
NONCOMMUTATIVE ANALYSIS OF HERMITE EXPANSIONS

BANG XU

Abstract. This paper is devoted to the study of semi-commutative harmonic analy-
sis associated to Hermite semigroups. In the first part, we establish the noncommuta-
tive maximal inequalities for Bochner-Riesz means associated with Hermite operators
and then obtain the corresponding pointwise convergence theorems. In particular,
we develop a noncommutative Stein’s theorem of Bochner-Riesz means for Hermite
operators. The second part of this paper deals with two multiplier theorems for Her-
mite operators. Our analysis on this part is based on a noncommutative analogue of
the classical Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory associated with Hermite semigroup.

1. Introduction

The theme of this paper follows the current research direction of noncommutative
harmonic analysis. Motivated by operator space theory, Pisier and Xu [38] developed
a pioneering work on noncommutative martingale theory; since then, many classical
theories have been successfully transferred to the noncommutative or quantum set-
ting. For instance, it is inspired by noncommutative Burkholder-Gundy inequalities
that Junge, Le Merdy and Xu [23] initiated the research of noncommutative harmonic
analysis; they established the noncommutative version of Littlewood-Paley-Stein the-
ory by using the relationship between completely bounded H∞ functional calculus and
quantum Markov semigroups. Later on, Junge and Mei [25] introduced the Hardy and
BMO spaces associated to quantum Markov semigroups. Again by quantum Markov
semigroups, Junge et al [24, 26, 27] studied Hörmander-Mihlin Fourier multipliers and
Riesz transforms on group von Neumann algrbras (see [36, 33] for more results); Chen
et al [8] developed systematically harmonic analysis on quantum tori (see also [16] re-
garding singular integral theory on quantum Euclidean spaces). We remark that via the
transference technique (see e.g. [23, 24, 25]), harmonic analysis associated to quantum
semigroups and semi-commutative harmonic analysis play an important role in these
fundamental works.

Semi-commutative harmonic analysis seems to be the easiest one in noncommutative
theory, but it often requires new ideas and insights. The first notable work in this
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2 B. XU

direction is due to Mei [31]; the author gave a systematic study on the operator-
valued Hardy spaces and BMO spaces, which incidentally solved an open question
in matrix-valued harmonic analysis arising from prediction theory. More precisely,
based on the noncommutative Doob’s maximal inequality [22] or Cuculescu’s maximal
weak type (1, 1) result for martingales [9], Mei established the operator-valued Hardy-
Littlewood maximal inequalities (see [35, 19] for more approaches). Furthermore, in
the same paper, Mei proved that these operator-valued Hardy spaces, which are defined
by the Littlewood-Paley g-function or Lusin function associated to Poisson kernel, are
norm equivalent in the sense of noncommutative Lp-norms (see [48, 20] for a general
characterization of operator-valued Hardy spaces).

We remark that most of works mentioned above, including Mei’s Hardy/BMO spaces,
Junge-Le Merdy-Xu’s Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory and Hardy/BMO spaces over quan-
tum tori etc, belong to harmonic analysis associated to quantum Markov semigroups.
So it is natural to consider semigroups beyond Markov in noncommutative harmonic
analysis. The typical example in classical case is the Hermite semigroup.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate Fourier analysis associated with the Her-
mit semigroup acting on operator-valued Lp functions, which can be regarded as a case
study of the general research program on noncommutative harmonic analysis, for in-
stance the spectral multipliers and Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory associated to quantm
semigroups beyond Markov.

We first set some notation. Let H = −∆ + |x|2 be the Hermite operator—the
generator of Hermite semigroup—on Rd. Recall that the Hermite functions Hm(t) on
R are defined by

Hm(t) = (−1)m exp(−t2)(
d

dt
)m{exp(−t2)}, m = 0, 1, 2, ....

The normalised Hermite functions, denote by φm(t) (see (3.1)), form an orthonormal
basis of L2(R). For any multiindex ν, the d-dimensional Hermite functions {Φν}ν are
given by the tensor product of one dimensional normalised Hermite functions (see (3.2)),
which form a complete orthonormal system in L2(Rd). Therefore, for any f ∈ L2(Rd),
we have the Hermite expansion

f(x) =
∑
ν

〈f,Φν〉Φν(x).

Research on Hermite expansions could be traced back to 1965s. Askey and Wainger
[1] proved that the Hermite expansion converges if and only if 4

3 < p < 4 for all

f ∈ Lp(Rd). Therefore, it is necessary to find suitable summability methods since the
expansion fails to converge for p lying outside the interval (4

3 , 4). The most typical
study object is the Bochner-Riesz means. For R > 0, the Bochner-Riesz means of
order α is defined by

SαRf(x) =

∞∑
k=0

(
1− 2k + d

R

)α
+
Pkf(x),

where Pk denotes the Hermite projection operator (see (3.4)).
The boundedness theory of Bochner-Riesz means associated to Hermite expansion

was originally established by Thangavelu. In one dimensional case, it is known [44]
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that if α > 1/6, then for any f ∈ Lp(R) with 1 ≤ p <∞,

(1.1) ‖SαRf − f‖Lp(R) → 0 as R→∞.
In higher dimensions (d ≥ 2), the Lp convergence of SαRf is not so well understood yet.

When α > (d−1)/2, Thangavelu [45] showed that for any f ∈ Lp(Rd) with 1 ≤ p <∞,

(1.2) ‖SαRf − f‖Lp(Rd) → 0 as R→∞.

Concerning almost everywhere convergence of SαRf , it is known from [44, 45] that if
α > 1/6, then for any f ∈ Lp(R) with 1 ≤ p <∞,

(1.3) SαRf → f a.e. as R→∞.
In higher dimensions, if α > (d− 1)/2, then for any f ∈ Lp(Rd) with 1 ≤ p <∞,

(1.4) SαRf → f a.e. as R→∞.
The work of Thangavelu has already found application in [10, 11]. For more results

regarding the Bochner-Riesz means associated to Hermite operators, we refer the reader
to [7, 6] and references therein.

In classical harmonic analysis, it is well-known that the convergence properties of
Bochner-Riesz means associated to Fourier series are among the most important prob-
lems. Due to the noncommutativity, the study of noncommutative Bochner-Riesz
means seems to be more challenging. For instance, Chen et al [8] had to found a
much more technical proof when they dealt with the boundedness of the maximal
Bochner-Riesz means on quantum tori. Later on, Lai [21] obtained the full Lp-bounded
of Bochner-Riesz means on two-dimensional quantum tori by establishing the sharper
estimates of noncommutative Kakeya maximal functions and some geometric estimates
in the plain.

