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Abstract
In this paper, we study the LP-Bochner-Riesz mean summability problem related to the
spectrum of some particular Sturm-Liouville operators in the weighted L?([a, b], w). Our purpose
is to establish suitable conditions under which the Bochner-Riesz expansion of a function f €
L*?([a,b],w),1 < p < oo, in two generalisations of Slepian’s basis, converges to f in LP([a, b],w).
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1 Introduction

The LP-Bochner-Riesz mean convergence of orthogonal series has attracted special attention since
several decades ago. This kind of convergence is briefly described as follows. Let 1 < p < oo
, a,b € R and {¢,} an orthonormal set of eigenfunctions of a positive self-adjoint differential
operator £ associated with eigenvalues y,, on a weighted Hilbert space L2(I,w), where w is a positive
bounded weight function. We define the expansion coefficients of f € LP([a,b],w) by a,(f) =

f: f(@)pn(x)w(x)dz. The orthonormal set {,,} is said to have the Bochner-Riesz mean convergence
of order p over the Banach space LP(I,w) if for some suitable 6 > 0 and for all f € LP(I,w), we have

b 00
lim / |f(z) — % f(z)|Pw(z)de = 0, where U4 f = Z (1 - ﬁ)g an(f)on- (1)
R—oo J, = R/ +

To the best of our knowledge, M. Riesz was the first, in 1911, to investigate this problem in some
special cases. Our problem is a modified summability method of Riesz mean introduced by Salomon
Bochner given by @) . In [7], S.Bochner started by studying this problem for the trigonometric
exponential case in higher dimension. Furthermore, in [I3], the authors have proved a Bochner-
Riesz mean convergence for the orthonormal eigenvectors system of a second order elliptic differential

operator on a compact N-dimensional manifold M for 1 < p < 282 and § > N ‘% - %‘— 1. Mauceri

and Miiller have also studied this problem in [20] and [22] in the framework of the Heisenberg group.
This problem has been analysed for Fourier-Bessel expansions series in [10] and [I1]. Moreover, in [§],

authors have also solved this question in the case of sublaplacien on the sphere $2*~! in the complex
n-dimensional space C",where it has been shown that we have convergence for § > (2n — 1) ‘% - H
The weak type convergence is investigated in this problem. Indeed, we say that an orthonormal
family {¢,} of LP(I,w) has a weakly Bochner-Riesz mean convergence if \II5R f converge to f almost
everywhere for every f € LP(I,w). This problem has been solved in some special cases of orthonormal
systems like Jacobi and Laguerre polynomials in [2I] and for the eigenfunctions of the Hermite

operator in higher dimension in [9].
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In this work, we extend the LP-Bochner-Riesz means convergence to the circular and the generalized
(or weighted) prolate spheroidal wave functions denoted by (CPSWFs) and (GPSWFs), respectively.
The two last families are defined respectively as the eigenfunctions of the operators

1 1
Hef@) = [ Vaale )y, FOf@) = [ i) - )
0 -1
where o« > —1/2, ¢ > 0 are two real numbers. These two sets of orthonormal functions are character-
ized as solutions of some Sturm-Liouville problems. The second family we consider is the weighted,
some times called generalized, prolate spheroidal wave functions (GPSWFSs) introduced by Wang-
Zhang [30]. Note that the classical PSWFs correspond to the special case of the GPSWFs with
a=0.
Our aim in this paper is to prove the LPconvergence of Bochner-Riesz mean expansion in the
GPSWFs and CPSWFs bases.

This work is organised as follows. In section 2, we give some mathematical preliminaries on

Sturm-Liouville theory and some properties of the CPSWfs and GPSWFs. Note that these func-
tions can be considered as generalizations of the spherical Bessel functions jr(f) and Gegenbauer’s

polynomials 13,?‘), respectively. In section 3, we state our two main theorems and section 4 and 5
are respectively devoted to the proof of sufficient and necessary conditions of the main results.

2 Mathematical preliminaries

In this paragraph, we give some mathematical preliminaries that will be frequently used in the proofs
of the different results of this work.

2.1 Some facts about Sturm-Liouville theory

The Sturm-Liouville differential operator is defined as follows, see for example [I],
_d
Cdx

with r = %, q € L'(I,R). The Sturm-Liouville eigenvalues problem is given by the following differ-
ential equation :

Ly(x) (2)y' ()] + q(x)y(z), = €l=(a,b). (2)

Lou(x) = —xw(x)u(z), oe L'I,R). 3)
That is J ;
© o] + st o) =0, 5L ,

Note that a Sturm-Liouville operator satisfies the following properties,
!/
1. ulv —vlu = [p(uv' - vu')} ( Lagrange’s identity )

2. The eigenvalues of £ are real and form an infinite countable set xo < x1 < =+ < Xxp < +-*
with limy, 400 Xn = +00.

3. For each eigenvalue x,, there exists an eigenfunction ¢,, having n zeros on [a, b].

4. Eigenfunctions corresponding to different eigenvalues are orthogonal with respect to the fol-
lowing inner product

b
(f. ), = / f@g@w(@)dz, f.ge A(Iw).

In the sequel, we assume that w(z) > 0, for = € (a,b).



2.2 Some facts about GPSWFs and CPSWFs

We first recall that, for ¢ > 0, the prolate spheroidal wave functions PSWFs, denoted v, ., have
been introduced by D.Slepian as solutions of the following energy maximization problem

L I ROIR
Find f = arg JI‘IéaB)i W,

where B, is the classical Paley-Wiener space, defined by
B, = {f € L*(R), Support f C [—c, c]} . (5)

Here, fis the Fourier transform of f € L?(R). It has been shown that they are also eigenfunctions
of the integral operator with sinc kernel. A breakthrough in the theory of Slepian functions is due
to Slepian,Pollard and Landau who have proved that PSWFs are also eigenfunctions of a Sturm-
Liouville operator by proving a commutativity property. For more details about Slepian’s functions
we refer reader to [25] [26] 27]. In this work we are interested in two generalizations of the PSWFs.
The first basis is called circular prolate spheroidal wave functions (CPSWFs) or radial part of the
2d-Slepian, introduced by D.Slepian[27] as solutions of the following problem

1 2
t)|“dt
Find f = arg max 7&0“( )| ,
rerBy [ |f(t)[2dt

where HBY is the Hankel Paley-Wiener space, defined by
HBZ = {f € L*(R), Support H*f C [—¢,c]}. (6)

Here the Hankel transform H? is defined, for f € L1(0, ), by

) = [ " () f(y)dy.

