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Operational calculus and integral transforms for
groups with finite propagation speed

Gordon Blower and lan Doust

Abstract. Let A be the generator of a strongly continuous cosine farfuystA)):cr

on a complex Banach spaée The paper develops an operational calculus for integral
transforms and functions of using the generalized harmonic analysis associated to cer-
tain hypergroups. It is shown that characters of hypergsaupich have Laplace repre-
sentations give rise to bounded operatorsFhnExamples include the Mellin transform
and the Mehler—Fock transform. The paper uses functionaliices for the cosine fam-

ily cos(t+/A) which is associated with waves that travel at unit speed. fiai results
include an operational calculus theorem for Sturm—Lidevilypergroups with Laplace
representation as well as analogues to the Kunze—Steiropteston in the hypergroup
convolution setting.
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1 Introduction

Let E be a separable complex Banach space At#) the algebra of bounded
linear operators o. Let A a closed and densely defined linear operatoF'in
This paper presents a unified approach to the operationaliloal of functions
f(A) which is based upon integral transforms, including thosth@nfollowing
table.

Transform Characters L Pa(t) Operations
Fourier cosz dd—;z costA cosine
Mellin z —(zd)? At Riesz potentials
Hankel 7V J, () —%;2 —ald g (tA) Bessel
Mehler B3, , (coshr) —, —cotha &L Uy jp(cogtA)) Legendre

Associated to the differential operatofsthat appear in this table there is a
convolutionx defined initially on point masses, on X = [0, o0) such that the
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convolutione,, * €, is a probability measure oK. This convolution determines a
hypergroup structure denotéX  «). The characters of this hypergroup are mul-
tiplicative in the sense that they satigfly ¢(t)(e, xe,)(dt) = ¢(x)¢(y). Working
with the character spade allows us to use generalized harmonic analysis to trans-
fer estimates fox/L to A. (We refer the reader to [11, 16] for related transference
methods.) In Section 2 we introduce the main facts from teerhof hypergroup
structures orX that we shall need.

In Section 3 we begin by investigating a classical situategarding operators
A which admit bounded imaginary powes$® and a functional calculus derived
from the Mellin transform. In the context of this work, the Nietransform can
be viewed as the generalized Fourier transform determigea dertain natural
hypergroup structure oK and the imaginary powers of are just the values of
¢(A) for ¢ in the character space of this hypergroup.

The remaining part of the paper aims to make formal use of yipeigroup
Fourier transform formula

f(6) = /X f@é@ mdz),  (beX, fellm) (L1

to definef(A). To do this, one needs to find a suitable way of replacing th&asc
valued¢(z) term with an operator-valued quantity, (). Here we make use of
the fact that for certain hypergrougX, =), the bounded multiplicative maps on
X can be naturally parameterized{s, } for A in a subset of the complex plane,
and furthermore, that for alt € X the functionh,(\) = ¢x(x) is bounded and
analytic on a suitable domain. Indeed these maps have adtepépresentation’
in terms of a family of bounded positive measurgs

oa(x) = hy(N) = / cogAt) 7,(dt), (z € X). (1.2)
To make use of this representation to defingx) = h,(A), one needs a satis-
factory interpretation of, and bounds for, the family of mters{coqtA)}:cr, as
well as suitable bounds concerning the representationuress.

Cosine families of operators have a well-developed theBoymally, a cosine
family on E is a strongly continuous familyC(¢) };cr of bounded operators on
E such thatC'(s — t) + C(s + t) = 2C(s)C(t) andC(0) = I. Such a family
admits a closed densely defined infinitesimal genetatand one naturally writes
cogtA) for C(t). Cosine families arise in describing the solutions of vpeised
L? Cauchy problems of the form

0w 2 ow
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with initial datumu € L2. In classical situations, these systems admit wave solu-
tions which propagate at a fixed finite speed. We refer thearst@ad 28], [17, p.
118] or [9] for further details.

Given a cosine family{coqtA)}:cr, various authors (see, for example, [9] or
[26]) have used this to use this to define

F(A) = % / " FR(t) cos(tA) dt (1.3)

whereF f(t) = [ f(z)e *!dz and f is an even function il€°(R). Such an
approach works well if, for example, the cosine family isfaninly bounded, but
in general such familes are not so well-behaved. Even indke thatF is an LP
space

() [[cogtA)llz(12) can grow exponentially witky| (see [17, p. 118]);
(ii) cos(tA) can be unbounded as an operatotérfor 2 < p < co.

In Section 4 we give general conditions @X, x) and{cogtA)} which ensures
even in the case thgtcos(tA)|| -(.2) grows exponentially, the family of operators
{¢a(z)} is uniformly bounded and hence we can use (1.1) to showthaj is
bounded for allf € L*(m). In Section 5 we show that certain Sturm-Liouville
hypergroups associated to a differential operdialo indeed have the desired
properties.

Several standard integral transforms appear from aptepchoices of hyper-
group structure oiX. In Section 6 we look at the hypergroup structure associated
to the operator

Lo(x) = —¢"(x) —cothz ¢/(z),  (z >0)

which generates the Mehler—Fock transform of order zerdhitnsetting, the op-
eratorsp 4 (x) arise as fractional integrals of the cosine family. In thalfsection
we show that the hypergroups associated to naturally auglraplace operators
on certain Riemannian manifolds have the required prageeftir the earlier theory
to apply.

For a locally compact groug, the spacd.}(G) acts boundedly oi?(G) by
left-convolution. That is, iff € LY(G) thenA; : g — f x g is a bounded
operator on.2(G). In general, this result does not extend'te LP(G) for p > 1.
The Kunze-Stein phenomenon refers to the fact that foriodrta groups, most
classically forG = SL(2, C), for 1 < p < 2 one does obtain a bound of the form

1f* 9l < Coll fllr e ll9ll L2
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see [11, p. 52]. Thus the representation (LY(G),*) — L(L*(G)) : f = Ns
extends to a bounded linear map LP(G) — L(L?(G)).

Our main results Theorems 4.3 and 5.3 are analogues of tmzd<stein phe-
nomenon. Indeed the classical cas&of SL(2, C) contains much of the hyper-
group architecture that we explore in this paper. As is dised in [19], SI2, C)
has a maximal compact subgroép = SU(2, C) such thatK x K acts upon
G via (h,k) : g — h™Ygk for h,k € K andg € G, producing a space of or-
bits G//K = {KgK : g € G}. The double coset spacé//K inherits the
structure of a commutative hypergroup modelledXn= [0, cc) and as for the
Sturm—Liouville hypergroups, we obtain representatigmiseld to eigenfunctions
of a differential operator o0, o). The reader is referred to Chapter 10 of [11]
for further details.

