequently satisfied, e.g. for kernel
interpolation or regularized kernel interpolation.

Proposition 13. Let k : Ω×Ω → R be a continuous strictly positive definite kernel
on a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd. Then both kernel interpolation as well a
regularized kernel interpolation satisfy Theorem 12.

Proof. For any pairwise distinct X ⊂ Ω, the coefficients αX := (αf,X;xi
)i=1,...,|X| ∈

R|X| for kernel interpolation and regularized kernel interpolation are determined by
the solution of the linear equation system

(AX + λ1)αX = f(X),

⇔ αX = (AX + λ1)−1f(X).

Here AX is the kernel matrix as defined in Eq. (8) and f(X) := (f(xi))i=1,...,|X| ∈
R|X|. Furthermore it holds λ = 0 for kernel interpolation and λ > 0 for regularized
kernel interpolation.

11
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Figure 2: Visualization of the approximation of Ω from the interior with help of
Zn + [0, 2−n]d. In this example, Ω is given by a circle of radius 0.83, and Zn (solid
dots) and Zn+1 (crosses) are visualized for n = 1 (left) and n = 2 (right).

Since the kernel k is assumed to be continuous on Ω×Ω and f is continuous on
Ω, both X 7→ (k(X,X) + λ)−1 and X 7→ f(X) are continuous. Thus it follows that
X 7→ αX is continuous.

Theorem 12 enables us to develop the subsequent tools for general kernel-based
approximation methods, not being limited to kernel interpolation.

3.3.3 Definition of density functions

In order to obtain a meaningful discretization of the integral of the kernel integral
operator T , we will here consider sets of centers X given by the intersection of a
grid with the region Ω. To be precise, we define for n ∈ N

Zn := {z ∈ 2−nZd | z + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ Ω}, (32)

Note that, by definition, we have Zn + b ∈ Ω for all b ∈ [0, 2−n]d and furthermore
Zn ⊆ Zn+1 ⊂ Ω for all n ∈ N. We make use of Z instead of X to distinguish these
grid-based sets from possibly scattered sets. If follows immediately that

Zn + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ Zn+1 + [0, 2−(n+1)]d ⊂ Ω.

Such constructions are also considered in finite element literature, see e.g. Whitney
decomposition. If Ω is Jordan measurable, which is the case for Lipschitz regions,
then this approximation will fill Ω from inside, see Figure 2.

As a first technical statement, we characterize the fill- and seperation distance of
Zn + b for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d. Essentially we show that the sequence of sets (Zn)n∈N

is quasi-uniform, i.e. it satisfies Theorem 4. The statement itself is probably known
in similar forms in the literature, however we could not locate it. Thus we provide
the easy geometrical proof, including a visualization of the proof idea in Figure 3.

Proposition 14. Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a Lipschitz region. Then there exists n0 ∈ N
and constants cΩ, CΩ > 0 such that for all n ≥ n0 the point sets Zn + b for any
b ∈ [0, 2−n]d satisfy the following uniformity bounds:

cΩ2
−n = cΩqZn+b ≤ hZn+b ≤ CΩqZn+b = CΩ2

−n.

12
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Figure 3: Visualization of the proof of Theorem 14: For any x ∈ Ω, the cone
condition provides a ball and thus a cube within the region, which is not too far
from the point x.

Proof. Since Ω is a Lipschitz region, it satisfies an interior cone condition [11, Lemma
1.5]. Let r and α be the radius and angle of this cone condition. We define CΩ :=

2
√
d · 1+sin(α)

sin(α) > 1 and n0 ∈ N as the smallest integer such that CΩ2
−n0 < r.

We first show an upper bound on the fill distance, which is defined as hZn
≡

supx∈Ω minz∈Zn ∥x − z∥2. Thus let x ∈ Ω. Due to the interior cone condition, we
have a cone C(x, ξ(x), α, r) within Ω, i.e.

C(x, ξ(x), α, r) ⊂ Ω.

For n ≥ n0 we consider the smaller cone C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2
−n). By definition of n0

we have for n ≥ n0 that CΩ2
−n ≤ CΩ2

−n0 < r, i.e.

C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2
−n) ⊂ C(x, ξ(x), α, r).

By [11, Lemma 1.1], there exists a ball within this cone with radius sin(α)
1+sin(α)CΩ2

−n =

2
√
d2−n centered at some x̃ ∈ C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2

−n), i.e.

B2
√
d2−n(x̃) ⊂ C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2

−n).

We now show that within this ball B2
√
d2−n(x̃), there exists a cube z + [0, 2−n]d

for some z ∈ Zn: The distance of x̃ to 2−nZd is at most 1
2

√
d · 2−n, while the

diameter of a cube of side length 2−n is
√
d2−n. Since the ball has a radius of

2
√
d2−n > 1

2

√
d2−n +

√
d2−n, there exists a z ∈ 2−nZd such that z + [0, 2−n]d is

included in that ball, i.e.

z + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ B2
√
d2−n(x̃) ⊂ Ω for z ∈ 2−nZd.

Since this cube is fully contained within Ω, it follows z ∈ Zn. Now we may finally esti-
mate the distance of x to Zn+b for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d: Due to x ∈ C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2

−n)
and z + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ C(x, ξ(x), α, CΩ2

−n) we have dist(x, Zn + b) ≤ CΩ2
−n and thus

hZn+b ≤ CΩ2
−n.

13



Now we show an estimate on the seperation distance: Since Zn ⊂ 2−nZd for any
n ∈ N, we have immediately qZn

= 2−n and thus qZn+b = 2−n for any n ∈ N.