Here J,(.) is the Bessel function and o > —1/2. Like Fourier transform, H“ can be extended into a
unitary operator on L?(0,00). They are also the different band-limited eigenfunctions of the finite
Hankel transform H2 defined on L?(0,1) with kernel H(z,y) = \/czyJa(czy) where J, is the
Bessel function of the first type and order o > —1(see for example [27]). That is

H (hne) = Hna(C)@h o (7)

In his pioneer work [27], D. Slepian has shown that the compact integral operator H2 commutes
with the following Sturm-Liouville differential operator £ defined on C?([0,1]) by

1
d d T’

e = -5 [0 -] + [ 22 - A= |0 ®

Hence, ¢, . is the n—th bounded eigenfunction of the positive self-adjoint operator L associated
with the eigenvalue x, o(c), that is




The orthonormal family ¢ . form an orthonormal basis of L?(0,1) and the associated eigenvalues
family xn,«(c) satisfy the following inequality, (see [27])

2n+a+1/2)2n+a+3/2) < xnalc) < 2n+a+1/2)2n+ a+3/2) + 2 (10)

The second family we consider in this work is the weighted, (some times called generalized), prolate
spheroidal wave functions introduced by Wang-Zhang [30] as solutions of a Sturm-Liouville problem
or equivalently eigenfunctions of an integral operator. GPSWF's are also solutions of the following

problem as given in [I§]
1£1172
Find f = arg max LoD

febg Hf”%?(w,a(é))

)

where w, (7) = (1 — 2%)® and B! is the restricted Paley-Winer space, defined by
Béa) = {f € L2(R)7 Support f/\g [_Cv C]v fe LQ((_Cv c),w,a(é))}.

More precisely, the GPSWFs are the eigenfunctions of the weighted finite Fourier transform operator

fc(a) defined by
1

F f(a) = / €5 £ (1) wa(y) dy. (1)

-1

It is well known, (see [I8 [30]) that they are also eigenfunctions of the compact and positive operator

0@ — & F@) 4 £l
C 27_‘_ c c
which is defined on L?(I,w,) by
L C
Qg() = [ FKalele = »)gwwalu)y (12)
-1
Here,
Jo
Ko(z) = Va2oH 20 (a + 1)M
xa+1/2

It has been shown in [I8, [30] that the last two integral operators commute with the following
Sturm-Liouville operator £*) defined on C?[-1,1] by

£(f)(a) = ——— 2 [wa(@)(1 = 2) f'(2)] + c*2 f (). (13)

wa (2) dzx
Also, note that the (n+1)—th eigenvalue xp o (c) of £ satisfies the following classical inequalities,

nn+2a+1) < xnale) <nn+2a+1)+c  VYn>0. (14)

3 Statement of results

In this section, we will state the main results of this paper that we will prove in the following
sections. As mentioned before, the main issue studied in this paper is to get a necessary and
sufficient conditions of Bochner-Riesz expansion convergence of a function f in the GPSWFs’s and
CPSWFs’s basis. Let’s start by studying the case of GPSWFs in the following theorem.



Theorem 1. Let 0 < o < 3/2, 6 and ¢ be two positive number and (1/)7(12) >0 be the family of
weighted prolate spheroidal wave functions. For a smooth function f on I = (—1,1), we define

_ - Xn,a(c) @
\Ij%f_nz_%o_ R ) <fﬂ/) >L2(1wa)¢( 2

Then, for every 1 < p < oo, U% can be extended to a bounded operator LP(I,ws) — LP(I,we).
Further, \Iff%f is uniformly bounded if ,and only if, 6 > max{w, 0} andp #py=2— #3/2 where

0 if1<p<pp
€ if p=pp
Ya(p) = 11 1 : /
20@+1) |g—5|—3 fp>pp
a+1 ifp=1

and € is an arbitrary real number. Note that p’ denote here the dual exponent of p.

Remark 1. The sufficient condition in both GPSWEFs’s and CPSWFs’s case still valid even for all
a>-—1/2.

Remark 2 (Two special cases). Recall that 1/1(0‘ P(a O‘) then we recover the same result for the
case of normalized Geganbauer polynomials. Note that both conditions (A) and (B), defined in the
proof of the last theorem, are still valid even for P( B with exactly the same proof and by noticing
that the transferring theorem, which is the key step of the necessary condition, has been proven in
[16] , the last result is valid also for Jacobi polynomials for all o, > —1/2 . For a = 0 and
c>0, ¢2,c = Yn, . presents the classical prolate spheroidal wave functions PSWFs which satisfy the
Bochner-Riez mean convergence if and only if § > max{0, %p/)}
Let us now focus on the circular case.

Theorem 2. Let a« > 1/2, ¢ > 0 and (gpnof)) >0 be the family of Hankel prolate spheroidal wave

functions. For a smooth function f on I = (0,1), we define

_ - Xn,a(c) @
vis =3 (1- )

Then, for every 1 < p < oo, W% can be extended to a bounded operator LP(0,1) — LP(0,1). Further
W f is uniformly bounded if ,and only if, & > max{%p,), 0} where

3 ifl<p<4
v(p) = o sr=t
- 1|1 .
1 ifp=1

4 Proof of sufficient condition

Let (I,w) be a measured space such that w is a bounded weight function. We denote by p’ = -2
the dual index of p.