The functional calculus maps defined above factor througiBimach algebras
(LY(X,m),*). In Theorem 4.3, we produce a family of hypergroup represent
tions® : (L1(X,m),*) — L(E) that automatically extend t& : L?(X,m) —
L(E)for1l < p < 2. In Theorem 5.3 we obtain a version of this abstract the-
orem which applies to differential operatatson (0, ), as in the double coset
hypergroupX = G//K. We show that the space of bounded and multiplicative
functionsy) : (X,%) — Cisastrip{\ € C : |Im\| < wo}, Wwherewp > 0 is
determined byL. The proof involves functional calculus for the cosine fhasi
and the Laplace representation, and was suggested by thisiag9, p. 42].

Before progressing further, we shall fix some notation. &as 0 we letZ,
denote the strigz € C : |Imz| < w} andiZ, the corresponding vertical strip.
For 0 < 6 < m, we introduce the open sect8f = {z € C\ {0} : |argz| < 6}
and its reflection-S3 = {z : —z € S0}. An important idea is to work with
holomorphic functions on ‘Venturi’ regions; that is, thasfethe form

Vow=Z,USJU (—S9).

Likewise, iVj ., will denote the corresponding Venturi region with vertieais.
As usual,H*°(S) will denote the Banach algebra of bounded analytic funstion
on an open subsét of the complex plane.

2 Hypergroups on|0, co)

In this section we introduce the general formalism of hypaugs with base space
[0,00). A full account of harmonic analysis in the hypergroup cahteay be
found in [2], [19] or [33].

Let X denote the half-lin0, o), andC..(X) the space of compactly supported
continuous functiong : X — C. The setM®(X) of bounded Radon measures
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on X with the weak topology forms a complex vector space. Wheripped
with a suitable associative multiplication or ‘generatizmonvolution’ operatior
on M?(X), this convolution measure algebra is called a hypergroupamo’,
We shall usually denote this &X, ) although one needs to remember that the
operations are defined av®(X) rather than the underlying base space

Denote the Dirac point massaby ¢, € M*(X). Itis a hypergroup axiom that
forallz,y € X, ¢, * g, is @a compactly supported probability measure. The action
of x in a hypergroup is in fact completely determined by the carianse, * ;.
When the base spaceXs= [0, c), the convolution is necessarily commutative,
o is a multiplicative identity element. In general, hypergpe admit an involution
mapzx — x~. Forz € X, the left translation operatdk, is defined, initially on
Ce(X) by

— [ Ere)d)  @yeX),
X

It is traditional and useful to writd,, f(y) asf(x * y) (although this is not in fact
defining an operation oX). Sincex is commutative, there exists an essentially
unique Haar measure dX; that is, a nontrivial positive invariant measureon

[0, >0) satisfying

//\f m(dy) = /f (z € X).

forall f € C.(X); see [2, Section 1.3]. This allows us to define a (commutptive
convolution between two function$ g € C.(X) by

0= [ 50 Aeglwymidn) = [ £0) gt x9) midy).

This map extends ta*(m) = L}(X,m) and makegL*(m), ¥) into a commuta-
tive Banach algebra. One often writes the convolution dp@ras/Arg = f * g
for f,g € L*(m).

Definition 2.1. (i) A continuous functionp : X — C is said to bemultiplicative
if p(xxy)=o¢(z)p(y)forallz,y € X andeg(z) # 0 for somez € X.

(ii) A characteron the hypergroufX is a bounded and multiplicative functien
such thatp(z~) = ¢(z) and$(0) = 1. Thecharacter spacéX is the set of
all characters oiX.

WhenX = [0, c0) the involution is always the identity~ = z, and the condi-
tion thaté(z—) = ¢(x) is equivalent to the condition thai(x) € R by [2, The-
orem 3.4.2] and this simplifies some of the definitions beldw.section 3, we
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use multiplicative functions which are bounded but not abters. In the cases
of interest to us in this paper, Definition 5.1, the hypergreonvolution is asso-
ciated with a differential operator and the multiplicatiumctions are eigenfunc-
tions of this operator. Indeed, the set of bounded and ntighitp/e functionse)
can be naturally parametrized by a dom&ig C C. This occurs, in particular,
for Sturm—Liouville hypergroups, in which caseis a spectral parameter as in
[2],[7]1,[8] and [29]. The character spadeis always sufficiently large in our con-
text to enable one to do harmonic analysis. We can define thiedfdransform of

f € LY(X;m) by setting

f(6) = /X f@)o@) m(dz), (6 €X). (2.1)

In the case thaK C {¢y : A € Sx} we shall writef()\) rather thanf(¢,) and
we can exten(f to be a function of the complex variable

By a theorem of Levitan [19], there exists a unique Plandhmeasurery sup-
ported on a closed subsebf X such thatf — f for f € L2(m)NL(m) extends
to a unitary isomorphisni?(m) — L?(mo). By [2, Theorem 2.3.19] or [31], there
exists a unique positive charactgy € S, andgg can be different from the trivial
characted. Indeed, this enables us to deal with unbounded cosineiéands in
Proposition 4.1 below.

Definition 2.2. A hypergroup(X, %) is said to have d.aplace representatidh
(a,b) C S for some 0< a < b, and for everyr > 0, there exists a positive Radon
measurer, on [—z, z] such thatr, ([—x, z]) = ¢o(x) and for every charactef,
in S

b (z) = / Cos )y (dt). 2.2)

The integral is taken ovérz, z], and includes any point massestat.

The Sturm-—Liouville hypergroups that we shall consideréot®n 5 all admit a
Laplace representation. For the rest of this section tbezefve assume théX, x)
has a Laplace representation. Note that the right-hando$i{iz2) converges for
all A € C and allz > 0, so the Laplace representation allows us to move from the
character space to a larger subse€Cof

Lemma 2.3.Let X be as in Definitior2.2 Suppose that there exidfp,wp > 0
such that

' coshwot) 7, (dt) < Mo (z > 0). (2.3)

—T

Then
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(i) forall A € Z, the functiongy : X — C,

or(x) = / " cosM)m(dt) (x> 0)

is bounded and multiplicative;
(i) forall x € X, the maph, : A — ¢x(x) isin H*®(Z,,);
(i) R U [—iwo, iwo] is contained inX;
(iv) the Fourier transformf — f is bounded.(m) — H>(Z,,).

Proof. If A\ = u + iv € Z,, then| cog At)| < cosH{vt) < coshwgt) which shows
that |¢(x)] < Mp. From this inequality and Morera’s theorem, it also follows
thath, € H®(Z.,).

Now ¢o(0) = 1 sincegp € X, s0¢,(0) = 1 forall A € C. By Definition
2.2, ¢ (z) is multiplicative for all\ € (a,b) and by analytic continuation for all
A € Z,,. This completes the proof of (i) and (ii).