Combining both estimates, we obtain the uniformity bound
hZn+b

qZn+b
≤ CΩ ⇔

hZn+b ≤ CΩqZn+b for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d.
The remaining bound cΩqZn+b ≤ hZn+b is not specific to the set Zn+b, in fact it

holds cΩqX ≤ hX for any set of points X ⊂ Ω by a volume comparison arguments,
see Eq. (12).

Next, given a continuous function f ∈ C(Ω) we define a piecewise continuous
density function DZn

(f) : Ω → R based on the coefficients (αj)j of the kernel-based
approximant: Since Zn is a subset of 2−nZd, there is a unique decomposition of
x ∈ Zn + [0, 2−n)d ⊂ Ω as

x = z(x) + b(x), z(x) ∈ Zn, b(x) ∈ [0, 2−n)d. (33)

Definition 15. Consider f ∈ C(Ω) and a given kernel-based approximation scheme
in Eq. (34), e.g. kernel-based interpolation.

• For x ∈ Ω \ (Zn + [0, 2−n))d, we set DZn
(f)(x) := 0.

• For x ∈ Zn + [0, 2−n)d ⊂ Ω, we consider the unique decomposition of Eq. (33)
as x = z(x) + b(x) and consider the kernel approximant sf,Zn+b(x) to f based
on the centers Zn + b(x),

sf,Zn+b(x) =:
∑

xi∈Zn+b

αf,Zn+b(x);xi
k(·, xi). (34)

Then we define DZn(f) via

DZn(f)(x) := 2nd · αf,Zn+b(x);x (35)

The definition is well-defined, because for specified n ∈ N, there is a unique
b(x) ∈ [0, 2−n)d and a unique z ∈ 2−nZd such that x = b(x) + z, see Eq. (33). Note
that this definition does not specify, how the kernel approximants sf,X actually looks
like: it does not rely on being a kernel-based interpolant, and thus also works for e.g.
regularized kernel-based approximation or kernel Galerkin methods. A visualization
of the functions DZn

(f) obtained by kernel interpolation for n ∈ {3, 4, 5} is provided
in Figure 4.

3.3.4 Properties of density functions

Next, we will derive several necessary properties of the constructed density functions
DZn(f) and of TDZn(f). First we need to show that the constructed density function
DZn

(f) is piecewiese continuous. This is the case, if the coefficients αf,Zn+b(x);xi
of

Eq. (34) depend in a continuous way on b(x), i.e. under Theorem 12.

Proposition 16. Let k : Ω×Ω → R be a continuous strictly positive definite kernel
defined on a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd. Consider a kernel-based approxima-
tion method satisfying Theorem 12.

Given f ∈ C(Ω), it follows that the density function DZn
(f) is continuous on

z + (0, 2−n)d for any z ∈ 2−nZd. Furthermore, DZn
(f)|z+(0,2−n)d can be extended

continuously to z + [0, 2−n]d.

14
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Figure 4: Visualization of the density functionsDZn
(f) obtained by kernel interpola-

tion for n ∈ {3, 4, 5} for Ω = [0, 1] and f given by f = Tv with v(z) = z−0.45 ∈ L2(Ω).
The piecewise continuous nature of these functions is clearly observeable. The Wend-
land kernel k(x, z) = max(1− |x− z|, 0) was used for this example.

Proof. For z ∈ 2−nZd \ Zn, the density function DZn
(f) is defined to be equal zero

and thus continuous. For z ∈ Zn ⊂ Ω, the function values are obtained by Eq. (35).
Since the kernel-based approximation method is assumed to satisfy Theorem 12,
the coefficients (αf,Zn+b(x);xi

)i=1,...,|Zn+b(x)| depend continuously on Zn + b(x) and

thus on b(x), where b(x) ∈ (0, 2−n)d. Recall that it holds z ∈ Zn if and only if
z + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ Ω. Thus the coefficient vector (αf,Zn+b(x);xi

)i=1,...,|Zn+b(x)| (as a

function in b(x)) can be extended continuously to z + [0, 2−n]d.

From the previous proposition, we can immediately conclude that DZn(f) is
bounded and thus DZn

(f) ∈ L2(Ω). Therefore TDZn
(f) ∈ TL2(Ω) ⊂ C(Ω).

Next, we would like to show that TDZn
(f) converges to f in L2(Ω) for n → ∞.

This can even be quantified:

Proposition 17. Given f ∈ C(Ω), assume it holds

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chβ
X

for some β > 0 and all quasi-uniform X ⊂ Ω. Then it holds

∥f − TDZn
(f)∥L2(Ω) ≤ C2−nβ .

Note that the rate of convergence 2−nβ matches the rate given by hβ
X , but ex-

pressed in terms of the discretization level n of Zn. Essentially, the assumed approx-
imation rate of sf,X carries over to TDZn(f) without any loss in the rate.

Proof. In order to show that the convergence rate on ∥f−sf,X∥L2(Ω) basically carries
over to ∥f−TDZn

(f)∥L2(Ω), we make use of Eq. (31) and the piecewise continuity of
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TDZn(f), which allows to discretize the L2(Ω) integral with help of Riemann sums.
We have:

∥f − TDZn
(f)∥2L2(Ω) =

∫
Ω

|f(x)− TDZn
(f)(x)|2 dx

We compute by using the definition of DZn
(f)

TDZn
(f) =

∫
Ω

k(·, y)DZn
(f)(z) dz

=

∫
Zn+[0,2−n]d

k(·, z)DZn(f)(z) dz

=
∑
z∈Zn

∫
z+[0,2−n]d

k(·, z)DZn
(f)(z) dz

=
∑
z∈Zn

lim
N→∞

2−nd

Nd
·

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

k(·, z + b)2ndαf,Zn+b;z+b.