Throughout this section, £ denotes a Sturm-Liouville operator and ¢, (respectively A,) the
sequence of the associated eigenfunctions (respectively eigenvalues). The Riesz means of index § > 0
associated with £ of a function f € C*°(I,R) are consequently defined as

Wf = i (1= %) olhon with el = [ Fon(auty) (15)
U4 f can also be written as
Uy f(x) = /K%(:v,y)f(y)du(y) where  Kp(z,y) = i (1 - %)6 o (2)on (y)
I ne0 +

Our aim in this section is to prove at the same time the sufficient conditions of our two main
theorems. More precisely, we will define several conditions on ,, that will ensure the convergence
of \11‘15%_ f to f in the LPnorm as R — oo and verify that both two families satisfy these conditions.
Assume that ¢, satisfies the following conditions :

(A) For every 1 < p < oo, every n, ¢, € LP(I,w). Further, we assume that there is a constant
v(p) > 0 such that [[nl s, < COn (@)

(B) The sequence (\,) of the eigenvalues of the operator £ satisfies the following properties

LY 1<C(M-m)forall0<m< M.
An€(m,M)

2. There exists € > 0 such that
A > Cnf.

First of all, we start by giving sense to \I/‘;%. f for every f € LP(u). Indeed,
, (v(P)+v ("))
§ O@+y@D)
HKRHLP(I")(@LPI(#) < Z ”‘PanHS"an/ < Z n P W) < CR c i
>\n <R )\n<R
So that the integral operator \If‘ls% can be extended to a continuous operator L?(u) — LP(u) with

v <|

%"LT’—)LT’ ’K?%HLP(M)@LP’(H)'

The following theorem is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 3. With the above notation and under conditions (A) and (B) with § > §(p) = max{%p/), 0},
there exists a constant C' > 0 satisfying the following inequality

|w <cC. (16)

Rl
RIN(Lr(1,w),LP(I,w)) =
The following lemma will be used in the proof of the previous theorem.

Lemma 1. Let 1 < p <2 then for every f € LP(I,w), we have

S (e < COM (M =)}l o (17)

An €(m,M) L2(I,w)



Proof. By orthogonality and Hélder’s inequality, we have

Z an(f)spn = Z afzz(f) < Z H(pnHi?’([,w)”f”ip(l,w)

An€(m,M) L2(1,w) An €(m,M) An€(m,M)

From condition (A), we have [[on |1 (7, < n?®) . We also obtain by using condition (B1)

2
, 2v(p’)
Z an(f)en < Z n?1 )”f”ip(],w) <C Z An © ”f”ip(],w)
An €(m, M) L2(Iw) An€(m,M) An€(m,M)

2v(p) 2

< CM™ = Z 1 ||fHLp(1,w)

An €(m,M)

2v(p)

< CMEED O = )12

Then one gets
(@) 1
Z an(f)en <CcMU: )(M_m)ZHfHLp(I,w)'
An €(m,M)

L2(I,w)

O

Proof of Theorem1. We should mention here that some parts of the proof of this theorem are inspired
from [8]. Without loss of generality, we can consider 1 < p < 2 and conclude by duality. To prove
(I8)), we are going to have to decompose the multiplier ¥%,. In order to do so, let ¢ € C5°(R) with

—+o0
support on (1/2,2) such that Z¢(2kt) =1and ¢o(t) =1-— Z $(2%t) for all t > 0. We define
keZ k=1

= (- 4) (oo 1)

We recall that, from [§], this last function has the following properties :

1. supp (qﬁ‘};’k) C (R(1 — 27%+1), R(1 — 27+ 1)),
2. supeg |0h (1) < C27F,

3. VN > 0, there exists Cy > 0 such that

2k\N
9 ok (0)] < On () -

Furthermore, we denote by

n=0



Then, we have

s 0o )\n S
v = Z(1—§> an(F)on

n=0 +
> An A\’ > [ An A\’
- Y wa-p(1-%) an<f>son+z<z¢<2k<1— R») (1-%) anen
n=0 + n=0 \k=1 +
o) A A ) [llc;gg((g))] o) e’} [e%s)
= Y ar-P (1) wier X S dutn@et Y S dae
n=0 + k=1 n=0 h=[lealR)] g n=0
[Teear]
= Yol + Y, kil +RES.
k=1

It is clear that the main term is the second one. With the same approach used in [8], we will
prove the following proposition :

Proposition 1. Let 1 < p < 2 and 0 > d(p) = V(‘f/). There exists > 0 such that for every
f e Lr(I,w), we have

1%kl o1,y < C27 1 o1, (19)

where C' is a constant independent of R and f.

Proof. Let zgp = %2 € (a,b) and r = 52 > 0 such that (zg — r,z0 + ) C (a,b). Note that, for
every 1 <k < [ll‘lz((};))} = kg, we have r{ = (%)M(p)r < 7 where p(p) = )

that I = (a,b) = (zo — 1, zo +73) U{y € (a,b), |y — x| > rg} = I3 UL,

w(p)Jr

1
(5_5

. So we notice

o]~

. To do so, we proceed in the way to
Lp(Ig,,w)

reduce the L? inequality (I9) to certain (LP, L?) inequality using the last lemma.
Using Parseval formula and the fact that supp (¢%7k) C (Ri1, Ry2), where Ry 1 = R(1—27%+1)

and Ry = R(1 —27%71), we have

. 7. 5
We start by providing an LP bound of H\I! R)k‘

2

||\IJ(I;%,kai12(Lw) = Z (b‘];%,k(An)an(f)(Pn
n=0

L2(1,w)

= Z (b?g)k(/\n)an(f)wn ’

Ry 1 <A <R,z L2(I,w)

Using the previous lemma with m = Ry 1, M = Ry 2 and the fact that sup |¢‘15%7k(t)| < C27% one
teR
gets

1%

IN

C27M YT an(f)en

Rp,1<An<Ry2

2
7kaL2(I,w)
L2(Iw)

- 26 3R 2
or o m ) (S 11,

IN



Hence, we have
A ()

195 45| Loy < C27FOFDREEID|fI - (20)