The first part of this paper is to study the convergence properties of noncommutative
Bochner-Riesz means associated to Hermite expansion. More precisely, we establish the
noncommutative analogues of (1.1)-(1.4). LetM be a von Neumann algebra equipped
with a normal semifinite faithful (abbrieviated as n.s.f.) trace τ and N = L∞(Rd)⊗M
be a tensor von Neumann algebra equipped with a tensor trace ϕ =

∫
⊗τ . Let Lp(M)

and Lp(N ) be the noncommutative Lp-spaces associated to the pairs (M, τ) and (N , ϕ),
where Lp(N ) can be identified as the space of Lp(M)-valued p-th integrable functions

on Rd, that is Lp(N ) = Lp(Rd;Lp(M)) whenever 0 < p <∞.
In Section 3, we consider the mean convergence of SαRf whenever f ∈ Lp(N ) (see

Theorem 3.3), that is to establish the noncommutative analogues of (1.1) and (1.2),
whose proof is based on the kernel estimates obtained by Thangavelu [44, 45]. In the
latter part of Section 3, we present the maximal inequalities of the sequence of operators
(SαR)R>0 (see Theorem 3.6, 3.7 and 3.9), which are crucial tools to obtain the noncom-
mutative analogues of (1.3) and (1.4). However, compared with the Lp convergence,
the study of maximal inequalities is much more complicated. An immediate difficulty
is that the classical maximal function of the form supi∈I |fi| no longer exists in general
whenever (fi)i∈I is a sequence of operators. Even though the definition of noncommu-
tative weak type (1, 1) maximal inequalities exists in the early stage of noncommutative
ergodic theory, the formulation of Lp maximal inequality was not proposed until the
`∞-valued noncommutative Lp-spaces appeared (see Section 2) introduced by Pisier
[37] and Junge [22] two decades ago and has been widely used since then.
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The second aspect of this paper is to consider certain multiplier transforms for Her-
mite expansion. Given a function µ on the set of positive integers, we define the
operator Tµ by the prescription

Tµf(x) =
∞∑
n=0

µ(2n+ d)Pnf(x).

To find a sufficient condition on the function µ such that Tµ is bounded on Lp(Rd)
(1 < p < ∞) is one of the mian task in Thangavelu’s work [43]. Motivated by the
classical Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem for Fourier series, Thangavelu introduced
the finite difference operators, which are defined inductively as follows:

δµ(N) = µ(N + 1)− µ(N)

and for n ≥ 1, they are defined by

δn+1µ(N) = δnµ(N + 1)− δnµ(N).

Accordingly, Thangavelu [43] established the Marcinkiewicz multiplier theorem for Her-
mite expansions. More precisely, if µ satisfies the condition |δrµ(N)| ≤ CN−r for r =
0, 1, ..., n with n > d/2, then for 1 < p <∞,

(1.5) ‖Tµf‖p ≤ C‖f‖p ∀f ∈ Lp(Rd).

In Section 4, we extend (1.5) to the operator-valued setting (see Theorem 4.1).
The main ingredient is the noncommutative Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory for the g-
functions associated with the Hermite semigroup Ht (see (4.2)). Since the Hermite
semigroup Ht fails to satisfy the nice condition Ht1 = 1, the previous results on
Markov semigroup can not be adapted here. Instead, in view of the explicit form
of the associated kernel, we can make use of kernel estimates and operator-valued
Calderón-Zygmund (abbrieviated as CZ) theory to overcome the difficulties. The semi-
commutative CZ singular integral theory was established by Mei and Parcet et al. In
particular, Parcet [35] made use of the tool of noncommutative martingales theory
to formulate a noncommutative version of CZ decomposition. Consequently, Parcet
obtained all the Lp estimates of standard CZ operators acting on operator-valued func-
tions, which finds an unexpected application in solving the Nazarov-Peller conjecture
arising from the perturbation theory [5]. Recently, Parcet’s decomposition and CZ
arguments are greatly improved in a later work [4], see also [18].

In [43], Thangavelu also investigated a kind of oscillation operator related to Hermite
expansion, where the function µ is given by

µ(n) = (2n+ d)−αe(2n+d)it.

This defines the operator Tαt by

Tαt f(x) =

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ d)−αe(2n+d)itPnf(x).

It is known from [43] that if α = d|1/p− 1/2|, then for 1 < p <∞,

(1.6) ‖Tαt f‖Lp(Rd) ≤ C‖f‖Lp(Rd).
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In Section 5, we extend Thangavelu’s work (1.6), whenever f is considered as an
operator-valued function (see Theorem 5.1). The main difficulty lie in the fact that
the kernel associated to such operator has oscillating factor eix·t, the study of this
operator does not fall into the scope of the noncommutative CZ theory. Fortunately,
the associated kernel can be calculated explicitly (see Lemma 5.3); and we may use
an H1 → L1 endpoint estimate of Tαt at critical point α = d/2 by using the atom
characterization of H1 Hardy space introduced by Mei [31]. Finally, together with
Stein’s analytic interpolation, we obtain the desired result.

Notation: Throughout the paper we write X . Y for nonnegative quantities X
and Y to imply that there exists some inessential constant C > 0 such that X ≤ CY
and we write X ≈ Y to mean that X . Y and Y . X.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Noncommutative Lp-spaces. Throughout the paper,M always denote a semifi-
nite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal semifinite faithful trace τ . LetM+

be the positive part ofM and SM+ be the set of all x ∈M+ such that τ(supp(x)) <∞,
where supp(x) means the support of x. Denote by SM the linear span of SM+. Then
SM is a w∗-dense ∗-subalgebra of M. Given 1 ≤ p <∞ and x ∈ SM, we set

‖x‖p =
(
τ(|x|p)

)1/p
,

where |x| = (x∗x)1/2 is the modulus of x. Then one can check that ‖·‖p is a norm on SM.
The completion of (SM, ‖·‖p) is the so-called noncommutative Lp-space associated with
(M, τ), which is simply written as Lp(M). As usual, we set L∞(M) = M equipped
with the operator norm ‖ · ‖M. Denote by Lp(M)+ the positive part of Lp(M).

A closed and densely defined operator x affiliated with M is called τ -measurable if
there is λ > 0 such that

τ
(
χ(λ,∞)(|x|)

)
<∞,

where χI(x) is the spectral decomposition of x and I is a measurable subset of R. Let
L0(M) be the ∗-algebra of τ -measurable operators. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the noncommu-
tative weak Lp-space Lp,∞(M) is defined as the set of all x in L0(M) for which the
following quasi-norm is finite

‖x‖p,∞ = sup
λ>0

λτ
(
χ(λ,∞)(|x|)

)1/p
.

We refer the reader to [12, 39] for more information on noncommutative Lp-spaces.

2.2. Noncommutative Hilbert valued Lp-spaces. The noncommutative Hilbert
valued Lp-spaces present a suitable framework for studying the square functions in the
noncommutative setting. Let H be a Hilbert space. Given v ∈ H with norm one, take
pv = v ⊗ v the rank one projection onto span{v}. Then for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we define

Lp(M;Hr) = (pv ⊗ 1M)Lp(B(H)⊗M) and Lp(M;Hc) = Lp(B(H)⊗M)(pv ⊗ 1M),

where 1M stands for the unit elements in M and B(H) is equipped with the usual
trace. The definitions of these two spaces are essentially independent of the choice of
v (see [23]). Therefore, we conclude that

‖u‖Lp(M;Hr) =
∥∥(uu∗)1/2

∥∥
Lp(M)

and ‖u‖Lp(M;Hc) =
∥∥(u∗u)1/2

∥∥
Lp(M)

.
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According to [23, Chapter 2], we may apply these identities to regard Lp(M)⊗H as a
dense subspace of Lp(M;Hr) and Lp(M;Hc). To be more specific, for f =

∑
k uk⊗vk ∈

Lp(M)⊗H, we have

‖f‖Lp(M;Hr) =
∥∥∥(∑

i,j

〈vi, vj〉uiu∗j
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(M)
,

‖f‖Lp(M;Hc) =
∥∥∥(∑

i,j

〈vi, vj〉u∗iuj
)1/2∥∥∥

Lp(M)
.