In the last step, the integral was replaced by the limit of an Riemann approximation
using grid points b in 2−n[0, 1]d. This is possible because of the piecewise continuity,
guaranteed by Theorem 16. Some simplifications and rearrangements of the sums
yield

= lim
N→∞

1

Nd
·

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

∑
z∈Zn

k(·, z + b)αf,Zn+b;z+b

= lim
N→∞

1

Nd
·

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

sf,Zn+b.

Thus we can finally estimate:

∥f − TDZn
(f)∥L2(Ω) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥f − lim
N→∞

1

Nd
·

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

sf,Zn+b

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ lim
N→∞

1

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

∥f − sf,Zn+b∥L2(Ω)

≤ lim
N→∞

1

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

Chβ
Zn+b.

The fill distances hZn+b for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d can be bounded by Theorem 14 as
CΩ2

−n, such that the final result follows immediately.

Next, as a preparation for showing a Cauchy sequence property in certain spaces
(see proof of Theorem 1), we are interested in precisely bounding ∥DZn

f−DZn+1
f∥L2(Ω).

For this we require the following utility statements on the norm of the coefficient

vector (αj)
|X|
j=1. The statement is basic combination of [28, Proposition 6] and The-

orem 9:
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Proposition 18. Let α = (αj)
|X|
j=1 ∈ R|X| be the vector of the coefficients of sX =∑|X|

j=1 αjk(·, xj) and X := {x1, ..., x|X|}. Then it holds

∥α∥ℓ2 ≤ Cq
d/2−2τ
X ∥sX∥L2(Ω). (36)

Proof. We compute

∥α∥2ℓ2 = α⊤A
1/2
X A−1

X A
1/2
X α ≤ ∥A−1

X ∥2,2 · α⊤AXα

≤ ∥A−1
X ∥2,2 · ∥sX∥2Hk(Ω)

≤ Cqd−2τ
X q−2τ

X ∥sX∥2L2(Ω),

where we used both Eq. (16) and Eq. (28) in the last step.

Note that inequalities like Eq. (36) using ℓp and Lp norms were discussed and de-
rived in [25, Theorem 5.3], however using Lp(Rd) instead of Lp(Ω). Thus Theorem 18
provides a localized version of these for the case of p = 2.

With this proposition at hand, we can prove the following L2(Ω) bound on
DZn

(f). Note that for β < 2τ , the upper bound grows in n.

Proposition 19. Let f ∈ C(Ω), assume it holds

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ Chβ
X (37)

for some β > 0 and all quasi-uniform X ⊂ Ω. Then it holds

∥DZn
f∥L2(Ω) ≤ C2−n(β−2τ).

Proof. First we would like to estimate the norm of the coefficient vector αf,Zn+b ∈
R|Zn| of sf,Zn+b ≡

∑
xi∈Zn+b αf,Zn+b;xi

k(·, xi) for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d, see Eq. (34):

For b ∈ [0, 2−n]d we use b′ ∈ {−2−(n+1), 2−(n+1)}d ∈ Rd such that Zn + b + b′ ∈
Zn + [0, 2−n]d ⊂ Ω. Then we have

∥sf,Zn+b − sf,Zn+b+b′∥L2(Ω) ≤ ∥sf,Zn+b − f∥L2(Ω) + ∥f − sf,Zn+b+b′∥L2(Ω)

≤ Chβ
Zn+b + Chβ

Zn+b+b′

≤ C2−nβ ,

where we used in the final step Theorem 14 to estimate the fill distances. Since Zn+b
and Zn+b+b′ are disjoint, the squared norm of the vector of coefficients of sf,Zn+b−
sf,Zn+b+b′ is given by the sum of squared norms of the vector of coefficients of sf,Zn+b

and of sf,Zn+b+b′ , i.e. by ∥αf,Zn+b∥2ℓ2 + ∥αf,Zn+b+b′∥2ℓ2 . Thus by Theorem 18 we
obtain

∥αf,Zn+b∥2ℓ2 + ∥αf,Zn+b+b′∥2ℓ2 ≤ C2qd−4τ
(Zn+b)∪(Zn+b+b′)∥sf,Zn+b − sf,Zn+b+b′∥2L2(Ω)

≤ C2−(n+1)(d−4τ)2−2nβ

≤ C2−nd−2n(β−2τ),

and in particular

∥αf,Zn+b∥2ℓ2 ≤ C2−nd−2n(β−2τ). (38)
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With this bound, which holds for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d, we can bound ∥DZn(f)∥L2(Ω):

For this, we start by bounding for any b ∈ [0, 2−n]d:

∥DZn
(f)∥2ℓ2(Zn+b) :=

∑
z∈Zn+b

|DZn
(f)(z)|2

=
∑

z∈Zn+b

|2ndαf,Zn+b;z|2

= 22nd · ∥αf,Zn+b∥2ℓ2
≤ C2nd−2n(β−2τ).

Due to the piecewise continuity according to Theorem 16, we can approximate the
integral ∥DZn(f)∥L2(Ω) via Riemann sums:

∥DZn
(f)∥2L2(Ω) =

∫
Ω

|DZn
(f)(x)|2 dx

=
∑
z∈Zn

∫
z+[0,2−n]d

|DZn
(f)(x)|2 dx

=
∑
z∈Zn

lim
N→∞

2−nd

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

|DZn
(f)(z + b)|2

= lim
N→∞

2−nd

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

∑
z∈Zn

|DZn(f)(z + b)|2

≤ lim
N→∞

2−nd

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−n

N {0,...,N−1}d

C2nd−2n(β−2τ)

= C2−2n(β−2τ).

Note that Theorem 19 immediately implies the bound

∥DZn
f −DZn+1

f∥L2(Ω) ≤ C2n(2τ−β)

by triangle inequality.

4 Sharp inverse statements and saturation

This section states and proves the main result in Section 4.1, and discusses it sub-
sequently in Section 4.2.