By combining Holder inequality and (20, we obtain

b} 11
||WR,kaLp(Ig,l7w) S (/L(Ikl p QH\I/ k‘f”LQ(I"‘l,w)
S (2T B H\I]R kaL2(I w)
_p(s— 2D
< 2R )Hf”LP(I,w)' (21)
Let sR & (U, v) Z gbR & ()¢n(y) be the kernel of \I/‘;%7k. We just have to find an estimate

of ||\I/(}s%7kf||Lp I,‘g‘z,w)v so we will use the Schur test with the symmetric property of s‘kk, then it
suffices to prove the following inequality

sp. | ()l s, < €27

k,2
for some € >0 and C >0 dependmg only on p.
We consider g% , (\) = (1 - ’\—Rz) N/ Rp(2k(1 — —)) satisfying the following properties, see [§]
’ +

1. For every non-negative integer i there exists a constant C; such that for all s > 0

/t|> 63 (D]t < G R-i/290i-0)k (22)

Hg%’k(\/Z)H(L2 L?) < CZ_IC(;' (23)

For our purpose, we will consider such a positive self-adjoint operator £ on L?(R) such that the

semigroup e~**, generated by —L, has the kernel p;(z,y) obeying the Gaussian upper bound
C _ 2
o) < Zeewp (1), (24)

for a constant C' > 0. (see [14])
For all w € R and ¢ > 0, one gets the following estimate

llpe (u, ')HL?(R) <cC (25)
On the other hand, there exists 79 € N such that 2%°—! < R¥P) < 2% and we can see that
g2 © Ynk—io<j<oDj

where D; = {y,2/r < |y — x| < 27717}, Since, L is a positive self-adjoint operator, then it’s clear
that

R (L) = 9% (VL) exp (~L/R). (26)
Hence one gets
shi(w,v) = gr (VL) (p1/r(u,.)) (v)
= g%,k(\/z> (pl/R(uv )X{w |zo—w|<29— 17“}) (’U) + g%,k(\/z> (pl/R(ua ')X{w,|m07w\221*17“}) (’U)
= 5(;{’,1@(“’ v) + s(;%’?k(u, v).



Using the fact that gfi . is an even function, with the inversion formula, we have

V) = <= [ () cos (VR

Hence, we obtain

s
SR’)lk(u, v)

\/%/RQSR,I@@) cos (tVL) (p1/R Uy )X (o, o —w|<2i-12} ) (V)dE.

Moreover, the operator cos (tv/£) is bounded in L? with support kernel K; satisfying, see [14, 28]

Supp (Kt) = {(u,v)

€ R?, lu —v| < eolt|}

From (23), [28) and the previous analysis, one gets

1
51
HSR’“( )‘ Loy
_ 1
V2T lt)> 2
T 020)
- V2T
C 1
< Lo
V27
Let ¢ > _mtz
2(p+1-4)
5,1
HSRk(u )}Ll(D-)
J
Then, we obtain
51
HSRJ@( ’ )‘ L1 (Ii»)

IN

<

From our assumption on i, e =6 —i + (z - 1/2)(

-3)
Then, to have an estimate of the kernel s R k on L ( 2)s

5.2
SR)k on Ll(I,‘iz).

A k(1) cos (VL) (pr/r(u

k(1) cos (VL) (pr/r(u

s )X {w,|zo—w| <2i-17}) di
L1(Dy)

) ')X{w,|m0—w\<2j*1r}) dt

LY(Dj)

-0
/t|>2].COIT|ng WPy r(u, HLz(D])dt

~0
Tl
jt]> 2L

where p = 7( ) > 0. Then by ([22)), there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

< G 23‘/2(%)—1‘]%—1'/22(1‘—5)1@
V27 Co

c. . . _

v 012(176)1623(1/271)'
V2T 0

IN

bD

p(p)k—io<j<0
Cy o

27TCZO2(1—6)I€
C;
V2T
Ol ke,

H5(1s%1k( )‘

>

u(p)k—io<j<0

L1(Dj)

9i(1/2-i)

062(i—6)k2(i—1/2)(io—u(p)k+1)

l\)\»—t

) >

it suffices to find an estimate of the kernel

IOI»—‘

10



From (23), 24) and using the fact that R < R*(®), one gets the following inequality

d,
HSR?IC(’U’7 )‘ 1 = / |g§%,k(\/z) (pl/R(uu ')X{w,|w7mo|>2ﬂ'*1r}) (’U)|d’l}
L (D]) Dj
é .
< HgR,k(\/Z) H(LQ,LQ) ||p1/R(uu ')X{w,|w—mo|>21*1r} ||L2(D]‘)
< 2 MVRe R (u(D)))
< OpHiytE ),
Hence, we conclude that
4,2 8,2
HSRJ@(U’ ')‘ L1 (Ii») = Z ’SR”“(U’ ')‘ L(D;)

u(p)k—io<j<0

< 027]65 Z 2%‘6702%
i=io+j>p(p)k
< 27k,
O
Proposition 2. Let 1 <p <2 and § > d(p) = 7(5/), then for all f € LP(I,w), we have
"¢%’Of"Lp(I,w) S C”f”LP(I,w)' (27)

where C is a constant independent of f and R.

Proof. Tt suffices to use the same techniques as those used in the previous proof to get an estimate
of Hw%,OfHLp(h w) and Hw%,OfHLp(IQ ) for all f € LP(I,w), where I = (a,b) = I U Iy with I; =

(xo — 7§, w0 +7§) and Iz = {y, |y — xo| > r§'} where r§f = 555 O
To conclude the theorem’s proof it suffices to find a uniform bound of R‘;%.

Proposition 3. Let 1 <p <2 and § > d(p) = 18D then for all f € LP(I,w), we have

e 7
)
HRRf||LP([7w) < C||f||Lp(]7w)' (28)
where C' depends only on p.