(iii) It is clear from the definition ofp, that if A real or purely imaginary then
oa(x) € R. Hencep, is a character oK for all A € R U [—iwp, iwo).

(iv) Finally, we have|f()\)| < Jo~ Mol f(z)| m(dz) for all f € L(m), so (iv)
follows from (i) by convexity. O

3 An operational calculus from the Mellin transform

A canonical example of a hypergroup structure(6n=) is given by the convo-
lution e, * e, = £4y. In this case the invariant measuredis/= and bounded
characters are, (r) = z'" (r € R). The Fourier transform in this case is thus

flo = [ty

which is traditionally written ag™ (i), the Mellin transform off evaluated atr.

If Ais a sectorial operator on a Hilbert space such that for sbime; > 0,
HA”H[;(H) < Me*17 for all 7 € R, thenA has a bounded*>°(Z,,,) functional
calculus onH for all wp > w;. Example 5.2 in [12] shows that this results does not
extend fromH = L?(R)to LP(R) for p # 2. To address this issue, we provide an
operational calculus results based on the Mellin transfdiithe use of the Mellin
transform is of course not novel: see, for example, [3], [121] or [30]).

We recall a Mellin transform theorem from [23, p. 273]. lfétbe holomorphic
on iz, and suppose that™* f*(s 4 ir) — 0 uniformly oniZ,_. ast — +oo
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for somea > ¢ > 0 andu < 7. Thenf*(s) is the Mellin transform of

1 o+100

f(2) —/ 2 % f*(s)ds (0< z < o0).

2mi — 00

Proposition 3.1.Suppose that < p < co and thatF is a closed linear subspace
of LP(Q, 1) for some measure spa¢@, 11). Suppose also that

(i) Ais aone-to-one operator ift such that( A7), g is a Cp group of opera-
tors onE and || A || ;) < C for all 7 € R;

(i) f* e H*™(iVy,) for somed,w > O, that f* is continuous on the closure
of iV, and f*(s) — 0 as|s| — oo, uniformly with respect targs for
s € iV .

Then 1 e
f(A) / AT (i) dr (3.1)

:z .

defines a bounded linear operator éh

Proof. By Cauchy’s estimates, there existg,, > 0 such that
x (7 a* .
Fa)+Irl| 56| < Cow (TR, 3.2)

hence f*(i7) defines a Fourier multiplier ol”(R) as in Stékin’s Theorem.
By the Berkson-Gillespie transference theorem [1], thegrdl (3.1) defines a
bounded linear operator af. O

Next we extend the result to groups of exponential growthn'dte here the rel-
atively standard (and easily proven) fact about analytittioaation of a function
on (0, co) defined using the Mellin transform.

Lemma 3.2.Suppose thad < ¢ < w. If f*(s) cogws) belongs taH > (:Vy ) for
somed < ¢ < 5 anda > 0, then

f(z) = 1 / 27 (i) dr (3.3)
21 J_so
belongs taH > (.59).
Proof. Note that forr € R, |f*(i7) coqiwT)| = |f*(i7)| cosHwT) and hence

f*(ir) = O(e7I"l) asT — +oo. On the other hand it € 53, then || <
e?l7l, 1t follows therefore that the integral (3.3) convergesaiiely. The analyt-
icity of f is standard. O
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Proposition 3.3.Suppose that, o > 0, that0 < § < 7, that0 < wp < w, and
that

(i) f*(s)coqws) belongs taH*>(iV} ,); and

(i) (A');cr isaCogroup on a Banach spadg such that| A || ;) < Ceol7!
forall € R.

Thenf(A), defined by3.1), is a bounded linear operator of.

Proof. The absolute convergence of the integral (3.1) followslg&sim (ii) and
the bounds in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Since the intedjiia strongly contin-
uous, the integral fof (A) converges. O

Remark 3.4. An example in [12] and [4] shows that for eagh: 2 and 0< 6 < T,
there existsf € H*°(Zy) that is not a bounded Fourier multiplier dri(R.).

Example 3.5.We consider a specific example at the margins of the scopepbPr
sition 3.1. LetJy be Bessel’s function of the first kind of order zero, andafas 0
let g(z) = \/zJo(x). By [23, p.522]g has Mellin transform

e UCE)

which is holomorphic fos € i%, for 0 < o < 1/2 and of polynomial growth as
is — oo. For N > 0 consider the functions (as in [14])

2N 2V 7r5)

12w i) =sedoy

hn ()
Thenhy (is) € H*(Vyg)for0 < 3 < Nand 0< 0 < 7/2, andhjy(s) — 1
asN — oo, uniformly on compact subsets &€f. The Mellin convolutionfy =
g * hy from [23, p. 276] has Mellin transfornfy (s) = g*(s)h}(s) which is
bounded and holomorphic fere iZ,, for 1/2 < N < oo, althoughf3, becomes
unbounded whenever we exteixd, toiVj ,, for > 0; so Proposition 3.1 (ii) does
not apply directly. Nevertheless, by invoking standarchgsiptic estimates on the
I function from [32, p. 279], one can check that (3.2) holdsfipr We deduce that
the conclusion of Proposition 3.1 holds ffy. The fy can be computed in terms
of standard special functions. In particular, using théetal Stieltjes transforms
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in [15, 14.3(6)], we can compute, in terms of the hypergeoméinction 1%,

A = [ Vi)
WA 1
“z), Goa-

— y+ix)\/§J0(y) dy

m/xJo(ix r-1 -
_ f\fg( )+23/2r2§—3) le(l 5 5; 7)

4 An operational calculus from hypergroup convolution

In this section we shall suppose that the operdtgenerates a strongly continuous
cosine family(cogtA)).er On E, and that X, «) is a hypergroup which admits a
Laplace representation for its charact@ssas given in Definition 2.2.

In this setting we define the family of bounded linear opesaf 4 (x) } >0 on
E by the strong operator convergent integrals

ba(z) = / " oA T, (dt) (x> 0). (4.1)

Note that one can easily verify that in simple situationsfsas if A is a nor-
mal matrix),¢4(z) = hy(A), whereh,(\) = ¢, (x) and the right-hand side is
interpreted via the usual Riesz functional calculus. We seek to definq?(A)
for suitable functions via the hypergroup Fourier transform by writing it as an
integral of these operators.

Proposition 4.1.Let (X, x) have a Laplace representation satisfyirgj3) and
suppose thatl generates a strongly continuous cosine familyfaatisfying

| costA)||z(m) < kcoshtwo) (t>0). (4.2)

Then
() (¢a(x))z>0is a uniformly bounded family of operators;

(i) forall f € L(m), the following integral converges in the strong operator
sense

= [ f@oa@)mas) 4.3)
and defines a bounded linear operator B

(iii)y for f,g € LY(m), Ta(f *g) = Ta(f)Ta(g), and so the maf's : L*(m) —
L(E) is an algebra homomorphism.
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Proof. (i) We observe that by convexity (x) is a bounded linear operator @
and||éa ()| cm) < KMo

(ii) Conclusion (ii) follows from (i) by convexity.