4.1 Main result

We restate the main theorem, briefly elaborate on the proof strategy and then have
the full proof:
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Theorem 1. [Main result] Consider a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd and a
continuous kernel k such that Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) for some τ > d/2. Consider f ∈ C(Ω)
and the estimate

∥f − sf,X∥L2(Ω) ≤ cfh
β
X , (7)

where sf,X ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} is a kernel-based approximant.

(i) If Eq. (7) holds for some β ∈ (0, 2τ − d
2 ] for one sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω of

point sets satisfying Theorem 4, then f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for all ϑ ∈ [0, β
τ ).

Additionally assuming Theorem 12, we have

(ii) If Eq. (7) holds for some β ∈ [2τ − d
2 , 2] for any quasi-uniform2 sequence

(Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω, then f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for all ϑ ∈ [0, β
τ ).

(iii) If Eq. (7) holds for some β > 2τ for any quasi-uniform2 sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂
Ω, then f = 0.

Before providing the proof, we briefly elaborate on the proof strategy: The case
β ∈ (0, τ ] was covered in [28] and refined in [2], and is here addressed again due
to a mild change in the assumptions. For its proof, one considers the sequence of
approximants (sf,Xn

)n∈N for a sequence (Xn)n∈N satisfying Theorem 4. Using the
Bernstein inequality from Theorem 9, one can show that this sequence is a Cauchy
sequence in Hϑ′(Ω) for any ϑ′ < β

τ . Standard arguments then conclude the proof.

For the new case of β ∈ (τ, 2τ− d
2 ), one can consider the same sequence (sf,Xn)n∈N, as

actually k(·, x) ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ < 2− d
2τ by Eq. (27). Using the novel superconvergence

Bernstein inequality from Theorem 10, the same proof strategy still works. The other
new case of β ∈ (2τ − d

2 , 2τ ] is the more challenging one, as it holds k(·, x) /∈ Hϑ(Ω),
such that the previous proof strategy does no longer work. Therefore the idea is to
leverage Eq. (26), and use approximants from TL2(Ω) instead. The construction of
such density functions (DZn

(f))n∈N was derived and discussed in Section 3.3, based
on the idea that k(·, x) can be approximated via Tδx,ε =

∫
Ω
k(·, z)δx,ε(z) dz, where

δx,ε is an approximation of the Dirac delta for ε → 0. For the final case of β > 2τ ,
one considers again the sequence of density functions (DZn

(f))n∈N and shows that

DZn
(f)

n→∞−→ 0, which then implies f = 0.

Proof of Theorem 1. We distinguish three cases, depending on the range of ϑ:
First case: For β ∈ (0, 2τ − d

2 ], we use the same constructive idea as in [2, 20, 28],

because we have k(·, x) ∈ Hϑ for ϑ ∈
(
0, 2− d

2τ

)
by Eq. (27). Thus we apply Eq. (30)

to sf,Xn+1
− sf,Xn

:

∥sf,Xn+1
− sf,Xn

∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤ Cq−ϑτ
Xn+1

∥sf,Xn+1
− sf,Xn

∥L2(Ω).

Inserting −f+f , we can estimate ∥sf,Xn+1
−sf,Xn

∥L2(Ω) by the assumption Eq. (7),
and subsequently estimate the fill distances via the assumption on the sequence of
points (Xn)n∈N as formulated in Theorem 4:

∥sf,Xn+1
− sf,Xn

∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤ Cq−ϑτ
Xn+1

(
cfh

β
Xn+1

+ cfh
β
Xn

)
≤ Ca−(n+1)ϑτanβ

≤ Can(β−ϑτ).

2with uniformity constant ρ = CΩ (see Theorem 14)
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For β − ϑτ > 0, the exponent is positive, such that we are able to show that
(sf,Xn

)n∈N is actually a Cauchy sequence: Let n > m ≥ m0:

∥sf,Xn
− sf,Xm

∥Hϑ′ (Ω) =

∥∥∥∥∥
n−1∑
ℓ=m

sf,Xℓ+1
− sf,Xℓ

∥∥∥∥∥
Hϑ′ (Ω)

≤
n−1∑
ℓ=m

∥sf,Xℓ+1
− sf,Xℓ

∥Hϑ′ (Ω)

≤
∞∑

ℓ=m

aℓ(β−ϑτ) ≤ am0(β−ϑτ)

1− aβ−ϑτ

m0→∞−→ 0

due to a ∈ (0, 1) and β − ϑτ > 0 ⇔ ϑ < β
τ . Since Hϑ(Ω) is a complete space,

we obtain a unique limit element f̃ ∈ Hϑ(Ω). Finally we can easily show that f̃
coincides with f by adding 0 = sf,Xn

− sf,Xn
:

∥f − f̃∥L2(Ω) ≤ ∥f − sf,Xn
∥L2(Ω) + ∥f̃ − sf,Xn

∥L2(Ω)

≤ cfh
µ
Xn

+ CHϑ′ (Ω)↪→L2(Ω)∥f̃ − sf,Xn
∥Hϑ(Ω)

n→∞−→ 0.

Thus we have f = f̃ in L2(Ω), i.e. f can be seen as a particular representative of f̃ ,
such that we have proven that f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for any ϑ < β

τ .