Proof. From Holder’s inequality and the previous lemma, we have

5 £112 2(1_1 5 ¢)12
IRE oty S 22572 RGN o1
- 0o )
< 226739 Z ZH(b(};%,k()‘")a"(f)(p"HL2(I,w)
k=Kpr+1n=0
1_1 = —
< 022670 N 9 N ()ealllaw
k=Kr+1 Rk 1SAn <Rk 2
< 02Gh Y R
k=Kgr+1 7
< 022G D2 D[S g2y g2
< CPGTHRIECE|f2,

11



Finally we obtain

'v(p )

2GR0~
C(p)HfHLP(I,wa,B)'

IN

HR f||Lp(Iwa B) ))HfHLP Iwa,ﬁ)

IN

(]
(]

Corollary 1. Under the notation and conditions of the previous Theorem, we have for all f €
LP(I,w)
Uhf = f as R— oc. (29)

Proof. Stepl: We prove that, for every f € C*°(I,R), % f — f in LP(I,w). Note that

(1-2) Ceminw] < [Fomisun] = 5[t Eonisa]
= /\inwﬁf, (pn>L2(I,w)} == /\_ﬁkﬁk'fu 9071>L2(17W)}
< nfksHﬁk-fHng,w)' (30)

Since [[¢n|lp2(r0) < nY(P) it suffices to take k big enough to have v(p) — ke < —1 and obtain the
convergence of the series in LP(I,w).

. 5 2 > An 5 2 2 .
Since || U f — f||2 = Z ((1 - E>+ - 1) lan(f)]° — 0 as R — oo,then the result remains true for
1 <p<oo. "
Step2: For all ¢ > 0. By density of C§°(I,R) in LP(I,w), there exists g € CgO(I, R) such that
If = 9ll o1y < € and there exists R > 0 such that ||¥%.f — ¥

By writing,

RgHLP(l w) <

H‘IJ& = fHLP(Iw) H‘IJ& = v} gHLP([,w)_FH\IJ 9 gHLP I,w) +Hf g”LP Iw)

one gets the desired result. O

To conclude for the proof of sufficient conditions of both theorems 1 and 2, it suffices to verify
that the two considered bases satisfy conditions (A) and (B).We will prove this result only for the
case of GPSWFs. The other case is almost identical.

We first recall that from (I3), the GPSWFs are the eigenfunctions of the Sturm-Liouville operator
£ Also, note that the (n 4+ 1)—th eigenvalue xn,(c) of £ satisfies the following classical
inequalities,

n? <nn+2a+1) < xnalc) <nn+2a+1)+c ¥n>0.

Moreover, for every 0 < m < M such that M —m > 1, we have

> ! 2 !

Xn,a(c)E(m,M) n(n+2a+1)€(max(0,m—c?),M)

IN

< > 1
(nta-+1/2)2—(a+1/2)2€(max(0,m—c2),M)

< > 1
ne ((max(07m702)+(a+1/2)2)% —(1/24a),(M+(at1/2)2)% ~(1/2+a))

< C(M —m).
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It follows that condition (B) is satisfied.

Form [6] Lemma 2.6, one can conclude that condition (A) is satisfied for weighted prolate spheroidal
a+1
1(10,2 - < O(Xn,a(c)) ’

wave functions for 1 < p < co. Moreover, it has been shown in [18] that ’

a+1

Then, by using (I4)), we obtain ’ P < O(Xn,a(c)) Y o< Onetl,
1

Remark 3. The uniform norm of the CPSWF's has been given in [5].

5 Proof of necessary condition

The transferring theorem from the uniform boundedness of \I!‘;% to the uniform boundedness of the
Hankel multiplier transform operator M, defined by My (f) = Ha (¢(.)Ha(f)) can be used to
derive necessary condition. Note here that ¢ is a bounded function on R, continuous except on a
set of Lebesgue measure zero and H,, is the modified Hankel operator defined by

* Ja(zy) 2a+1
Ha($)a) = | F@
o (zy)”
From [12] and the transferring theorem, the uniform boundedness of ¥4, holds true if and only if

J > max{2(o¢—|—1)|——% — 3,0} It’s easy to check that max{2(a—|—1)|——% —1,0} > max{'ya(p) 0}

for every p # 2 — - +3 pReYoE then one gets our necessary condition. To be more prec1se, let’s study each

transferring theorem separately.

5.1 GPSWFSs’s case

Let’s recall that the family of weighted prolate spheroidal wave functions {1/17(102 (cosf)}, form an
orthonormal system on (0, 7) with respect to the measure (sin §)2*+1df.
For a function f(6) integrable on (0, 7) with respect to the measure defined above, we have formally

Z an(f (cos9) / f(o (cos 0)(sin 0)%**1do

For p > 1 and a function f on (0,7) we define a norm

- 1/p
I1£1l, = (/0 |f(9)|20(sin9)2a+1> .

Before stating an adequate transferring theorem, let’s define a GPSWFs-multiplier.

Definition 1. Let A > 0 be a sufficiently large real, the bounded sequence {¢(X” a )}n 18 called a
Weighted prolate multiplier if there exist a constant C' > 0 such that for every f € LP(I,w,), we
have

; c) (a)
Jan (f)re

S Ol o1 )
Lr(Iwa)

The smallest constant C' verifying this last inequality is written

1/2
¢(X7LT@(C))H . In the same context,

P
the function ¢ is called an EP-Hankel transform multiplier if Mo (f) = Ha(d()Ha(f)) is uniformly
bounded on L ((0,00),0**1d6).