(iii) From the identity¢y (z * y) = ¢x(x)¢a(y) and the Laplace representation
(2.2), we have

/COS)\U/TZ (du)(ez * €y)(dz)
=3 // COSA(t + )7 (dt) Ty (ds) // COSA(t — s)T(dt)Ty(ds). (4.4)
So by the addition rule co& — s)A) + cog(t + s)A) = 2cogtA) cogsA) for

the cosine family, the identity 4(z x y) = ¢a(z)pa(y) follows unambiguously
when one formally replacesby A in (4.4). We have

/ h / " oala ) £ (2)g(y) m(dz) m(dy) = / " oa(2)(f * )(2) m(d2)
0 0 0

by a standard identity [19, 6.1F], so

/ h / " bl y) f(@)g(y) m(dz) m(dy) = / " pal2)(f # 9)(z) m(dz)
0 0 0

so we can express the left-hand side as a product of operators

/ " b)) m(de) / " o alw)gly) m(dy) = / " 64(2)(f % 9)(z) m(dz)
0 0 0
so thatf — T4(f) is multiplicative. O

Remark 4.2.We interpretT’4(f) in the above theorem aﬁ(A). The mapTy :
LY(X,m) — L(E) is a Banach algebra homomorphism which generates a func-
tional calculus ma 4 () = ¢(A) =Ty o ]-")El(w) defined fory in the range4

of the Fourier transfornifx.

It is natural to ask whether the m&p, extends to a bounded algebra homomor-
phismH>(%,,) — L(E).
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According to [2, Section 2.5.6] and [31], a noncompact cottative hyper-
group has the Kunze-Stein property of orger 1 if A, gives a bounded linear
operator orl.2(m) for all f € LP(m). In the following result, we refine this result
by extendingf to give an analytic function on a strip containiSgand obtain an
operational calculus. To accommodate- 1 we rescale the speed of ¢od) to
coqatA) with 0 < « < 1. Since our hypergroups are noncompact and commu-
tative, [19, Theorem 7.2B] and [2, Theorem 2.5.6] say thats not in L” (m)
for 1 < v < 2. The following result therefore includes the optimal raraf

exponents.

Theorem 4.3.Let (X, %) have a Laplace representation satisfyir®y3) and sup-
pose thatA generates a strongly continuous cosine familyfosatisfying 4.2).

Suppose further thatg € L”(m) for some2 < v < oo. Let0 < a < 1 and let
p=v/(v+a—1). Then

(i) the Fourier transformf — f is boundedL?(m) — H>®(Zaw,);
(i) the convolution operatof\; : g — f * g gives a bounded linear operator on
L2(m) forall f € LP(m);
(iii)y the mapf — T, (f) defined via4.3) is bounded.?(m) — L(F).

Proof. (i) The idea is that integrability of a suitable power of thesjiive char-
acter ingp € S enables us to extend the Fourier transform, while the Laplac
representation enables us to continue the charactersligiafianctions on a strip
containingS. By Jensen’s inequality, coftitwg) < cosh(twp), so by Holder's
inequality we have, foA € ..,

’d)A(x)’ < /x cosH atwo) 7, (dt)

—x

< ( / ’ cosmwom(dt))“( /

3 3 Tx(dt)) e

< M§o(z)2. (4.5)

x

By Hdlder’s inequality with ¥p + 1/¢ = 1 we havey = v/(1 — «). Thus

| 1 @éota)t= mias)
_ (/ooo f(m)|pm(dx))l/p(/ooo qbo(x)q(l_a)m(dm))l/q; (4.6)
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where(1 — «)¢g = v > 2, and so the latest integral converges. Hence

Fo = /0 ” f(@)ga(x) m(dz)

converges absolutely and defines a bounded functian,gpfor all f € LP(m).
By Morera’s theoremf(/\) determines a function i *°(Z,,,,) forall f € L?(m).

(i) We can in particular, apply Proposition 4.1 #b : g(A) — Ag(A\) and
g € E = L?(m), in which casels(f) becomes the convolution operatdy
by the Levitan—Plancherel theorem. By [2, Theorem 2.2¥]gives a bounded
linear operator or.?(m), and

IAfllcizz) = sup(l f(@) ¢ €8} (f € LY(m)).

By (i), ¢ — f(¢) is bounded or$ for all f € LP(m) N L*(m), so we can extend
to obtainA; € £(L?) for all f € LP(m).
(iii) By (2.3) and (4.2), we have

||¢QA(96)||£(E) §/ K cosh{atwg ) 7, (dt)

< kMG go(x)t

as in (4.5), so we can use (4.6) to show thigh (f) = f0°° Paa(z)f(x)m(dx)
converges absolutely and defines a bounded linear opeoat@lt f € LP(m). o

We now turn to the double coset hypergrakip= SL(2, C))//SU(2, C) men-
tioned in the introduction. By [11, p. 50] thX has invariant measure(dz) =
sintf x da.

Corollary 4.4. Suppose thaf cogtA)||s(z) < rcosht for all t € R. Then for
O<a<landallfe LP(sintfz)withl < p < 2/(1+ ),

T, (f):/ooo Wﬂ@sinhxdm

defines a bounded linear operator éh

Proof. By results of Trimeche (see [29] or [2, p. 211]), there exdist®ommutative
hypergroup ori0, co) that has invariant measuré €int? 2 dz. We introduce

1 x
sin\x / COSAt gt (A e Q)

P) = Ssinhe — /. 2sinhs
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so thaty, is a bounded multiplicative function for € ; and so thatp.; is the
trivial character, so thatg = 1. The Plancherel measure is

)\2
mo(dA) = EI(O,OO)()\) dA,

so thatyo(z) = z/sinhz is the unique positive character in the supportref
Condition (4.2) holds by hypothesis, while (2.3) is immeeliaAlso

/ c,oo(x)”sinhzxdx:/ z¥ sinkf™ z da
0 0

converges for al > 2. So we can apply Theorem 4.3 with=v/(v+a—1). o

5 Operational calculus for Sturm—Liouville hypergroups

In this section we focus on applying the operational cakdkscribed in Section 4
to hypergroups associated to certain differential opesaibthe form
d? m'(z) d
Lg(a) =~ 25 - IO

dz?2  m(z) dz’

(z > 0).