Second case: For β ∈ (2τ− d
2 , τ ]: We consider the sequence of density functions

(DZn
f)n∈N as defined in Section 3.3. We would like to show that (TDZn

)n∈N is a
Cauchy sequence in Hϑ(Ω) for some ϑ ∈ (2 − d

2τ , 2). For this we consider for some

ϑ ∈ (2− d
2τ , 2)

∥TDZn+1
f − TDZn

f∥2Hϑ(Ω) =

∞∑
j=1

∣∣⟨T (DZn+1(f)−DZn(f)), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2
λϑ
j

=

∞∑
j=1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1(f)−DZn(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2 , (39)

where we used that T : L2(Ω) → L2(Ω) is self-adjoint and that Tφj = λjφj . Note

that
∑∞

j=1

∣∣⟨DZn+1
f −DZn

f, φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2 = ∥DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f)∥2L2(Ω), for which we
have only a growing upper bound in n according to Theorem 17. Thus the idea is
to counter this growth via λ2−ϑ

j , which is a decaying term (in j). We split the sum
of Eq. (39) into two parts, small indices up to F (n) (to be determined) and large
indices beyond:

• j large: We make use of λ2−ϑ
F (n)+1 being small:

∞∑
j=F (n)+1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2
≤ λ2−ϑ

F (n) · ∥DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f)∥2L2(Ω)

≤ λ2−ϑ
F (n) ·

(
∥DZn+1

(f)∥L2(Ω) + ∥DZn
(f)∥L2(Ω)

)2
≤ Cλ2−ϑ

F (n) · 2
2n(2τ−β).

In the last step, Theorem 17 was leveraged for bounding the L2(Ω)-norms.
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• j small: In this case, we make use of the lengthy but straightforward estimate
provided in Section A.2, which shows that it holds

F (n)∑
j=1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2 ≤ Cλ−ϑ
F (n)2

−2nβ .

In view of Eq. (39), and given estimates for j small and j big, we can combine
both estimates and subsequently choose an optimized value of F (n):

∥TDZn+1f − TDZnf∥2Hϑ(Ω) ≤ Cλ2−ϑ
F (n) · 2

n(4τ−2β) + Cλ−ϑ
F (n)2

−2nβ .

This expression can be minimized in λ = λF (n):

d

dλ
(λ2−ϑ2n(4τ−2β) + λ−ϑ · 2−2nβ)

!
= 0

⇔ (2− ϑ)λ1−ϑ2n(4τ−2β) − ϑλ−ϑ−12−2nβ !
= 0

⇔ λF (n) =

√
ϑ

2− ϑ
· 2−2nτ .

Since the eigenvalues λj of a Sobolev kernel satisfy λj ≍ j−2τ/d (see Eq. (22)), we
pick F (n) = 2nd, such that λF (n) ≍ 2−2τn. With this bound for λF (n), we proceed
as

∥TDXn+1
f − TDXn

f∥2Hϑ(Ω) ≤ C
(
λ2−ϑ
F (n) · 2

n(4τ−2β) + λ−ϑ
F (n) · 2

−2nβ
)

≤ C
(
2−2nτ ·(2−ϑ)2n(4τ−2β) + 22nτϑ2−2nβ

)
≤ C22n(τϑ−β)

⇒ ∥TDXn+1
f − TDXn

f∥Hϑ(Ω) ≤
√
C2n(τϑ−β).

The exponent is negative for ϑ < β
τ . With this estimate at hand, we can prove that

(TDXn
(f))n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ < β

τ : Let n > m ≥ m0:

∥TDXn(f)− TDXm(f)∥Hϑ(Ω) =

∥∥∥∥∥
n−1∑
ℓ=m

TDXℓ+1
(f)− TDXℓ

(f)

∥∥∥∥∥
Hϑ(Ω)

≤
n−1∑
ℓ=m

∥∥TDXℓ+1
(f)− TDXℓ

(f)
∥∥
Hϑ(Ω)

≤
n−1∑
ℓ=m

√
C2n(τϑ−β)

≤
√
C
2m0(τϑ−β)

1− 2τϑ−β

m0→∞−→ 0.

Since Hϑ(Ω) is a complete space and (TDXn
(f))n∈N is a Cauchy sequence in Hϑ(Ω),

there exists a unique limiting element f̃ ∈ Hϑ(Ω). Finally, f coincides with f̃ on Ω
as elements of L2(Ω) due to Theorem 17 and the previous calculation:

∥f − f̃∥L2(Ω) ≤ ∥f − TDZn(f)∥L2(Ω) + ∥f̃ − TDZn(f)∥L2(Ω)

≤ C2−nβ + CHϑ(Ω)↪→L2(Ω)∥f̃ − TDZn(f)∥Hϑ(Ω)
n→∞−→ 0.
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Thus f can be seen as a particular representative of f̃ , and thus we have proven that
f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for all ϑ < β

τ .
Third case: For β > 2τ , we again consider the sequence of density functions
(DZn

(f))n∈N. We make use of Theorem 19, i.e. we obtain

∥DZn
(f)∥L2(Ω) ≤ C2−n(β−2τ) n→∞−→ 0

because of β > 2τ . Since T is a bounded operator, we also have

∥TDZn
(f)∥L2(Ω)

n→∞−→ 0.

On the other hand, by Theorem 17 we have ∥f − TDZn
(f)∥L2(Ω)

n→∞−→ 0. Thus we
obtain

∥f∥L2(Ω) ≤ ∥f − TDZn
(f)∥L2(Ω) + ∥TDZn

(f)∥L2(Ω)
n→∞−→ 0,

i.e. f = 0.

As a next step, we first present an immediate corollary of Theorem 1, which
states a saturation result using Lp(Ω), 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞:

Corollary 20. Consider a compact Lipschitz region Ω ⊂ Rd and a continuous kernel
k such that Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) for some τ > d/2. Consider f ∈ C(Ω) and the estimate

∥f − sf,X∥Lp(Ω) ≤ cfh
β
X , (40)

for some p ∈ [2,∞], where sf,X ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} is a kernel-based approximant
satisfying Theorem 12.

If Eq. (40) holds for some β > 2τ for any quasi-uniform sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω,
then f = 0.