13



Theorem 4 (Transferring theorem). Let 1 < p < 00, 0 < o < 3/2 and ¢ be a bounded function on

1/2
(0,00) continuous except on a set of Lebesgue measure zero such that {(b(x"’;(c))}n is a Weighted

/2
¢(—X"§( )\

xilale)
y (7

Proof. Let g be an infinitely differentiable function with compact support in [0, M] and put g (0) =
g(A@). Here ) is a positive real so that supp(gx) C [0, 7].
Recall that we have by assumption

prolate multiplier for all large A > 0 and liminf is finite then ¢ is an LP-Hankel

A—00

P
transform multiplier and we have

[Ma]l, < liminf
p A—00

P

H2(0)/ Nan(ghie) (cos(.) H¢ G20/ N, (31)
Via a simple change of variable, one can write
hm A2 gy |Ib = hm / |p()\sm(7/)\)) - 1de/OOO lg(T) [P dr.
By using ([BI) together with Fatou’s lemma, one gets
/OOO 11/\Iggf‘X(o,wA Z¢ Oala(e)/Nan (g, )(COST/)\)’ Tt ldr

— / hmlnf‘x 071_)\) Z¢ X’}l/i /)\) ( ) ( )(COST/)\)‘p)\2a+1 Sin(T/)\)QaJrldT
0

< hminf}‘mﬂ/ ’ X(0,70) (T Z¢ (Gl (@) /N an(92) ey, )(COST//\)’ sin(r/A)**tdr
A—00 0
< lminf X o002/ ol = mint o002/ [ / )Ime“dT]
A—00 D p A—00
Then there exists a sequence \; < Az < --- < A, = oo that G(7,\) = x(0,x0) (T Z o( x,l/i (e)/A) an(gA)w,(z c)(cos X)

converges weakly to a function G(7). Furthermore, G satisfies

l / |G (7)|Pr* T dr
0

Let us now prove that G = Ha (. Ha(g))-
Let

1/p o 1/p
< timinf |62 (0)/ V) [ / |g<¢>|p72a“dr] .
A—00 P 0

G(T,A) = X(o.mr) (T [Z+ Z ]qﬁxi/i (€)/Nan(g) ) (cos/A) = GN (7, A) + HN (1, )
n=0 N[\+1

We start by giving the following lemma that will be proved later,

14



Lemma 2. We have
/ ‘HN(Ta )\)‘ retldr = O(N) uniformly in \
0

Therefore, by the diagonal argument, there exists a subsequence also noted {)\;} for a sake of
clarity, such that H™ (7, ;) converges weakly to a function H" () and

r

Then, there exists a subsequence H™7 denoted for the same reason H that converges to zero a.e .
Since GN(7,\) = G(1,\) — HY(7,\), GN(7,\) converge weakly to a limit GV (7) and G(1) =
GN(7) + HN(7). Thus GN (1) converges to G(7) almost everywhere. On the other hand, we will
prove the following lemma

1
ek

HN(T)‘pT2a+1dT =0

Lemma 3. We have

N Jo(vT)
)\li_)rrgo GN (1, \) 2/0 d(V)Ha-g(v) (or)" vy,
which implies that
o0 Ja
6r) = [ dHag() LD
0 (vr)®
and achieves our proof. O

Proof of Lemma 2. We have

M 2a+1 ™
/ |HN(T,)\)|2()\sin§) dr = A2t / |HN (Ar, )2 (sin )2+ dr
0 0

= N3 jo()Plan(g) P (32)

N[AJ+1

Recall that in [19], authors have given the following uniform approximation of GPSWFs in term
of Jacobi polynomials for 0 < o < 3/2,

~ N 1
7/17(102 (cosf) = AnP,(LO‘)(cos 0) + R,(f‘g (cos @) ||Rn,c|\io) < C’a,cm. (33)
We also know that (see for example [29])
= hotl d ~(at1,a+1)
n(sin )20 P (cos ) = 2ﬁ@[(sm9)2a+2pn,1 : (cose)] (34)
By combining (B3] and ([34)), one gets
et (@) 2hatt d 7, onia Blatlaty) ()
(sinf) Pyl (cos ) = T [(sm 0) P (cos 9)} + R, (cos0).
Then, integrating by parts one gets
C [T g'(N) ~ "
an(g)) = — / g ( 9) P2t (cos 0)(sin 0)**T3dg + / R{)(cos 0)g(A0)db
n Jo sin 0

= an,1(gx) + an2(9x)

15



Let’s come back to (82]). We have by Bessel’s inequality

A2 =

[e3 (e n
N2 Z PPlanalo)l < OX2 | mfs [ 37 [ana(o)l?
NA+1
c "GOO,
< H)2a+2 _‘ 20043
< W A /0 g (sin ) de
c M P Cfy 201
= m/o lg'(6)] ()\sz) de
= O(;Q) uniformly in A. (35)

On the other hand, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality

oX*+2 SR o a1

et Z ||an2(gx)| <
N[AJ+1
< C Z / 2(Asin )\)2°‘+1d9
1
= O().

Then, one conclude that
M 1
/ |HN (7, ) Pr2etdr = O(N> uniformly in A.
0

O

Proof of lemma 3. We use now the following uniform approximation of GPSWFs in term of Bessel
function (we refer the reader once again to [19])

Xyll/gS(COS )2 T (x2S (cos T))

(@) (cos ) = T
wn,c (COS A) Aa(q) (Sllfl )a+1/2(1 _ QCOS2 7-)1/4 + EmC(COS A)7 (36)
where
C.Aun(q)  (sing)'/? /1 1 g2
E, .(cos ’ < Vo € [0, d S(z) = dt.
’ cleos)| < (1—¢q) (1—gcos?)t/4 €07 an () . V112
Note that it has also been shown in [4] that
sinfy/1 — qcos? 0 q 3
=1 - )(1— 0 1- 0).
S(cosh) +(1—q 4)( cos ) + o(1 — cos 6)
Thus, we can write, for n < N[)A],and by taking into account that v/zJ,(z) is bounded then
(a) J. (2T J.(nr 72 1
;ZOS/\) = n'/? 7‘1(,\)(1_”1/2 a(’\)a(lq +3/4)4/\a+2+0( )\a+2)
(rsin) (rsing) 1T n-
N AR S
2050 (2) +ol) (37)
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On the other hand,

M
Xan(gn) = X7 / g(TwS;“g(cos%)(Smgyaﬂcﬁ
0

1

1
e el

=)

T Ty ain T
Au(g)n /Og(T)Ja()\)(/\sm)\) dr

nt/2 oo nr. . 1
- 7/0 9 Ia(50)7 i + 0 55).