This procedure can also be used to define

L1,∞(M;Hr) and L1,∞(M;Hc).

Finally, we define the mixture spaces Lp(M;Hrc) as follows:

Lp(M;Hrc) =

{
Lp(M;Hr) + Lp(M;Hc) 1 ≤ p ≤ 2,
Lp(M;Hr) ∩ Lp(M;Hc) 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

It is obvious to see that L2(M;Hr) = L2(M;Hc) = L2(M;Hrc). The reader is referred
to [23] for a more general description of the Hilbert valued operator spaces.

2.3. Noncommutative `∞-valued Lp-spaces and maximal inequalities. Let I be
an index set. Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, Lp(M; `∞(I)) consists of all families (xn)n∈I in Lp(M)
which can be factorized as xn = aynb with a, b ∈ L2p(M) and (yn)n∈I ⊂ L∞(M). The
norm of (xn)n∈I in Lp(M; `∞(I)) is defined as

‖(xn)n∈I‖Lp(M;`∞(I)) = inf

{∥∥a∥∥
2p

sup
n∈I

∥∥yn∥∥∞∥∥b∥∥2p

}
,

where the infimum is taken over all factorizations as above. Usually, the norm of (xn)n∈I
in Lp(M; `∞(I)) is denoted by ‖supn∈I

+xn‖p, that is ‖supn∈I
+xn‖p := ‖(xn)n‖Lp(M;`∞(I)).

The following property is stated in [8, Remark 4.1].

Remark 2.1. Let (xn)n∈I be a sequence of selfadjoint operators in Lp(M). Then
x = (xn)n∈I in Lp(M; `∞(I)) if and only if there is a ∈ Lp(M)+ such that −a ≤ xn ≤ a
for all n ∈ I. Moreover, in this case,

‖x‖Lp(M;`∞(I)) = inf
{
‖a‖p : a ∈ Lp(M)+ such that − a ≤ xn ≤ a, ∀n ∈ I

}
.

In the rest of this paper, we will omit the index set I when it will not cause confusions.
It has already been shown in [22] that Lp(M; `∞) is a dual space for every p > 1 and

its predual space is denoted by Lp′(M; `1) (p′ being the conjugate index of p). Let us
briefly recall the latter space. Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, Lp(M; `1) is defined to be the space
of all sequences x = (xn)n in Lp(M) which can be factorized as

xn =
∑
k

u∗knvkn, ∀n

for two families (ukn)k,n and (vkn)k,n in L2p(M) such that∑
k,n

u∗knukn ∈ Lp(M) and
∑
k,n

v∗knvkn ∈ Lp(M),
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where all series are required to be convergent in Lp(M) (relative to the w∗-topology
for p =∞). The norm of x in Lp(M; `1) is defined by

‖x‖Lp(M;`1) = inf ‖
∑
k,n

u∗knukn‖1/2p ‖
∑
k,n

v∗knvkn‖1/2p ,

where the infimum runs over all possible decompositions xn =
∑

k u
∗
knvkn. The duality

between Lp(M; `∞) and Lp′(M; `1) is given by

〈x, y〉 =
∑
n

τ(xnyn), x = (xn)n ∈ Lp(M; `∞), y = (yn)n ∈ Lp′(M; `1).

The following properties can be found in [28, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 2.2. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

(i) A sequence x = (xn)n∈I in Lp(M) belongs to Lp(M; `∞(I)) if and only if

sup
{
‖sup
n∈J

+xn‖p : J ⊂ I, J is finite
}
<∞.

In this case, ‖supn∈I
+xn‖p is equal to the above supremum.

(ii) Let x = (xn)n be a positive sequence in Lp(M; `∞). Then∥∥sup
n

+xn
∥∥
p

= sup
{∣∣∣∑

n

τ(xnyn) : yn ∈ Lp′(M)+ and
∥∥∥∑

n

yn

∥∥∥
p′
≤ 1
}
.

Based on these necessary notions, we can present the definition of the noncommuta-
tive maximal inequalities.

Definition 2.3. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and let S = (Sn)n be a family of maps from Lp(M)+

to L0(M)+.

(i) For p < ∞, we say that S is of weak type (p, p) with constant C if there is a
positive constant C such that for any x ∈ Lp(M)+ and any λ > 0, there is a
projection e ∈M satisfying

∀n eSn(x)e ≤ λ and τ(e⊥) ≤ Cp‖x‖p
λp

.

(ii) For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, we say that S is of strong type (p, p) with constant C if there is
a positive constant C such that for any x ∈ Lp(M)+ there exists a ∈ Lp(M)+

satisfying
∀n Sn(x) ≤ a and ‖a‖p ≤ C‖x‖p.

We refer the reader to [22] and [28] for more details.

2.4. Almost uniform convergence. In this subsection, we recall the noncommuta-
tive analogue of the usual almost everywhere convergence. The following definition is
introduced by Lance [29].

Definition 2.4. Let M be a semifinite von Neumann algebra equipped with a semifi-
nite normal faithful trace τ . Let xn, x ∈ L0(M).

(i) (xn) is said to converge bilaterally almost uniformly (b.a.u. in short) to x if for
any ε > 0, there is a projection e ∈M such that

τ(e⊥) < ε and lim
n→∞

‖e(xn − x)e‖∞ = 0.
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(ii) (xn) is said to converge almost uniformly (a.u. in short) to x if for any ε > 0,
there is a projection e ∈M such that

τ(e⊥) < ε and lim
n→∞

‖(xn − x)e‖∞ = 0.

2.5. Operator-valued Hardy spaces and BMO spaces. In this subsection, let us
start by introducing Mei’s notion [31] of row and column Hardy spaces. According to
our requirement, here we only concentrate on operator-valued H1 space; for a general
description of operator-valued Hardy spaces we refer the reader to [31]. Define

H1(Rd;M) = Hr
1(Rd;M) + Hc

1(Rd;M)

equipped with the following sum norm

‖f‖H1(Rd;M) = inf
f=g+h

‖g‖Hr1(Rd;M) + ‖h‖Hc1(Rd;M) <∞,

where the row/column norms are given by

‖g‖Hr1(Rd;M) =
∥∥∥(∫

Γ

[∂Pg
∂t

∂P ∗g
∂t

+
∑
j

∂Pg
∂xj

∂P ∗g
∂xj

]
(x+ ·, t) dxdt

tn−1

)1/2∥∥∥
1
,

‖h‖Hc1(Rd;M) =
∥∥∥(∫

Γ

[∂P ∗h
∂t

∂Ph
∂t

+
∑
j

∂P ∗h
∂xj

∂Ph
∂xj

]
(x+ ·, t) dxdt

tn−1

)1/2∥∥∥
1
,

with Γ = {(x, t) ∈ Rd+1
+ | |x| < y} and Pf (x, t) = Ptf(x) stands for the Poisson

semigroup (Pt)t≥0. We say that a ∈ L1(M;Lc2(Rd)) is a column atom if there is a cube
Q such that

(i) suppRd a = Q;

(ii)

∫
Q
a(y) dy = 0;

(iii) ‖a‖L1(M;Lc2(Rd)) = τ
[( ∫

Q
|a(y)|2 dy

) 1
2

]
≤ |Q|−

1
2 , where |Q| is the volume of Q.