Proof. Since Ω ⊂ Rd is bounded, Hölder inequality yields the inequality ∥ · ∥L2(Ω) ≤
|Ω|1/2−1/p · ∥ · ∥L∞(Ω). Hence Eq. (40) implies Eq. (7), such that Theorem 1 yields
the desired result f = 0.

Thus the convergence rate saturates at 2τ for any 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Note that this
improves and generalizes the previously known saturation result of [20, Theorem 7.1]
for thin-plate splines.

In the main result Theorem 1, there is a slight difference in the assumptions for
the regime β ∈ [0, 2τ − d/2) and β ∈ [2τ − d/2, 2]. In the first regime, one assumes
a decay rate for a single sequence (Xn)n∈N ⊂ Ω of quasi-uniform points, while in
the second regime one assumes a decay rate to hold for any set of quasi-uniform
points. This difference in the assumption is due to the fact that k(·, x) ∈ Hϑ(Ω) if
and only if ϑ ∈ [0, 2 − d

2τ ), see Eq. (27): Consider f := k(·, x0), and the point x0

is included in Xn, n ≥ n0 within the the nested sequence (Xn)n∈N, then it holds
sf,Xn

= f for all n ≥ n0. Thus the approximation error ∥f − sf,Xn
∥L2(Ω) will be

zero, i.e. any arbitrary high approximation rate is realized. Such an example can be
easily extended to other situations, e.g. where x0 is actually never included in any
Xn, but the distance dist(x0, Xn) decays with some (fast) rate.

However, this neither implies f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ beyond 2− d
2τ (due to Eq. (27))

nor f = 0 (saturation). Thus the difference in the assumptions in Theorem 1 – for
a particular sequence (Xn)n∈N vs for any set of quasi-uniform points – is crucial.
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4.2 Discussion of main result

The main result Theorem 1 states an inverse result for finitely smooth Sobolev
kernels with a focus on the superconvergence regime (for β ∈ [τ, 2τ ]), thus com-
plementing recently derived corresponding direct statements [10]. Moreover, also
the inverse statements of the escaping the native space regime (for β ∈ (0, τ ]) from
the literature were slightly improved, either by weaking assumptions on the point
distribution [28] or by extending the class of applicable kernels [2]. Furthermore,
also novel saturation statements have been derived, which naturally provide an up-
per limit on the convergence rate and thus addresses one of the important research
directions stated in [3, Chapter 10].

There are two key features about the inverse (superconvergence) statements:
First and most important, it establishes an one-to-one correspondence between
smoothness (measured in terms of the power space parameter ϑ) and the rate of
approximation β, thus extending the previously already established one-to-one cor-
respondence from the escaping the native space regime [28] also to the superconver-
gence regime: Any continuous f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ ∈ (0, 2τ ] can be approximated by
kernel interpolation with a rate of convergence (in the fill distance) of hϑβ . And if a
function f can be approximated by kernel interpolation with a rate of convergence of
hϑβ , one can conclude that f ∈ Hϑ′(Ω) for all ϑ′ < ϑ. We will address implications
and applications of this one-to-one correspondence for the challenging selection of
an “optimal shape parameter” for RBF kernels in an follow up work [30]. Second,
the result shows that the power spaces Hϑ(Ω) for ϑ ∈ [1, 2] are the correct spaces
to expect superconvergence to happen for. This is important, because the previous
literature on superconvergence [10,16,19,21] was able to show superconvergence for
specific subspaces, that satisfy certain embeddings. However the relation between
these different characterizations remained unclear. The inverse result Theorem 1
now implies, that these specific subspaces are always subspaces of some power space
Hϑ(Ω).

Next we disscuss the assumptions of the main result Theorem 1: The assump-
tion on the set Ω of interest being a Lipschitz region is pretty standard, and the
assumption on the kernel being a Sobolev kernel covers plenty of kernels that are
used in practice, including Wendland and Matérn kernels. The assumption on the
set of points – either a single nested sequence of quasi-uniform points vs for any set
of quasi-uniform points – was mostly already discussed below Theorem 1. Instead
of assuming a decay rate in the L2(Ω) norm, one could also either consider some
Hϑ(Ω) norm (smoothness scale), some Lp(Ω) norm (integrability scale) or a com-
bination of both. Regarding the first option, this is easily possible by combining
the main result Theorem 1 with the Bernstein inequalities provided in Theorem 11.
The second option, and thus also the third one, is possible in the range p ∈ [2,∞],
due to the embeddings Lp(Ω) ↪→ L2(Ω) (see e.g. Theorem 20) and the availability
of corresponding direct statements [27]. The range p ∈ [1, 2] is more challenging.
Nevertheless the ℓp−Lp Bernstein inequalities established in [25, Theorem 5.3] (and
similar [12] for the sphere) may provide helpful tools to generalize the analysis pro-
vided here for p = 2 to the more general cases, and thus completing the full picture
for TLp(Ω) spaces as provided in [10, Figure 2]. We remark that for p ∈ [1, 2] one
likely needs to resort to Besov spaces instead of Hilbertian power spaces.

Finally we comment on the role of the approximant sf,X : On purpose, the
main result Theorem 1 was formulated for general point based approximants sf,X ∈
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span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} (partly assuming the mild condition of Theorem 12), not only
focussing on kernel interpolants. This allows to apply the result not only to kernel
interpolation, but also to other approximation schemes like regularized interpolation,
least-squares approximation or kernel Galerkin methods. Note that the correspond-
ing direct statements are not yet available, as the direct superconvergence statements
in [10] relied explicitly on the use of projections (see e.g. [10, Theorem 6]).

Direct and inverse statements on manifold are also well researched on the sphere,
and e.g. [8] provides direct statements in the superconvergence regime. However
corresponding inverse statements as well as saturation statements seem to be missing.
We expect that our proof techniques of Theorem 1 can also be transfered to the case
of Ω being a sphere or more generally a manifold. For the special case of the sphere,
the analysis might be even more simple due to the absense of a boundary and the
explicit availability of spherical basis functions.