Then, by combining the last two estimates, one gets

N NI n n nt, 1 n n
G (T, A) = Z ¢(X)Ha-g(x)Ja(7)T—ap+p0(1)-

n=0

Therefore, by letting A — oo, we conclude for the proof of lemma3]

5.2 CPSWZEF’s case

As for the example studied in the previous section, we start by establishing an adequate transferring
theorem for the circular case. To do this, we introduce a suitable terminology.

1/2
Definition 2. Let A > 0 be a sufficiently large real, a bounded sequence {m(X"T‘*(C))}n is called to
be a Circular prolate multiplier, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for every f € LP(0,1), we
have

= xilale)
> m( 5 Jan (£)l) < Cllfllpeo,1)-
n=0 LP(0,1)
1/2 (.
The smallest constant C verifying the last inequality is written m(X"f‘())
p

Here M := My =H, (m()?-{o(f)) is the multiplier related to the Hankel transform operator.

Theorem 5 (Circular transferring theorem). Let 1 < p < oo, a > 1/2 and m be a bounded function

x/2(e)

on (0,00) continuous except on a set of Lebesgue measure zero such that {m(="3—)}, is a Circular
1/2
prolate multiplier for all large X\ > 0 and li)\m inf m(xnf“(c)) is finite then m is an LP-Hankel
—00
P

transform multiplier and we have

[M]l, < liminf
A—00

. (xz{c%(c))
A

Proof. Let A > 0 and g € C¢°(0, 00) supported in (0, M) such that A > %M Let gx(7) = g(A7) for
every 7 € (0,1) and G = g o arccos.
By asymption, we have

0 1/2 c
Zm (Xn,;\t( )) an(GA)Sﬁn

p

xkfi@)
A

<
L?(0,1)

m(

G ||Lp(o71)-

n=0 p

17



Then, we get

= (e ol NHONE
X(0,2%) Z m 5\ an (G») Sﬁn(COS(X)) < ||m( 5\ ) H9||Zp((07oo)75in(j))
=0 L2((0,00) sin(5))

p

We denote by
- Wale 0
Fr(0) = X5 (0) Yo m (%“) o (G pn (c0s(9)).

n=0

hence we have
) NCAICN -
||F>\||L¢’((O,oo),sin(j)) < ||m( ))\ ) ||gHLP((O7OQ)7sin(j))' (38)

p

0
By using (B8], Fatou’s Lemma and the fact that Alim /\sin(x) = 6, we obtain
— 00

v wla(e) |
lim inf F) < liminf o s 39
Mo LP((0,00),0d0) e e pHgHLF((Omw) 0
Xoiale)
Let L = li}\m inf m(%) , then there exists a sequence of (\;);jen such that lim \; = +oo
—00 J—reo
p
verifying
1% | o 000,000 < (L + L/ DG o((0,00) 00 (40)

On the other hand, as m is bounded and from Perseval’s formula, we have

HFXJ' HLQ((O,OO),GdH) < (L + 1/j)HgHL2((O,oo),0d9)' (41)

From ({@0) and (I)) there exists a subsequence of (A;);en denoted also (A;) en such that the sequence
{F,} converge weakly to a function F in LP N L*((0, 00), 8df) and satisfying the following inequality

HFHLP((O,OO),GdO) < LHgHLP((O,oo)ﬂdG)' (42)

Our purpose now is to show that F' = Ho (m(.)Ho(g)) almost everywhere on (0, 00).
Let N > 1 and 6 € (0, c0)

00 1/2 c
Y@ S m (X"*j( )> (e (0 5))
n=0
N[\ o)

/2.
= xon® D+ D m(“%“) an(Gx)en (COS(%))

n=0 p=N[\+1

Fx(0)

= FYNO)+KY(0).

Using (@), the function F(0) = ¢}, . (cos(#)) satisfies the following differential equation

cP0) = P - 200+ (oot - L) i
= Xn,a(c)F(e)'
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Using the symmetry of £ on C$°(0,00), we obtain

an(G,\) = <G)\790n >L201)
_ ; 0)Xn.a ()95 (cos(6)) sin(8)d6
_ o ( ) / g7 (0)L(F)() sin(6)d6

- / =L (9)sin(9)d9:xnf o (%5(9,\))'

Using the previous equality, Perseval’s formula and the fact that m is bounded with the well
known inequality 26 < sin(6) < 6, for 0 < 6 < Z and (I0), we obtain

- 9 1/2
KN = h ol S xila(0) G %) 0as
|| >\||L2((0,oo),9d0) - ) X(o,x\g)() NZ[;] 1m N an ,\)gan(cos(x))
n= +
- 9 1/2
AE (o) 1/2
= / Z m<w> an(GA)cpn(cos(g)> 6do
0 A A
n=N[\+1
_ 1/2
ANGIRS 0 2
< \/; /\/ Z m n; (Gy) <cos( )> sin (—) do
0 |n=N[\+1
_ 1/2
(e’ 1/
T |2 2 [ Xra(c)
YRR §j7n< A) (G)
| n=N[J+L

T | A2 > 5 (1
< C\/; N Z an<ﬁ£(9/\))
= 1
c r
< = . /C
- N2\ 2

: N _
Then we obtain HK)\ HL?((O,oo),ede) =
Thus by the diagonal argument there exists a subsequence of {A;} noted again {\;} such that for ev-
ery N > 1, {Kﬁ\\j }jen converge weakly to a function K% in L2((0, 0c), 0d0) satisfy ||KNHL2((0 00),6d6) =
O(5=) one conclude that there exists a sequence { N} such that { K™*} ey converge to zero almost

everywhere on (0,00). Let FN* = F — KNx | clearly we have {F/{j’“ }jen converge weakly to FVr in

+ C|g|L2((0,oo),0d9)‘|
L2((0,00),0d6)

O(5) uniformly in A.