Under suitable conditions on the functian, one can define a hypergroup struc-
ture onX = [0, c0) for which the characters correspond to suitably normalized
eigenfunctions of this operator. The Haar measure for thgpergroups is just
m(x) dz wheredz is the usual Lebesgue measureXn

Canonical examples here include takimgz) = sintt 2 (giving a Jacobi hy-
pergroup as in Corollary 4.4) and Example 7.1; indeed, tealt® are mainly of
significance whemn(z) grows exponentially as — oo. For our purposes, the
main requirement on the hypergroup is that the characteiX tvave a Laplace
representation. Given this, we can make use of the Fouaiesfiorm (2.1) which is
entirely determined by and the eigenfunctions @. Chebli[7] [8] and Triméche
[29] gave sufficient condition om to ensure existence of a hypergroup structure,
and they also gave sulfficient conditions for the charactelnsive a Laplace repre-
sentation. See also [2, Theorem 3.5.58].

Definition 5.1. Suppose thaty > 0 andy > —1/2. We say that a function
m : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfies { (wp)) if:
(i) m(z) = 22 1¢(x) whereq € C=(R) is even, positive angh(z) /x> +1 —
q(0) > 0 asx — O+;
(i) m(z) increases to infinity as — oo, andm/(x)/m(z) — 2wo asx — oo;
and either
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(i) m/(x)/m(x) is decreasing; or
(iv) the function

leg'y'  1rd\N2 2y+1/q 2
QW =3(5) +3(5) + 5 (5) <
is positive, decreasing and integrable with respect to gbe measure over
(0, 0).

Lemma 5.2.Suppose thatg > 0 and thatm satisfieg H(wp)). Then
(i) there exists a hypergroup d, oo) such thate~ =
(ii) the solutions of

Py m(x) dpy
dz2  m(x) dz

= (w§ + Ao (5.1)

such thatp) (0) = 1, and ¢, (0) = Ofor A > O are characters irS;

(i) ¢x(z) has a Laplace representation as i2.2), where+iwg corresponds to
the trivial character, and the boun@ (3) holds;

(iv) X = R U [—iwo, iw).

Proof. (i) The case (iii) of Definition 5.1 is covered in [7], SO we elmagize case
(iv). The functions = ¢'/q satisfies
1, o, m'B _rd\  lrdN2  2y+1 2
267 B 2m (q)+4<q> + 2x = Q)+,
so thatq satisfies SL1.1 and SL2 of [2, p 202], 8o defines a Sturm—Liouville
function the sense of [2, Theorem 3.5.45]. There exists @tgypup with convo-
lution operation given by [2, Section 3.5.21], as followseTsolutionu(zx, y) of
the differential equation

_Pu_m@)Ou_ Pu_ mi(y)du

0x2  m(x) ox  O0y?  m(y) Oy

with initial conditions

u(z,0) = u(0,2) = f(z)  and %(O,y) gZ(x 0)=0

givesu(z,y) = [x f(t) (g2 * £)(dt) (see [2, 2.5.35]). Since @ supfe, * &),
we can deduce tha,r = x (see [2, (HG7) p. 9] and [33]). Moreover, the spectral
analysis in [7], [8] and [29] shows th&t= [0, ).



16 G. Blower and |. Doust

(iii) Chebli [7] and Bloom and Heyer [2, Theorem 3.5.38] sleminthat these
eigenfunctions have a Laplace representation as in (2p&cifically, the function
A — ¢x(x) is entire, and there exists a family of positive measures shat
ox(z) = [*, cogAt)T,(dt); in particular, A = +iwp gives the trivial character
and so (2.3) holds witi/g = 1.

(iv) Using Langer’s transformation [8, p. 5], we lgk(z) = ¥y (z)//m(z).
Thenvy,, satisfies

() + (;”—m - (;”—m)z _ w%)z/»\(m) = N2y (), (5.2)
that is 4?1
~(@) + (T + Q@) )a(w) = X (@), (5.3)

Henceg, () is real, if and only if\> € R, thatis\ € R U iR. By comparing
(5.3) with the sine equation as in [18, Theorem 1.5.7], wetkatpo(z) — O as
T —r OQ.

For allv > 1, we have by two application of Holder’s inequality

1= /x cosHtwo) 7 (dt)

< (/x cosH (wot) Tx(dt))l/y </ Tx(dt))(yilvy

— —
x

T 1/v (v—=1)/v
< ( / cosh{vwot) Tm(dt)) / ( / Tx(dt)) "
which implies thatp,.,(x) > ¢o(z)'™". Henceg;,.,(x) — oo asz — oo, SO
bivw, does not belong t&X. HenceX = R U [—iwp, iwo). O

Our aim is to now defing’(A4) for suitableA and f via the Fourier transform
for such a Sturm-Liouville hypergroup.

Theorem 5.3.Suppose that: and ¢, are as in Lemm&.2 with wp > 0 and that
(cogtA)):«er Is a strongly continuous cosine family éhsuch that

| coq(tA)||z(m) < kcoshwot) (teR) (5.4)

and somes < oo. Let2 < v < o00,0< o< landp =v/(v+a—1). Then

(i) there exists a commutative hypergro(@, ) on [0, o) such thatg, is a
bounded multiplicative function oiX, «) for all XA € Z,;

(i) the Fourier transformf — f(A) is boundedLP(m) — H>(Zawy,);
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(i) (¢a(z))z>0 as in @.1) gives a bounded family of linear operators @h
Ta(f) = [y~ f(®)pa(z)m(x)dz defines a bounded linear operator @
forall f € LY(m), andTa(f * g) = Ta(f)Ta(g) forall f,g € LY(m);

(iv) the mapf — Toa(f) defined via4.3) is bounded.?(m) — L(E).

Proof. (i) This follows from Lemma 5.2.
(ii) By comparing (5.3) with the sine equation, as in [18, @7bone obtains a
boundy,(z) = O(e") asx — oo wheren = | Im A| > 0. In particular, we have

| tapmteyde = [ fota) m(a=072 do
which converges for Z v < co. By Lemma 5.2¢, is a bounded multiplicative
function for A € %,,, and has a Laplace representation. Hence we can apply
Theorem 4.3(ii). Note that fok > 0, all solutions of (5.3) oscillate boundedly, so
¢ is not in L2(m). Thus we cannot extend this proof to the case 2.

(i) By Lemma 5.2, the hypergroup has a Laplace represemtatCondition
(2.3) holds since the trivial character arises fof iwg so the Laplace represen-
tation givesffx coshtwor,(dt) = 1, while (4.2) holds by hypothesis. Thus all the
hypotheses of Proposition 4.1 apply.