Finally we observe the following implication of the main result Theorem 1 and the
previously established direct and inverse statements: For ϑ ∈ [0, 2], the kernel-based
approximation sf,Xn

of f ∈ Hϑ(Ω) using well-distributed points Xn ⊂ Ω provides
the same rate of approximation as approximation with the Mercer eigenfunctions.
For ϑ > 2, the kernel-based approximation sf,Xn can no longer match the rate of
approximation using eigenfunctions, due to the saturation established in Theorem 1
and Theorem 20. Let Vn := span{φj , j = 1, ..., n} and recall the classical error
estimate using eigenfunctions

∥f −ΠVn(f)∥2L2(Ω) =

∞∑
j=N+1

λϑ
j ·

|⟨f, φj⟩L2(Ω)|2

λϑ
j

≤ λϑ
N+1 · ∥f∥2L2(Ω).

Due to λN ≍ N−2τ/d (see Eq. (22)) and hX ≍ |X|−1/d for well distributed X ⊂ Ω,
this results in the same error rates as using kernel-based approximants, see Eq. (5)
and Eq. (6). However, this approximation rate using Mercer eigenfunctions is not
limited by ϑ ≤ 2, as for kernel-based approximation due to the saturation result in
Theorem 1 and Theorem 20. On the other hand, the kernel-based approximation is
actually computable, whereas the Mercer eigenfunctions are usually unknown.

5 Conclusion

This paper proved sharp inverse and saturation statements for kernel-based approx-
imation using finitely smooth kernels with a focus on the superconvergence regime.
Thus this analysis complements recently derived direct statements for the supercon-
vergence regime. This was enabled by deriving a range of important utility state-
ments, such as a generalized reproducing property and a superconvergence Bernstein
inequality, and furthermore proposing and anlyzing a density function construction.
Together with direct and inverse statments for the escaping the native space regime,
a complete characterization of the convergence rates was derived, giving a one-to-
one correspondence between convergence rate and smoothness (measured in terms
of power spaces).

In future research we will discuss implications and applications of the established
one-to-one correspondence. In particular, we will address the prominent question of
the optimal shape parameter from a theoretical point of view [30].
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A Outsourced calculations

A.1 Bernstein inequality in the escaping regime

Proof of Theorem 9. The proof follows by realizing that [24, Lemma 4.1] actually
holds for any u ∈ Hm(Ω), and [24, Lemma 4.3] holds as long as the RKHS of the
kernel is norm-equivalent to Hτ (Ω), since we make use of the fact that u interpolates
fσ in X. We provide the details:

We start by noting that [24, Lemma 4.1] actually holds for any u ∈ Hm(Ω), i.e.
no kernel is involved in this lemma yet. Next we observe, that [24, Lemma 4.3] also
works for any Sobolev kernel, i.e. for any α ∈ (d/2, τ ] there exists a constant C > 0
such that it holds

∥u∥Hτ (Ω) ≤ Cq−τ+α
X ∥u∥Hα(Ω) (41)

for any trial functions u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X}: In fact, applying [24, Lemma 4.1]
to u ∈ span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} ⊂ Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω) ⊆ Hα(Ω) yields a band-limited
function fσ,u,α,Ω ∈ Bσ for some σ ≍ q−1

X such that

u|X = fσ,u,α,Ω|X ,

∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hα(Rd) ≤ Cα,τ,Ω∥u∥Hα(Ω),

∥u− fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hα(Ω) ≤ C ′
α,m,Ωq

τ−α
X ∥u∥Hm(Ω),

and any fσ ∈ Bσ satisfies the Bernstein inequality

∥fσ∥Hτ (Ω) ≤ 2(τ−β)/2 max{1, στ−β}∥fσ∥Hβ(Rd).

Thus we may estimate by noting that u = sfσ,u,α,Ω,X ,

∥u∥Hτ (Ω) ≤ ∥u− fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hτ (Ω) + ∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hτ (Ω)

= ∥sfσ,u,α,Ω,X − fσ∥Hτ (Ω) + ∥fσ∥Hτ (Ω)

≤ C∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hτ (Ω).

In the last inequality, we used that sfσ,u,α,Ω,X is the orthogonal projection of fσ,u,α,Ω
onto span{k(·, x), x ∈ X} ⊂ Hk(Ω) ≍ Hτ (Ω). Using aboves inequalities due to [24,
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Lemma 4.1], we can further estimate

∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hτ (Ω) ≤ ∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hτ (Rd) ≤ 2(τ−β)/2 max{1, στ−β}∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hβ(Rd)

≤ 2(τ−β)/2 max{1, στ−β}∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hβ(Ω)

≤ Cq−τ+β
X ∥fσ,u,α,Ω∥Hβ(Ω),

establishing Eq. (41).
We continue to estimate the right hand side norm ∥u∥Hα(Ω) of Eq. (41) via Gangliardo-

Nierenberg interpolation inequality as ∥u∥Hα(Ω) ≤ C∥u∥1−α/τ
L2(Ω) ∥u∥

α/τ
Hτ (Ω). Rearrang-

ing the terms yields

∥u∥Hτ (Ω) ≤ Cq−τ
X ∥u∥L2(Ω).

Another application of Gangliardo-Nierenberg interpolation inequality as in [2, The-
orem 3.4] yields the final result:

∥u∥Hϑτ (Ω) ≤ C∥u∥1−ϑ
L2(Ω)∥u∥

ϑ
Hτ (Ω)

≤ C∥u∥1−ϑ
L2(Ω)

(
Cq−τ

X ∥u∥L2(Ω)

)ϑ
= Cq–ϑτX ∥u∥L2(Ω).