L?(0,00) for every k € N. Moreover, { ¥k} converge to F almost everywhere on (0, c0).
We prove now the following equality

N _ N
tim F% ) = [ i) do(an)Ho(o) )y (43)

Jj—o0 Aj

for every z € (0, 00), the weak convergence of {Fi\j’c }jen to FNe | in particular, <F)J\\J[k , X(r,s)> converge

to <FN’€,X(T)S)> for every 0 < r < s < oo and by using the Lebesgue dominated convergence

19



theorem which give as FN’“,X rs) ) converge to (Ha (X0 N.myM()Ha(g)) s X(rs)), One conclude
x; 0 X(r,s) (0,Ny) (r,s)

that F'Ns = H, (X(O)Nw)m(.)’;'-[a(g)) almost everywhere on (0, 00). Finally, as k — oo, we get our
purpose.

For the proof of ([@3]), we need the uniform approximation of the family of CPSWFs on (0, 1) which
is given by the following estimates

a+1/2 2
erleos() = (1B (D)) R0 (eosB)) Har0S) )

for every 0 € (At,, A7), where ¢, = arccos(y,) and v, ~ i/i(c) :

1/ S(cos %) (Xna (cos )\)))

(sin(2)) 7, (cos(2))"*

|Q

5 clcon(§)) = A /A (0 FRacos(3)  (49)

C
for every 0 € (0, At,,), where A, ~ 1, 7,(t) =1 — qt* + 1/;; *® and sup |Rp(cos(9))] < ——,
ale)t? 0€(0,t,) X,ll/i( )

for more details see [17].
By a straightforward computation, we have

S(cos(%))

(sin(£))1/2r, (cos(£))"

then, we can easily check that

- =1 Ba)(1 — cos($)) + o(1 — cos(2)

2.
<Pff,c(‘305(§)) = Xflz{i(C)JO (%9) + Rn(COS(g))

Let N > 0 and A > max{2¥ N3}. By (@) we have, for every n < N[}]
an(Gy) = <GA7<P3,C>L2(071)

= 1 o areeos) cost Dt leon(§ ) sin o
= b\ g) O arccos) (cos b\ Son,c COS b\ sin b\
1/4

AT 1/2 1/4 \s y
) X”;‘( )/0 . <XH§( )9> g(e)sm(i)de Xni( )A Jo <X"§( )9> Q(H)Sin(i)cw

in

(—1)"B, (3 ©0.0) 20 o\ 1 1
+ f//\ g(0)Py COS(T) COS(X) sm(X)dH—i—TO(ﬁ)

tn nXr'a(c)
/4 1/2
= 25 + o)

where a > 1 and b > 0. Indeed, using the fact that sup,~ [z Jo(2)| < Ca, see 23], and Asin(£) < ¢
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we have

1/4 I 1/2 P 1/4 1/2
Xrla(€) / : Xna(€) 0 1 / * | xnba(e) 5 [ xnlalc)
e Jo | =——=0 0 —)do| < J 0 0)|0do
b\ . 0< b\ g( )Sln(/\) = )32 A, \L/2 0 Iy lg(0)]
AT | 1/4 1/2 2 1/2
< ! 2 Xn,a(c)el/zj Xn,a(c)e 49 16g]|
= N2 2\L/2 0 N 9 911L2(0,00)
C T
< G 108l o
Co
< —— |fg]| ;2 .

Moreover, using the fact that ‘Pﬁo’a) (cos(%))’ < P,(lo’a)(l) = O(n®) and the deacreasing cosinus

function with |B,| = O(n'/?), we obtain

}Lli\an /:% 9(0) PO <COS(2—;9)) (COS(%)) o Sin(g)d‘9

tn
AZ at1/2
< B[t |peer (cosD)| (cos) as
_c 93/29‘
)\2X711{3(0) L2(0,00)

Finally, there exist a constant a > 1 and b > 0 such that

1/4 1/2
_ Xna(c) Xra(c) 1 1
an(G)\) - 22 HO(g)( \ ) + naxi{i(C)O()\b ) (46)
Hence, we obtain
Nk )\]
Neggy _ <l o oo ?
EFUF(0) = X(0,30,)(0) > om T | @n(Gx)¢h e(cos(5-))
n=0 J J
Ni[Aj] 1/2
n,a\C 0 0
= Ym (X ol )> n0,) (X100 0O 05D + X153, Opn(cos( ) )
"0 j j J
Ne[A;] 1/2 1/4 1/2 1/2
Xrba(€) | [ Xnbalc) Xriya(c) 1 1 1/4 Xriya(C)
= : . H ’ O(— ENC Jo | =—=——2%60
1;) m ( )\j ) ( )\5 O(Q)( )‘j )+ naxi{é(c) (A?) X (0,2 2)( )Xn,a(c) 0 2
Ni[Aj] 1/2 at1/2 1/2
nalc n 0 o 20 -
- m (X ’A_( )> an(Gx;)X (5t 32, (0) ((—1) By, (COS(X)> P (COS(T)) ~xla(O)o (X B
n=0 J
1
+ O(F)
J
Ni[A;] 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
1 Xra(€) | Xn\alc) o [ Xxn\alc) Xrsa(€) 1
= =2 (0)— : ’ . 0 . —).
X(0,3,)( ))\j 2 m( % ) Y Jo A Holg)( N )+0(/\§)
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where £ > 0. Indeed, from [29], we have

(—1)"B, <cos(§)) T o <cos(2—/\9)> — @n+a+1)? <cos(§)) v <Sm9(/%> o (2(n +

1 (20)'/2
0= )

0 1
and by using (IQ), one gets xn.o(c) ~ (2n + a + 1)?, and concludes that

a+1/2 /2.
(-1)"B, <cos(§)> P0e) (603(2—)\0)> — X&) Jo (X"’z( )9> = 0(1).

n

1/2 .
Further, from [5], we have Hs@ngHLw(o = O(xi/2(c)), then we obtain an(Gy,) = O(Xn,)\az( ))'

Finally, as j — oo, we get FN* = Hy (x(0,5)m(-)Ho(g)) - O
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