It is known from [31, Theorem 2.8] that

‖f‖Hc1(Rd;M) ≈ inf
{∑

n

|λn|
∣∣ f =

∑
n

λnan with an column atoms
}
.

The operator-valued BMO spaces are also studied in [31]. Let Q be a cube in Rd
with sides parallel to the axes. For a function f : Rd → M is integrable on Q, fQ
denotes its average over Q, that is

fQ =
1

|Q|

∫
Q
f(x)dx.

Recall that N = L∞(Rd)⊗M given in the introduction. The BMO space BMO(N ) is
defined as a subspace of L∞(M;Lrc2 (Rd; dx/(1 + |x|)d+1)) with

‖f‖BMO(N ) = max
{
‖f‖BMOr(N ), ‖f‖BMOc(N )

}
< ∞,

where the row/column BMO norms are given by

‖f‖BMOr(N ) = sup
Q⊂Rd

∥∥∥( 1

|Q|

∫
Q

(
f(x)− fQ

)(
f(x)− fQ

)∗
dx
)1/2∥∥∥

M
,
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‖f‖BMOc(N ) = sup
Q⊂Rd

∥∥∥( 1

|Q|

∫
Q

(
f(x)− fQ

)∗(
f(x)− fQ

)
dx
)1/2∥∥∥

M
.

In the sequel, we will frequently employ the following Cauchy-Schwarz type inequality
(see [31, (1.13)]). Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space. Then

(2.1)
∣∣∣ ∫

Ω
φfdµ

∣∣∣2 ≤ ∫
Ω
|φ|2dµ

∫
Ω
|f |2dµ,

where φ : Ω → C and f : Ω → L1(M) + L∞(M) are operator-valued functions such
that all members of the above inequality make sense.

3. Bochner-Riesz means for Hermite operator

In this section, we are concerned with convergence properties of operator-valued
Bochner-Riesz means for Hermite operator H, which is defined by

H = −∆ + |x|2 = −
d∑

n=1

∂2

∂x2
n

+ |x|2, x = (x1, ..., xd).

For nonnegative integer n, the Hermite functions Hn(t) on R are defined by Hn(t) =
(−1)n exp(−t2)( ddt)

n{exp(−t2)}, and the normalised Hermite functions φn(t) are then
given by

(3.1) φn(t) = (2n
√
πn!)−1/2 exp(−t2/2)Hn(t), n = 0, 1, 2, ...,

which form a complete orthonormal system in L2(R). For every multi-index ν =
(ν1, ν2, ..., νd) and x ∈ Rd, the d-dimensional Hermite functions Φν(x) are defined by
taking the tensor product of one dimensional normalised Hermite function

(3.2) Φν(x) = φν1(x1)φν2(x2)...φνd(xd), x = (x1, ..., xd).

Then the functions {Φν}ν are eigenfunctions for the Hermite operatorH with eigenvalue
(2|ν| + d), where |ν| = ν1 + ν2 + ... + νd; and form a complete orthonormal system in
L2(Rd). Hence, for every f ∈ L2(N ), we have the Hermite expansion

(3.3) f(x) =
∑
ν

f̂(ν)Φν(x) =

∞∑
n=0

Pnf(x),

where f̂(ν) is defined by f̂(ν) =
∫
Rd f(x)Φν(x) dx and Pn denotes the Hermite projec-

tion given by

(3.4) Pnf(x) =
∑
|ν|=n

f̂(ν)Φν(x).

For R > 0, the Bochner-Riesz means for H of order α ≥ 0 is defined by

(3.5) SαRf(x) =

∞∑
n=0

(
1− 2n+ d

R

)α
+
Pnf(x),

where f is a L1(M) ∩ L∞(M)-valued compactly supported measurable function.
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3.1. Mean convergence. In this subsection, we study the Lp convergence of Bochner-
Riesz means. First of all, we list some basic estimates of Bochner-Riesz kernel obtained
by Thangavelu [44, 46]. Denote by SαR(x, y) the Bochner-Riesz kernel associated to the
operator SαR. Then it is not difficult to verify that

(3.6) SαR(x, y) =
∞∑
n=0

(
1− 2n+ d

R

)α
+

Φn(x, y),

where the function Φn(x, y) is defined as Φn(x, y) =
∑
|ν|=n Φν(x)Φν(y).

Lemma 3.1 ([44]). For d = 1 and α > 1/6, the following estimate is valid:

|SαR(x, y)| ≤ CR1/2
{

(1 +R1/2|x− y|)−α−5/6 + (1 +R1/2|x+ y|)−α−5/6
}
,

where the constant C is independent of x, y and R.

Lemma 3.2 ([46]). If 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, d ≥ 2 and α > d−1
2 , then for any r > 0, the following

estimate is valid:(∫
|x−y|≥r

|SαR(x, y)|pdy
)1/p

≤ CRd/2q(1 +R1/2r)−α−1/2+d(1/p−1/2)

where 1/p+ 1/q = 1 and the constant C is independent of R, r and x.

Now we have all ingredients to study the mean convergence of Bochner-Riesz means.

Theorem 3.3. Let 1 ≤ p <∞ and f ∈ Lp(N ). Then

(i) for d = 1 and α > 1/6,

‖SαRf − f‖p → 0 as R→∞;

(ii) for d ≥ 2 and α > d−1
2 ,

‖SαRf − f‖p → 0 as R→∞.

Proof. By decomposing f = f1− f2 + i(f3− f4) with positive fk (k = 1, 2, 3, 4), we can
assume f is positive. By Lemma 3.1,

(3.7) − C{ER(x− y) + ER(x+ y)} ≤ SαR(x, y) ≤ C{ER(x− y) + ER(x+ y)}

where ER(x) = R1/2(1 + R1/2|x|)−α−5/6. Set f̃(x) = f(−x) and ERf(x) = f ∗ ER(x).
Then by (3.7), we deduce that

(3.8) − C{ERf(x) + ERf̃(x)} ≤ SαRf(x) ≤ C{ERf(x) + ERf̃(x)}.

Note that ER(x) is an L1(R) function when α > 1/6. Thus, by Young’s inequality,

it follows immediately that ‖ERf‖p . ‖f‖p and ‖ERf̃‖p . ‖f‖p. Therefore, we obtain
the uniform boundedness of SαR thanks to (3.8). On the other hand, SαRf converges to
f in Lp-norm whenever f ∈ C∞c (R)⊗SM (see e.g. [15, Exercise 6.2.9]). Consequently,
a density argument implies SαRf converges to f in Lp-norm. This proves (i).

We now turn to (ii). Letting r → 0 in Lemma 3.2 with p = 1, we see that SαR(x, y) are

uniformly integrable for α > d−1
2 . This gives the uniform boundedness of SαR. Together

with the density argument, we complete the proof. �
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3.2. Pointwise convergence. In this subsection, we study the pointwise convergence
of the Bochner-Riesz means by showing the corresponding noncommutative maximal
inequalities of the sequence (SαR)R>0. Before it, we present some necessary lemmas.
The first one is well-known to experts, its proof can be found in [8, Theorem 4.3].

Lemma 3.4 ([8]). Let ψ be an integrable function on Rd such that |ψ| is radial and
radially decreasing. Let ψt(x) = 1

td
ψ(xt ) for x ∈ Rd and t > 0.