(iv) Theorem 4.3(iii) applies. O

Triméche [29, section 8] considers the difference opesator

otf(z) = 3(fla+ ) + fz—1)  (v,t€R)

in relation to the Fourier transform for certain Jacobi hgpeups. Definition 5.1
does not cover the Jacobi hypergroups withz) = cost z, sincey = —1/2 is
excluded. However, such examples are otherwise addregsibe tfollowing re-
sult, which enables one to use the transference theoremdalty bounded groups
from [3]. To clarify the various operations, we introduce

Xp@) = [ s

for f € C22,(R;R)), the compactly supported and even function€'#i(R; R).

c,ev

Fort € R, letS; denote the translation operatyf (z) = f(z — t).

Proposition 5.4.Suppose thay € C°*°(R) is positive and even, and that there
existr1, k2 such thats; < ¢/(z)/q(x) < kpforall z € R. Letl < p < co. Then

() costVD)XS = [ ouf(s)malds). (f € C2(RiR));

—T
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(i) (St)ter defines &g operator group on’?(R;; ¢(x) dx) such that| St £ (zr) <
M,ev»!t for all t € R, wherew, = max{|s1|, |#2|}/p;

(iii) there exists a generatot such thatos(t4) = 3(S,+S_,) fort > 0 defines
a strongly continuous cosine family @ (R; ¢(z) dx) satisfying 4.2).

Proof. (i) Triméche [29] has a similar result in different notati@o we give the
proof for completeness. Observe thét cossA — ¢y (z) by the Laplace repre-
sentation (2.2), and c@8/L)¢x(x) = cogtA)py(x) for ¢, € S by the spectral
theorem. Nows, : cogs\) — cogtA) cogsA). Hence the required identity holds
for cogs\), and then we can use the Fourier cosine transform to obtaistéted
result.

(ii) We have

| iss@pa@de = [ i@+ o do (55)

—0Q —0Q

so it suffices to bound(z + t) /q(z) from above for all: in terms oft. This splits

into cases according to the signsioédnd¢ which are all elementary estimates.
(iii) This follows from (ii) by [17, Remark 8.11]. O

Remark 5.5.Consider the case of Definition 5.1 in whigh= 1, so thatn(z) =
x>+t andwy = 0. ThenLP(m) has a strongly continuous grouy;):cr of
dilation operatorsV; : f(z) — e2t2UPf(ety) for 1 < p < oo, such that
Vifllee = || fl|ze forallt € R andf € LP(m). The transference theory of [1]
applies to this dilation group.

Let J, denote Bessel's function of the first kind of ordeand define

_ (v 4 1)z7+1/? /l’ s2\7 COSsA
— NVl 207 - _ 2 >
UA(@) = A2 ) = e %(1 xz) g s,

so thath € R, A — 9, (z) is entire and of exponential type, and

—U(@) + o (e) = Nua(a).

The hypergroup associated wifly is studied by detail by Jewett [19], who finds
that the trivial character lies i8. Taylor uses the operational calculus associ-
ated with Bessel functions of the first kind [27, p. 1120] tdadt bounds on cer-
tain differential operators associated with the wave eqonain Euclidean space.
Fractional integration operators for the Hankel-Bessgldform are discussed in
[29, section 5]. By contrast, the examples in the followiegt®ns havesy > 0.
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6 Fractional integration of cosine families

Several more classical transforms and associated faroiliesictions fall within
this framework. In this section we look at the case where) = sinhxz. The
hypergroup Fourier transform in this setting is the MeHerek transform of order
zero.

Definition 6.1. (i) Form,n = 0,1,..., theassociated Legendre functionsy
be defined as in [13, p.156] to be the functidr$ such that

_[2 (sinhz)* [*  coshv+ (1/2)y
Pl(coshr) = \/;r((l/Z) ) /0 (coshz — coshy)#+(1/2) dy.

(i) Legendre’s functionare defined by

r COS\y

1
-y =
¢x(7) = Pix—(1/2(coshr) 2 ). Joosh —cosmy ¥

See [23, (7.4.1)]. An alternative notationﬂféo’o) = P, with z =i\ — (1/2)
asin[29, p. 68].

(iii) The Mehler—Fock transform of order zeaf f € LY(sinhz dx) is

(AeC).

f(>\) = /OOO f(x)ox(z) sinhz dx.

Legendre’s functions are associated with Laplace’s eguati toroidal coordi-
nates, and sometimes called toroidal functions; see [32FR2Bther details of the
Mehler—Fock transform of order zero can be found in [23, 9] 39

Proposition 6.2.Let(cogtA)).cr be a cosine family o and suppose that there
existsx such thatl| cogtA)|| ;g < xcosht/2) forall t > 0. Then

(i) there exists a hypergroufd0, co), *) with Laplace representatior2(2) such
that f — f is the Mehler—Fock transform of order zero;

(i) (¢pa(zx))zr>0is abounded family of operators;

(i) the integral
TA(f):/OoogbA(m)f(x)sinhxdm (f € LY (sinhzdz))  (6.1)

defines a bounded linear operator such that g « h) = T'a(g)Ta(h) for all
g,h e Ll(sinhm dx);
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(iv) for2 < v < 00,0 < < landp = v/(v + « — 1), the linear operator
f = Toa(f) is boundedl?(sinhx dz) — L(F).

Proof. (i) Mehler [22, (8b) of page 184] showed that

—¢5(x) — cothz ¢} (z) = (A + (1/4))dx ().

Triméche [29] introduces a hypergroup structure(6no) such that thep, for
A € 23/, are bounded and multiplicative for this hypergroup, andhenws that
the invariant measure and the Plancherel measure are segmor|0, co), and
satisfy

g _ 2AT((1/4) + (iA/2)F ((3/4) + (i0/2))?
m(x)dx = sinhz dz, mo(d\) = TN 2T+ (V2R (d)\.)
6.2

By a computation involving functions, particularly the identity-zI" (—2)I(2) =

7 cose€nz), one can reduce (6.2) tey(dA\) = Atanh(w\)dA, so the generalized
Fourier transformf(\) = Jo" f(@)¢r(x)m(x) dx reduces to the Mehler—Fock
transform of order zero. Note that= i/2 gives the trivial character, which is not

in the support ofrp.
(ii) Definition 6.1 gives the Laplace representation. We rodserve that

/x COSI’(y/Z) dy _ /:’j cosf(y/Z) dy
_. V/Coshz —coshy  J_, \/sinhz(:r/Z) — sintP(y/2)

is bounded, so (2.3) holds, while (4.2) holds by hypothddence Proposition 4.1
gives o (@) | c(r) < .

(iii) Given that the hypergroup convolutiohexists, we can apply Proposition
4.1.