A.2 Estimate for sum

Proposition 21. In the setting of Theorem 1 it holds

F (n)∑
j=1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2 ≤ Cλ−ϑ
F (n)2

−2nβ .

Proof. We start with basic computations, using the definition of DZn as introduced
in Section 3.3: ∣∣⟨DZn+1

(f)−DZn
(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

(DZn+1(f)−DZn(f))(x)φj(x) dx

∣∣∣∣ .
Note that both DZn(f) and DZn+1(f) are zero on Ω \

(
Zn+1 + [0, 2−(n+1)]d

)
by

definition, such that we can restrict the integral to Zn+1+[0, 2−(n+1)]d. We continue
as ∣∣⟨DZn+1

(f)−DZn
(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣
=

∣∣∣ ∑
z∈Zn+1

∫
z+[0,2−(n+1)]d

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(x)φj(x) dx

=
∣∣∣ ∑
z∈Zn+1

∫
[0,2−(n+1)]d

(DZn+1(f)−DZn(f))(z + b)⟨k(·, z + b), φj⟩Hk(Ω) db
∣∣∣

=
1

λj
·
∣∣∣ ∑
z∈Zn+1

∫
[0,2−(n+1)]d

〈
(DZn+1

(f)−DZn
(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣.
28



In the penultimate step, we made use of the reproducing property, and in the last
step we made use of φj = 1

λj
Tφj and subsequently Eq. (19). As a next step, we

write the integral as a limit of Riemann sums to obtain

=
1

λj
·
∣∣∣ ∑
z∈Zn+1

lim
N→∞

2−(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

〈
(DZn+1(f)−DZn(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣
=

1

λj
·
∣∣∣ lim
N→∞

2−(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

〈 ∑
z∈Zn

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣
≤ 1

λj
lim

N→∞

2−(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣〈 ∑
z∈Zn

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣.
From this we conclude by using Cauchy Schwarz inequality∣∣⟨DZn+1(f)−DZn(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2
≤ 1

λ2
j

lim
N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

N2d

 ∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣〈 ∑
z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣


2

=
1

λ2
j

lim
N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

N2d

 ∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

12


·

 ∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣〈 ∑
z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣2


=
1

λ2
j

lim
N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈 ∑

z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ 1

λ2
j

lim
N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈 ∑

z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1(f)−DZn(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

.
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Thus we obtain

F (n)∑
j=1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2

≤
F (n)∑
j=1

λ−ϑ
j lim

N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈 ∑

z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ λ−ϑ
F (n) lim

N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

F (n)∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈 ∑

z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1(f)−DZn(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b), φj

〉
L2(Ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

≤ λ−ϑ
F (n) lim

N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

L2(Ω)

The ∥ · ∥L2(Ω)-norm can be estimated by inserting the definition of DZn+1(f) and
DZn(f):∥∥∥∥∥∥

∑
z∈Zn+1

(DZn+1
(f)−DZn

(f))(z + b)k(·, z + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

z∈Zn+1

DZn+1
(f)(z + b)k(·, z + b)−DZn

(f)(z + b)k(·, z + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

z∈Zn+1

DZn+1
(f)(z + b)k(·, z + b)−

∑
bi∈Bn+1

∑
z∈Zn

DZn
(f)(z + bi + b)k(·, z + bi + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

z∈Zn+1

2(n+1)dαf,Zn+1+b;z+bk(·, z + b)−
∑

bi∈Bn+1

∑
z∈Zn

2ndαf,Zn+bi+b;z+bi+bk(·, z + bi + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)
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= 2nd

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

z∈Zn+1

2dαf,Zn+1+b;z+bk(·, z + b)−
∑

bi∈Bn+1

∑
z∈Zn

αf,Zn+bi+b;z+bi+bk(·, z + bi + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

= 2nd

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

bi∈Bn+1

∑
z∈Zn+1

αf,Zn+1+b;z+bk(·, z + b)−
∑

bi∈Bn+1

∑
z∈Zn

αf,Zn+bi+b;z+bi+bk(·, z + bi + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

= 2nd

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

bi∈Bn+1

 ∑
z∈Zn+1

αf,Zn+1+b;z+bk(·, z + b)−
∑
z∈Zn

αf,Zn+bi+b;z+bi+bk(·, z + bi + b)

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

= 2nd

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

bi∈Bn+1

(
sf,Zn+1+b − sf,Zn+bi+b

)∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

= 2nd
∑

bi∈Bn+1

∥∥sf,Zn+1+b − sf,Zn+bi+b

∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ 2nd
∑

bi∈Bn+1

(∥∥sf,Zn+1+b − f∥L2(Ω) + ∥f − sf,Zn+bi+b

∥∥
L2(Ω)

)
.

For this expression, we can finally apply the given convergence rate of Eq. (7) and
the estimates on the fill distance of Theorem 14 to bound it via

≤ 2nd
∑

bi∈Bn+1

(
cfh

β
Zn+1+b + cfh

β
Zn+bi+b

)
≤ 2nd

∑
bi∈Bn+1

(
cfC

β
Ω2

−(n+1)β + cfC
β
Ω2

−nβ
)

≤ 2cfC
β
Ω2

d · 2nd2−nβ .

Plugging this estimate into aboves calculation, we obtain

F (n)∑
j=1

λ2−ϑ
j

∣∣⟨DZn+1(f)−DZn(f), φj⟩L2(Ω)

∣∣2
≤ λ−ϑ

F (n) lim
N→∞

2−2(n+1)d

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

C22nd2−2nβ

≤ Cλ−ϑ
F (n) lim

N→∞

1

Nd

∑
b∈ 2−(n+1)

N {0,...,N−1}d

2−2nβ

= Cλ−ϑ
F (n)2

−2nβ .
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