(i) Let f ∈ L1(N ). Then for any λ > 0 there exists a projection e ∈ N such that

sup
t>0

∥∥e(ψt ∗ f)e
∥∥
∞ ≤ λ and ϕ(e⊥) ≤ Cd‖ψ‖1

‖f‖1
λ

,

where e⊥ = 1N − e.
(ii) Let 1 < p ≤ ∞. Then∥∥sup

t>0

+ψt ∗ f
∥∥
p
≤ Cd‖ψ‖1

p2

(p− 1)2
‖f‖p, ∀ f ∈ Lp(N ).

The second lemma connecting Bochner-Riesz means of different order is useful.

Lemma 3.5. Let β, δ be two complex numbers such that Reβ > 0, Reδ > −1 and
Re(β + δ) > 0. Then

Sδ+βR =
Γ(δ + β + 1)

Γ(δ + 1)Γ(β)

∫ 1

0
(1− t)β−1tδSδRtdt.

Proof. By definition, it is sufficient to verify(
1− N

R

)δ+β
=

Γ(δ + β + 1)

Γ(δ + 1)Γ(β)

∫ 1

N/R
(1− t)β−1tδ

(
1− N

Rt

)δ
dt

for Reβ > 0, Reδ > −1 and Re(β+δ) > 0, where N = 2n+d. The remaining argument
is quite similar as in [41, Lemma 4]. �

Theorem 3.6. Let SαR be defined in (3.5) with d = 1 and α > 1/6.

(i) Let f ∈ L1(N ). Then (SαR)R>0 is of weak type (1, 1), that is for any λ > 0
there exists a projection e ∈ N satisfying

‖eSαRfe‖∞ . λ for all R > 0 and ϕ(e⊥) .
‖f‖1
λ

.

(ii) Let 1 < p ≤ ∞. Then

‖ sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p, ∀f ∈ Lp(N ).

(iii) For any f ∈ Lp(N ) with 1 ≤ p <∞,

SαRf
b.a.u−−−→ f as R→∞.

Proof. (i) Without loss of generality, we may assume f is positive. Note that the
Bochner-Riesz kernel SαR(x, y) is real-valued since α is positive; moreover, from (3.8) in
the proof of Theorem 3.3, we know that

(3.9) − (ERf + ERf̃) . SαRf . ERf + ERf̃ .
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If we set E(x) = (1 + |x|)−α−5/6, then ER(x) = R1/2E(R1/2x). It is clear that E is
an integrable function on Rd. Moreover, E is radial and radially decreasing. Therefore,
by Lemma 3.4 (i), there exists a projection e1 ∈ N such that for any R > 0

ϕ(e⊥1 ) .
‖f‖1
λ

and − λ

2
≤ e1ERfe1 ≤

λ

2
.

Similarly, we can find a projection e2 ∈ N such that for any R > 0

ϕ(e⊥2 ) .
‖f̃‖1
λ

=
‖f‖1
λ

and − λ

2
≤ e2ERf̃ e2 ≤

λ

2
.

Set e = e1 ∧ e2. We then deduce that for any R > 0,

−λ ≤ −(e1ERfe1 + e2ERf̃ e2) . eSαRfe . e1ERfe1 + e2ERf̃ e2 ≤ λ,
which implies

sup
R>0
‖eSαRfe‖∞ . λ and ϕ(e⊥) ≤ ϕ(e⊥1 ) + ϕ(e⊥2 ) .

‖f‖1
λ

.

This establishes (i).
To prove part (ii), just by noting (3.9), Remark 2.1, triangle’s inequality in Lp(N ; `∞)

and Lemma 3.4 (ii), we find

‖sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖sup
R>0

+ERf + ERf̃‖p

≤ ‖sup
R>0

+ERf‖p + ‖sup
R>0

+ERf̃‖p . ‖f‖p.

(iii) The pointwise convergence results can be obtained as a byproduct of the previous
maximal inequalities through a standard verification, see e.g. [18, Section 7]. So we
omit the proof. �

Let us now consider a deeper insight into the one-dimensional case. If α is smaller
than the critical index 1/6, Theorem 3.6 (ii) usually fail even in the scalar case (see
[44]). However, we can improve this result by proving Theorem 3.7 below, which is the
noncommutative analogue of Stein’s theorem [41] for Bochner-Riesz means associated
to Hermite operator.

Theorem 3.7. Assume that d = 1 and α > 1/3
∣∣1/2− 1/p

∣∣. Then for any f ∈ Lp(N )
with 1 < p <∞, we have

(i) ‖sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p, where the implicit constant depends on p, d and α.

(ii) ‖SαRf − f‖p → 0 as R→∞.
(iii) SαRf

b.a.u−−−→ f as R→∞.

Proof. It suffices to prove the maximal inequality (i). Indeed, by Remark 2.1, part (i)
implies that

sup
R>0
‖SαRf‖p ≤ ‖ sup

R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p.

Together with the density of C∞c (Rd)⊗SM in Lp(N ), we obtain (ii). On the other hand,
conclusion (iii) can be proved by (i) via a standard verification. Thus the remainder
is devoted to the proof of part (i) and the idea is inspired by Stein in classical setting
[41] and Chen et al on quantum tori [8].
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By Proposition 2.2 (i), it suffices to show for any finite subset J ⊂ (0,∞),

(3.10) ‖ sup
R∈J

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p, ∀f ∈ Lp(N ).

In the following, we fix J and f ∈ Lp(N ). For clarity we divide the proof of (3.10)
into three steps.

Step 1. For α ∈ C, Reα > 1/6 and 1 < p ≤ ∞, we prove that

(3.11) ‖ sup
R∈J

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p.

To see this, choose δ > 0 and β ∈ C such that Reα > δ > 1/6 and α = δ + β. By
Lemma 3.5, we have the following equality:

(3.12) SαR = Cβ,δ

∫ 1

0
(1− t)β−1tδSδRtdt,

where Cβ,δ = Γ(β + δ + 1)/Γ(δ + 1)Γ(β). Since Reβ = Reα− δ > 0 and δ > 0, we have

(3.13)

∫ 1

0
|(1− t)β−1tδ|dt =

∫ 1

0
(1− t)Reβ−1tδdt <∞.

Therefore, combining (3.13) with Theorem 3.6 (ii) and triangle’s inequality in Lp(N ; `∞),
we conclude that

‖ sup
R∈J

+SαRf‖p ≤ |Cβ,δ|
∫ 1

0
(1− t)Reβ−1tδdt

∥∥sup
R∈J

+SδR(f)
∥∥
p
. ‖f‖p.

Step 2.For α ∈ C with Reα > 0, we show that

(3.14)
∥∥sup
R∈J

+SαR(f)
∥∥

2
. ‖f‖2.

Indeed, by choosing δ > 0, β ∈ C such that Reα > δ > 0 with α = δ + β and using the
same argument in Step 1, we can reduce to proving (3.14) when α > 0.