(iv) Whereaspo(x) can be expressed in terms of Jacobi's complete elliptic in-
tegral of the first kind with modulussinh(z/2), we require only the formula

¢O(x):1/x dy < 2V/2x _
o\ [sint(z/2) sintP(y/2)  TV/SINz/2)

From the differential equation (5.3), we obtaig(x) = O(ze~*/?) asz — oo, SO
¢o € L¥(sinhz) for all 2 < v < co. Hence we can apply Theorem 4.3.
O
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Example 6.3.0ne can compute the transforms of polynomials in ge¢R) by
contour integration. For example, one can adapt the forenual§23] to obtain the
array of Mehler—Fock transforms

f(x) Fo)
sech(z/2) (2/X\)cosech{mA)
(sech(z/2))3 8\coseclir\)
(sech(x/2))° (16/3)\3cosech{r))

in which the last two transforms are bounded and holomorphid’; ; for all
0 < ¢ < /2. Likewise, any positive even powésech(z/2))” transforms to a
constant multiple oh*~2secl{r ).

In the Cauchy problem for the Euclidean wave equation in sghmension
three, the solution can have one order of differentiabiéityer than the initial data,
due to the possible formation of caustics. Hence it is natarapply fractional
integration operators to the cosine families which addtesspossible loss of
smoothness, and the order of the fractional integrationired can depend directly
upon the dimension. The operators that we require are testim the following
lemma.

Definition 6.4. The fractional integration operatoi$,, and Uz are defined on
C*(R) by

Waf(z) = ﬁ /Ox(coshr — cosht)* Lsinht f(t) dt,

Usf(z) = % /Ox(coshz — cosht)?~1f(¢) dt,

wherea andg are the orders off’,, andUp, such that Re: > 0 and Re5 > 0.
Lemma6.5. (i) LetDf = f’. Then the operators satisfy
WaW5 = Wa+5, WaUﬁ = Ua+ﬁ, cosecty DW; = I, DU, =1.

(i) For v € Z such thatr > 0 and A € R, the associated Legendre function
satisfies

Uapaleotan) = [ Z 20 sinha) Py lcosti). (63

where the quotient of Gamma functions is a rational functibi, and

W, _1/2(cogzN)) = %Uu-s—l/Z(COS(I)‘)) (v €N). (6.4)
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Proof. (i) This is essentially contained in the statement and pod¢20, Lemma
5.2]. See also [29, Theorem 5.2].

(ii) The identity (6.3) is known as the Mehler-Dirichlet foula [23, p. 373,
381], from which we obtain (6.4) by differentiating. O

For these operator families, we have the following result.

Proposition 6.6.Suppose thatcogtA)):cr is strongly continuous cosine family
on a Banach spacg. Suppose that there exists > Osuch that| cogtA)||zx) <

M coshit/2) forall t € R. Then(Uy»(cogtA))cr is a bounded family of oper-
ators.

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, the trigonometric and Legendre functions dfriitéon 6.1
are related by

2
ox(x) = \/;Ul/z(COSM), cos\z = %\/gwl/2(¢>\(x))-

In the notation of Proposition 6.2, we hawg (t) = Uy/»(cogtA)), whence the
result. o

7 Geometrical applications

In this final section we shall look at certain Laplacian opasawhich occur nat-
urally in differential geometry and show how the results lué earlier sections
can be applied in these settings. For the wave equationiatstevith the Lapla-
cian operator on a Riemannian manifold, the fundamentatisols travel at unit
speed. We can therefore accommodate the growth of ballschygorating a suit-
able weightm(z) in the functional calculus.

Example 7.1.(i) As a model for hyperbolic spadé™ of dimensionn > 2, we use
the upper half-space

H=f{e= (&) e Rt >0)

with metric dz? = t~2(d¢? + dt?) and volume measure vg(dz) = ¢t "dtd¢.
Let S(z,r) be the hyperbolic sphere of radiusand centrec. The Laplacian in
geodesic polars atis

82

0
A— ~57 " (n—1) cothra + As(zr)
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whereAg, . is the Laplacian or$(z, ). We restrict attention to radial functions
depending om. The corresponding hypergroup (B co) is

(n/2) g o

Er*&s = ﬁr((n _ 1)/2) /0 6costrl(coshrcoshs—o—sinhrsinhscos@) sin 29d9.

(7.1)
and the invariant measure is sintt r dr.
(ii) Let
nw/2 sinhry/—k\n—1

” = . 7.2
ox(r) r(n/2+1)< J=r ) (£ <0) (7:2)

andmy(r) = [y 0x(s) ds. Whenz = (¢, 1), S(z,r) is also a Euclidean sphere of
centre(¢, coshr) and radius sinh and hence has area 1(r); see [6].

(iii) The functions logr_1(x) and logm_1(z) are concave orf0, co) for all
n € N. To see this for logn_1(x) we write

ho(x) = ncoshx/ sint* tdt — sind**lz (x> 0),
0

and compute
d? sini* 1z
— logm_1(r) = ——ho(x) (z > 0),
da? (Ji sinki* ¢ dt)?

so it suffices to prove thaiy(z) < 0 for all z > 0. Sinceho(0) = 0, it suffices to
show thathy(x) < 0 forz > 0. Forn = 1, this is easy to check. Far > 2, we
havehg(z)/ sinhz = hi(x), where

hi(z) = n/ sinH* t dt — coshz sind* 1 z (x > 0).
0

Now h1(0) = 0 andhy(z) = —(n — 1) sini* "z < 0, sohy(z) < Oforz > 0;
hencehy(z) < 0, and sdip(x) < 0, as required. This shows that hyperbolic space
satisfies all the hypotheses of Proposition 7.3 below.

Proposition 7.2.For2< v < o0, = (v — 2)(n — 1) /(2v) and
max{nv/((n+1)v+2—-2n),1} <p<v/(v—2)

the integral

/ h F(t)Uqr1(costVD) dt
0

defines a bounded linear operator @i (voly) for all f € LP(sini* =1t dt).



24 G. Blower and |. Doust

Proof. Forn even let

v el et
» T 2(n+1)/2 \ sinht Ot B(z,t) \/COSht — coshp(x, y)

wherep(x, y) denotes the hyperbolic distance betweemdy; for n odd, let

w(z,t) = 7(

1 O\ ®n=3)/ 1
2(n+1)/2 )

sinht Ot sinht /¢

/( ) u(y) aregy, 1) (dy)

where areg,, ; is the area measure df(z,t) = dB(z,t). Thenw satisfies the
wave equation on hyperbolic space with

82

@w(x,t) = —Aw(x,t)

with w(z, 0) = 0 and2¥(z, 0) = u(z). Hence we can write

smt\/_
VA

so thatU,1 = W,U; by Lemma 6.5, and proceed to bound these operators.
The family of operators

w(,t) = Ur(cos(tvVh))u =

T(a;t) = (o + 1)Uy 1(cogtVA))

is bounded and analytic ofax : 0 < Rear < (n — 1)/2} in the sense that

a | T(a;t) f(x)g(x) voly (dx)

is analytic for allt > 0 and all compactly supported smooth functigrendg, and
bounded and continuous dix : 0 < Rea < (n — 1)/2} for all ¢ > 0. Indeed,
the operator

T(iT;t): f— /Ot(cosht — coshs)™™ cossVAf(z) ds

is bounded or.?(voly) by the spectral theorem. Also, writingz,y) = s, we
have an operator oh™>

T((n—=21)/2+ir;t): f— / t (cosht — coshs)™ f(y) voly (dy)
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with norm bounded by vaJ(B(z,t)) < M,tsinH*~1¢ for someM,, > 0 and all
t>0.