We first consider the case α > 1/2. Choose β > 1 and δ > −1/2 such that α = β+δ.
By Lemma 3.5 and integration by parts,

Sβ+δ
R = Cβ,δ

∫ 1

0
ψ(t)M δ

Rtdt,

where M δ
t = 1

t

∫ t
0 S

δ
rdr and ψ(t) = (β − 1)(1 − t)β−2tδ+1 − δ(1 − t)β−1tδ. A simple

calculation shows that
∫ 1

0 |ψ(t)|dt < ∞. Hence, we use again triangle’s inequality in
Lp(N ; `∞),∥∥sup

R∈J

+SδR(f)
∥∥

2
≤ |Cβ,δ|

∫ 1

0
|ψ(t)|dt

∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ
R(f)

∥∥
2
.
∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ
R(f)

∥∥
2
.

Therefore, it suffices to show if δ > −1/2

(3.15)
∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ
R(f)

∥∥
2
. ‖f‖2.
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Let (Rn)n be any fixed sequence in J and (gn) be a sequence of positive elements in
L2(N ) such that ‖

∑
n gn‖2 ≤ 1. Then by Proposition 2.2 (ii),∣∣∣ϕ(∑

n

M δ
Rn(f)gn

)∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣ϕ(∑
n

M δ+1
Rn

(f)gn

)∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ϕ(∑

n

[M δ+1
Rn

(f)−M δ
Rn(f)]gn

)∣∣∣
≤
∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ+1
R (f)

∥∥
2

+
∣∣∣ϕ(∑

n

GδRn(f)gn

)∣∣∣,
where GδRn = M δ+1

Rn
−M δ

Rn
. In the following, we will need a fundamental inequality

(see e.g. [8])

(3.16) |ϕ(ab)|2 ≤ ϕ(|a|b)ϕ(|a∗|b), ∀ a, b ∈ N with b ≥ 0.

Then by above inequality (3.16) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we see that∣∣∣ϕ(∑
n

GδRn(f)gn

)∣∣∣2 ≤ (∑
n

∣∣ϕ(GδRn(f)gn
)∣∣)2

≤
(∑

n

ϕ
(
|GδRn(f)|gn

)1/2
ϕ
(
|GδRn(f)∗|gn

)1/2)2

≤ ϕ
(∑

n

|GδRn(f)|gn
)
ϕ
(∑

n

|GδRn(f)∗|gn
)
.

Noticing that by the definition of M δ
Rn

, (2.1) and the operator monotonicity of 0 ≤
x 7→ xt for 0 < t < 1, we deduce that

|GδRn(f)| =
∣∣∣ 1

Rn

∫ Rn

0
[Sδ+1
r (f)− Sδr (f)]dr

∣∣∣ ≤ (∫ Rn

0

∣∣Sδ+1
r (f)− Sδr (f)

∣∣2 dr
Rn

)1/2

≤
(∫ ∞

0

∣∣Sδ+1
r (f)− Sδr (f)

∣∣2dr
r

)1/2
=: Gδ(f).

It then follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality that

ϕ
(∑

n

|GδRn(f)|gn
)
≤ ϕ

(
Gδ(f)

∑
n

gn

)
≤ ‖Gδ(f)‖2.

On the other hand, the same argument gives

ϕ
(∑

n

|GδRn(f)∗|gn
)
≤ ‖Gδ∗(f)‖2,

where Gδ∗ is defined by

Gδ∗(f) =
(∫ ∞

0

∣∣(Sδ+1
r (f)− Sδr (f)

)∗∣∣2dr
r

)1/2
.

Combining above observations and duality, we get∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ
R(f)

∥∥
2
≤
∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ+1
R (f)

∥∥
2

+ ‖Gδ(f)‖1/22 ‖G
δ
∗(f)‖1/22 .

In the following, we claim that

max
{
‖Gδ(f)‖2, ‖Gδ∗(f)‖2

}
. ‖f‖2.
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Consider the term ‖Gδ(f)‖2 firstly. Observe that Parseval’s identity and Fubini’s the-
orem imply

‖Gδ(f)‖22 =

∫ ∞
0

ϕ
(∣∣Sδ+1

r (f)− Sδr (f)
∣∣2)dr

r

=

∫ ∞
0

∑
N≤r

∣∣∣(1− N

r

)δ+1
−
(

1− N

r

)δ∣∣∣2‖f̂(n)‖22
dr

r

=
∑
n6=0

‖f̂(n)‖22
∫ ∞
N

N2

r2

(
1− N

r

)2δ dr

r
,

where N = 2n+ 1. Note that∫ ∞
N

N2

r2

(
1− N

r

)2δ dr

r
=

∫ ∞
1

r−3(1− r−1)2δdr <∞,

since δ > −1/2. Hence, ‖Gδf‖2 . ‖f‖2. The same argument works for the other term
‖Gδ∗f‖2 by noting ‖Gδ∗f‖2 = ‖Gδf∗‖2. This is precisely the claim. Consequently,∥∥sup

R∈J

+M δ
R(f)

∥∥
2
≤
∥∥sup
R∈J

+M δ+1
R (f)

∥∥
2

+ ‖f‖2 . ‖f‖2,

where in the last inequality we used (3.11).
Now we deal with the general case α > 0. In this case, choose β > 1/2 and δ > −1/2

such that α = β + δ. Note that Lemma 3.5 and a change of variable give

Sβ+δ
R = Cβ,δR

−(β+δ)

∫ R

0
(R− t)β−1tδSδt dt.

Therefore, we obtain

Sβ+δ
Rn
−

Cβ,δ
Cβ,δ+1

Sβ+δ+1
Rn

= Cβ,δR
−(β+δ)
n

∫ Rn

0
(Rn − t)β−1tδ

(
Sδt − Sδ+1

t

)
dt

+ Cβ,δR
−(β+δ)
n

∫ Rn

0
(Rn − t)β−1tδ(1−R−1

n t)Sδ+1
t dt

=: IRn + IIRn .

By (2.1) and the operator monotonicity of 0 ≤ x 7→ xt for 0 < t < 1, we have

|IRn(f)| ≤ |Cβ,δ|R1/2
n R−(β+δ)

n

(∫ Rn

0
|(Rn − t)β−1tδ|2dt

)1/2

×
(∫ Rn

0

∣∣Sδt (f)− Sδ+1
t (f)

∣∣2 dt
Rn

)1/2
. Gδ(f),

since β > 1/2 and δ > −1/2, the integral

R1−2(β+δ)
n

∫ Rn

0
|(Rn − t)β−1tδ|2dt =

∫ 1

0
(1− t)2β−2t2δdt <∞.

Similarly, |IRn(f)∗| . Gδ∗(f). Hence, by (3.16) and duality, we have∥∥sup
R∈J

+IR(f)
∥∥

2
. ‖Gδ(f)‖1/22 ‖G

δ
∗(f)‖1/22 . ‖f‖2.
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To estimate IIRn , using the same argument as in the case α > 1/2, we obtain

IIRn = Cβ,δ

∫ 1

0
ρ(t)M δ

Rntdt,

where ρ(t) = β(1−t)tδ+1−δ(1−t)βtδ. Note that β > 1/2 and δ > −1/2,
∫ 1

0 |ρ(t)|dt <∞.
Then IIRn can be dealt with as in the case α > 1/2. Therefore, we conclude that∥∥supR∈J

+IR(f)
∥∥

2
. ‖f‖2.

Finally, combing all above observations, we get∥∥sup
R∈J

+SαR(f)
∥∥

2
≤
|Cβ,δ|
|Cβ,δ+1|

∥∥sup
R∈J

+Sα+1
R (f)

∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥sup
R∈J

+IR(f)
∥∥∥

2
+
∥∥sup
R∈J

+IIR(f)
∥∥∥

2
. ‖f‖2,

where in the last inequality we used Theorem 3.6 since α+ 1 > 1. This completes the
argument of Step 2.

Step 3. The general case can be obtained by Stein’s complex interpolation. To see
this, assume that ‖f‖p ≤ 1 and let g = (gn) be a finite sequence in Lp′(N ) with
‖g‖Lp′ (N ;`1) ≤ 1. We first consider the case 1 < p < 2. For any fixed α > 1/3(1/p−1/2),

we can find p1 > 1, α0 > 0 and α1 > 1/6 such that

α = (1− t)α0 + tα1 and
1

p
=

1− t
2

+
t

p1

for some 0 < t < 1. Define

h(z) = u|f |
p(1−z)

2
+ pz
p1 z ∈ C,

where f = u|f | is the polar decomposition of f . On the other hand, by [28, Proposition
2.5], there exists a function m = (mn)n continuous on the strip {z ∈ C : 0 ≤ Re(z) ≤ 1}
and analytic in the interior so that m(t) = g and

(3.17) sup
s∈R

max
{∥∥m(is)

∥∥
L2(N ;`1)

,
∥∥m(1 + is)

∥∥
Lp′1

(N ;`1)

}
≤ 1.

Fix a sequence (Rn) ⊂ J and δ > 0. We define

F (z) = exp
(
δ(z2 − t2)

)∑
n

ϕ
(
S

(1−z)α0+zα1

Rn
[h(z)]mn(z)

)
.

Then F is a function analytic in the open strip {z ∈ C : 0 < Re(z) < 1}. By (3.14),
for any s ∈ R, we deduce that

|F (is)| ≤ exp
(
− δ(s2 + t2)

)∥∥(Sγ1Rn(h(is))
)
n

∥∥
L2(N ;`∞)

∥∥m(is)
∥∥
L2(N ;`1)

. ‖h(is)‖2 . 1,

where γ1 = α0 + is(α1 − α0). Similarly, by (3.11), we obtain

|F (1 + is)| ≤ exp
(
− δ(s2 + t2 − 1)

)∥∥(Sγ2Rn(h(1 + is))
)
n

∥∥
Lp1 (N ;`∞)

∥∥m(is)
∥∥
Lp′1

(N ;`1)

. ‖h(1 + is)‖2 . 1,

where γ2 = α1 + is(α1 − α0). Therefore, the maximum principle implies |F (t)| . 1,
that is for f satisfying ‖f‖Lp(N ) ≤ 1∣∣ϕ(∑

n

SαRn(f)mn

)∣∣ . 1.
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By duality and homogeneity, we then get∥∥sup
R∈J

+SαR(f)
∥∥
p
. ‖f‖p, ∀ f ∈ Lp(N ).

The argument for the case p > 2 is similar once we start by setting p1 = ∞. Thus
we finish the proof. �

Remark 3.8. We have given a slightly more general result by allowing α to be complex.
In other words, Theorem 3.7 remains true under the condition that Re(α) > 1/3

∣∣1/2−
1/p
∣∣ with α ∈ C and 1 < p <∞.

In the following, we study the maximal inequalities for Bochner-Riesz means in higher
dimension (d ≥ 2).

Theorem 3.9. Let d ≥ 2 and α > d−1
2 . Then for any 2 < p <∞ and f ∈ Lp(N ), we

have

(i) ‖sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p ≤ Cp‖f‖p.

(ii) SαRf
b.a.u−−−→ f as R→∞.

Proof. As in proving Theorem 3.7, it is enough to show conclusion (i). The idea comes
from [46]. Let f ∈ Lp(N ). We may assume f is positive. Fix x ∈ Rd, set fk(y) = f(y)

whenever 2k ≤ |x− y| ≤ 2k+1 and fk(y) = 0 otherwise. Then

(3.18) SαRf(x) =

∞∑
k=−∞

SαRfk(x).

By (2.1), we get

SαRfk(x) ≤
(∫
|x−y|≥2k

|SαR(x, y)|2dy
)1/2(∫

2k≤|x−y|≤2k+1

f(y)2dy
)1/2

.

Exploiting Lemma 3.2 into the first term above and (3.18), we arrive at

SαRf(x) .
∞∑

k=−∞
Rd/4(1 +R1/22k)−α−1/22

kd
2

(
2−(k+1)d

∫
|x−y|≤2k+1

f(y)2dy
)1/2

.

From [46, Theorem 4.2], we have the following estimate:

(3.19) G(R) :=

∞∑
k=−∞

Rd/42kd/2(1 +R1/22k)−α−1/2 . 1.

On the other hand, since p > 2, by applying Mei’s noncommutative Hardy-Littlewood
maximal type (p, p) inequality [31] to f2 ∈ Lp/2(N ), there exists a positive operator
F ∈ Lp/2(N ) such that

‖F‖p/2 ≤ ‖f2‖p/2 and MB(f2) ≤ F, ∀ ball B centered at x,

where MB(f)(x) = 1
|B|
∫
B f(y)dy. As a consequence, by the monotone increasing prop-

erty of 0 ≤ x→ xt with 0 < t < 1, we infer that for any k ∈ Z,(
2−(k+1)d

∫
|x−y|≤2k+1

f(y)2dy
)1/2

≤ F (x)1/2 and ‖F 1/2‖p = ‖F‖1/2p/2 . ‖f‖p.
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Finally, combining with (3.19), we find

−F (x)1/2 . −G(R)F (x)1/2 . SαRf(x) . G(R)F (x)1/2 . F (x)1/2.

which implies, by Remark 2.1, that

‖ sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖F 1/2‖p . ‖f‖p.

This completes the proof. �

As the same argument in the case d = 1, we give a slightly more general result by
allowing α to be complex for d ≥ 2. We omit the proof here.

Theorem 3.10. Let 2 < p < ∞ and f ∈ Lp(N ). . Then for any complex number α

with Reα > d−1
2 , we have

(i) ‖sup
R>0

+SαRf‖p . ‖f‖p; (ii) ‖SαRf − f‖p → 0 as R→∞; (iii) SαRf
b.a.u−−−→ f as R→∞.

4. A Marcinkiewicz type multiplier theorem

In this section, we study a Marcinkiewicz type multiplier theorem for Hermite ex-
pansion in noncommutative setting. For f ∈ C∞c (Rd)⊗ SM, we define

(4.1) Tµf(x) =
∞∑
n=0

µ(2n+ d)Pnf(x),

where µ is a bounded function defined on the set of nonnegative integers. Recall that
the finite difference operators are defined inductively by

δµ(N) = µ(N + 1)− µ(N)

and for n ≥ 1,

δn+1µ(N) = δnµ(N + 1)− δnµ(N).

The following is our main result in this section.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the function µ satisfies the conditions

|δrµ(N)| ≤ CN−r

for any r < d/2 + 1. Let Tµ be defined as (4.1). Then for f ∈ Lp(N ) with 1 < p <∞,

‖Tµf‖p ≤ Cp,µ‖f‖p.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 depends on the mapping properties of g and g∗ functions
in the following subsection.
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4.1. Littlewood-Paley g function. In this subsection, we develop a Littlewood-
Paley-Stein theory for g function defined by Hermite semigroup Ht = e−tH for t > 0.
These operators are defined by

(4.2) Htf(x) =
∞∑
n=0

e−NtPnf(x)

where N = 2n+ d and they have the kernel

kt(x, y) =
∑
ν

e−NtΦν(x)Φν(y).