By Stein’s interpolation theorem [24, p. 69](«; t) and hencé/,,1(costv/A)
are bounded linear operators ét(voly ) for 1/v = 6/2 + (1 — 6) /oo anda =
00 + (1—60)(n —1)/2, with norm

T ()|l zezvy < Csup||T(iT; t)l\%@z) sup(|T'((n — 1)/2+ i, t)l\i{fm
< Ctsinh»~DA-0)4

for someC > 0. Now takep as above, and observe that foie LP(sini*~1 ¢ dt)
we have

/ tsinH™=VA=2/v) | ()| dt
0

00 1 00 1
g(/ ()7 sint ¢ dt) /p(/ tp/@—l)sinh—?“tdt)(p (73
0 0

wherer = p(n — 1)(1/p —1+2/v)/(p — 1) > 0 since ¥p — 1+ 2/v > 0, and
p/(p —1) —r > —1since

-2 2
p p (m/+u n + n)>0
v p

so the final integral in (7.3) converges. Wherns even,U(nH)/z(cos(t\/E)) is
given in terms of associated Legendre functions by (6.3). O

The preceding example is the fundamental basis for comgparis follows.
Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold of dimensiowith metric p that has
injectivity radius bounded below by somg > 0. This means that the exponen-
tial map is injective on the tangent space above the B&ll, ro) = {y € M :
p(x,y) < ro} forall x € M; see [9]. For fixed:o € M, we can use(x, zg) as
the radius in a system of polar coordinates with cemg;enoting thatp is not dif-
ferentiable on the cut locus. Let vol be the Riemannian velameasure, and for an
open subse® with compact closure, l€®, = {x e M : Jy € Q : p(z,y) < ¢}
be itse-enlargement foe > 0. Then let the outer Hausdorff measure of the
boundaryoQ of Q be

areddQ) = lim sup ¢ 1(vol(Q.) — vol(Q)).
e—0+

In particular, lets (zo, ) = areddB(zo,r)) be the surface area of a sphere, and
m(zo, 1) = VOl(B(zo,r)) the volume of a ball.
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The Laplace operatoh is essentially self-adjoint 0@'S°(M; C) by Cher-
noff’s theorem [10], so we can define functions\dh via the spectral theorem
in L?(M,vol) = L?(M). By the spectral theorem, one can define the group
of imaginary powerg\'” which forms aCy group onL?(M). Furthermore A’
extends to define &, group onL?(M) for 1 < p < oo, as discussed in [25],
especially Theorem 4.5. Hence Proposition 3.3 applie§To= A",

Then by [9, (1.17)], for any smooth radial functig(r), the Laplace operator
satisfies ( )

" g \ro,”)
Bg=—g"(r) = T =59 (). (7.4)
We formulate conditions under which this differential agter on (0, co) lies in
the scope of section 4. Condition (i) of Definition 5.1 retate local geometrical
properties with smalt > 0; whereas (ii) relates to global geometry and large
Forrg > 0 > 0, the modified Cheeger constant [6] is

aredoQ)
vol(Q) 'Q}

where the infimum is taken over all the open subsetsf M that have compact
closure, have smooth boundat and contain a metric ball of radids

To.s(M) = inf{ (7.5)

Proposition 7.3.Let the Riemannian manifol& be as above and suppose that

(i) M is noncompact with Ricci curvature bounded belowsioy — 1) where
Kk <0

(i) the modified Cheeger constant satisfigss(M) > 0 for somes > O;
(iii) 7 +— logm(xo,r) andr — logo(zo,r) are concave functions efe (0, co).

Thenm(zo,r) and o(xo, r) satisfy conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) of Definitiorb.1
with 2wg > Ig 5(M).

Proof. First consider smalt > 0. By Bishop’s comparison theorem [6, p. 126]
and the local isoperimetric inequality with consta&ht > 0 as in [6, p. 130], there
existsrg > 0 such that

Spm(zo, )" VM < g(xo,7) <ox(r)  (0<7 < r0).
So by integrating one obtains
(Sp/n)"r"™ < m(xo,r) < my(r) (0<r <r9),
where the right-hand side @(r") asr — 0+, and

SD(SD/n)"_lr"_l < o(xo,r) < ok(r) (0<r <r9),
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whereo,(r) = O(r" 1) asr — O+.
We now consider the behavioursat= 0. We obtain the bounds

Sp < o(xo,T) < n"o.(r)
my(r)¥m = m(xo,r) —  SHr"

(0<T‘ <T‘0).

By [9, (1.18)], there exist constants(n), c2(n) > 0 such that

c1(n) < (d/dr)o(xo,r) < ca(n)
ro_ o(xo,r) - r

0< (0 < r < o).

The exponential map is injective on the tangent space albevball B(x, rp), SO
we can express(zo,r)/r" 1 andm(zo,r)/r" asr — O+ in terms of the metric
tensor and the exponentials of tangent vectors as in [5,]pT8%s local expansion
givesq(r) asr — 0+, thus verifying that (i) of Definition 5.1 is satisfied.

Forr > ¢ we haveo (xo,7) > I 5(M)m(xo, ), and so

m(zo,7) > m(zo,9) exp((r — 5)[0075(./\/1)) (r>9) (7.6)
by a direct integration. Hence

o(xo,7) > Iso sm(xo, )
> Ioo sm(z0,8) exp((r — 6)Ios,5(M)) (r>9). (7.7)

Since logn(zo,r) is concave,o(xzo, 7)/m(zo,r) decreases withy, and, by
(7.6), o(zo,7)/m(x0,7) = 2w asr — oo, where g > I 5(M) > 0. This
proves conditions (ii) and (iii) formn(xo, ).

Since logr(zo,r) is concave o’ (zo,r)/o(zo,r) decreases with. By (7.7)
o(xo,r) — oo asr — oo. Henceco'(zo,7) > 0 for all » > 0, soo(xo,r)
increases to infinity a8 — oco. Also, o’(xo,r)/o(xo,7) — 2w1 Where 201 >
I 5(M) > 0by (7.7). Sincen’ = o, we deduce that, = wo. o
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