In view of the Mehler’s formula, the kernel kt is explicitly given by (see [43])

(4.3) kt(x, y) = (sinh 2t)−d/2eΨt(x,y),

where

Ψt(x, y) = −1

2
(|x|2 + |y|2) coth 2t+ x · y 1

sinh 2t
.

The Littlewood-Paley g function is defined by

gc(f)(x) =
(∫ ∞

0
|∂tHtf(x)|2tdt

)1/2
.

To establish the Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory for Hermite semigroup, there are
many difficulties to adapt the argument in [42, 48] to the present case, since the Hermite
semigroup fails to satisfy the nice condition Ht1 = 1 for any t > 0. Fortunately, with
the help of the explicit form of the kernel kt(x, y), we can use the noncommutative
Hilbert-valued Calderón-Zygmund theory. To be more precise, for t > 0, consider ∂tH

t

as a singular integral operator where its associated kernel, denoted by ∂tkt(x, y), takes
values in Hilbert space L2(R+; tdt). As this Hilbert space will appear frequently later,
to simply notation, we denote L2(R+; tdt) by Rd.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. The following assertions hold:

(i) for p = 1 and f ∈ L1(N ),

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖L1,∞(N ;Rrcd ) . ‖f‖1;

(ii) for p =∞ and f ∈ L∞(N ),

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖BMOd(N ;Rrd) + ‖∂(·)H

(·)f‖BMOd(N ;Rcd) . ‖f‖∞;

(iii) for 1 < p <∞ and f ∈ Lp(N ),

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖Lp(N ;Rrcd ) ≈ ‖f‖p.

In order to use the noncommutative singular integral theory (see e.g. [32, 35, 18]),
we need to verify the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. For f ∈ L2(N ), we have

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖L2(N ;Rrcd ) ≈ ‖f‖2.
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Proof. The examination of the L2 boundedness is easy. Indeed, by the definition of
Hermite semigroup, it follows that

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖2L2(N ;Rrcd ) = τ

∫
Rd

∫ ∞
0
|∂tHtf(x)|2tdtdx.

Observe that for t > 0,

∂tH
tf(x) = −

∞∑
n=0

e−NtNPnf(x),

where N = 2n+ d. Thus Fubini’s theorem and Parseval’s identity imply

‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖2L2(N ;Rrcd ) =

∞∑
n=0

∫ ∞
0

e−2NtN2tdt‖Pnf‖22 =
1

4
‖f‖22.

This proves the L2 equivalence. �

The following estimates of the associated kernel ∂tkt,m(x, y) can be found in [47]
without verification. For the sake of completeness, we will give a sketch of the proof in
the Appendix.

Lemma 4.4. There exist two positive constants C and a independent of x, y and t
such that

(i) |∂tkt(x, y)| ≤ Ct−
d
2
−1e−

a
t
|x−y|2 ;

(ii) |∂yj∂tkt(x, y)| ≤ Ct−
d
2
− 3

2 e−
a
t
|x−y|2 ;

(iii) |∂xj∂tkt(x, y)| ≤ Ct−
d
2
− 3

2 e−
a
t
|x−y|2 .

Consequently, we have

(iv) ‖∂(·)k(·)(x, y)‖Rd ≤ C
|x−y|d ;

(v) ‖∂yj∂(·)k(·)(x, y)‖Rd ≤ C
|x−y|d+1 ;

(vi) ‖∂xj∂(·)k(·)(x, y)‖Rd ≤ C
|x−y|d+1 .

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. By Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4 and noting Rd is separable, conclu-
sion (i) and (ii) are the consequence of standard Hilbert-valued CZ theory (see [32, 2]).

In the following, we prove (iii). Since Rd is separable, we may find an orthonormal
basis, denote by (um)m≥1. Let ∂tkt,m(x, y) = 〈um, ∂tkt(x, y)〉, where 〈 , 〉 is the inner
product induced by Rd. Denote by ∂tH

t
m the CZ operator associated with the kernel

∂tkt,m(x, y). Then conclusion (i) implies for f ∈ L1(N ),

inf
∂(·)H

(·)
m f=gm+hm

{
‖(gm)‖L1,∞(N ;Rcd) + ‖(hm)‖L1,∞(N ;Rrd)

}
. ‖f‖1.

If we set
Tf(x) =

∑
m

εm∂(·)H
(·)
m f(x),

where (εm) is the Rademacher sequence on a probability space (Ω, P ), then by non-
commutative Khintchine inequality in weak L1-space [3, Corollary 3.2], we obtain

‖Tf‖L1,∞(L∞(Ω)⊗N ) . ‖f‖1.
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Now using Lemma 4.3 and real interpolation [39], we conclude that T is bounded from

Lp(N ) to Lp(L∞(Ω)⊗N ) for 1 < p < 2. Hence, ∂(·)H
(·) is bounded from Lp(N ) to

Lp(N ;Rrcd ) for 1 < p < 2. according to the noncommutative Khintchine inequality in
Lp-spaces [30].

On the other hand, if we set Tcf =
∑∞

m=1 ∂(·)H
(·)
m f⊗em1 and Trf =

∑∞
m=1 ∂(·)H

(·)
m f⊗

e1m, then by Lemma 4.3 and conclusion (ii), Tc and Tr are bounded from Lp(N ) to

Lp(N⊗̄B(`2)) thanks to Masut’s interpolation [34] for 2 ≤ p < ∞. Therefore, ∂(·)H
(·)

is bounded from Lp(N ) to Lp(N ;Rrcd ) for all 1 < p <∞.
Finally, the inverse inequality can be obtained by a routine approach. Indeed, by

applying the polarization identity, Lemma 4.3 and Hölder’s inequality, we arrive at

‖f‖p = sup
‖g‖p′≤1

〈∂(·)H
(·)f, ∂(·)H

(·)g〉 . ‖∂(·)H
(·)f‖Lp(N ;Rrcd ),

which finishes the proof. �

Before proving Theorem 4.1, we have to introduce some more auxiliary functions.
The gk functions are defined by gc1 = gc and for k > 1,

gck(f)(x) =
(∫ ∞

0
t2k−1|∂ktHtf(x)|2dt

) 1
2
.

By applying (2.1) and the argument in presented in [47, Page 7-8], we can conclude
that for any k ≥ 1,

(4.4) gck(f)(x) ≤ Ckgck+1(f)(x).

Another family of functions we need are the gc∗,k (k ≥ 1) functions defined by

gc∗,k(f)(x) =
(∫

Rd

∫ ∞
0

t
2−d
2 (1 + t−1|x− y|2)−k|∂tHtf(y)|2dtdy

) 1
2
.

Lemma 4.5. For f ∈ Lp(N ) with 2 < p <∞ and k > d
2 , we have

‖gc∗,k(f)‖p . ‖f‖p.

Proof. Note that ‖gc∗,k(f)‖2p = ‖(gc∗,k(f))2‖ p
2
. Denote r the conjugate number of p

2 , and

choose a positive function h ∈ Lr(N ) with norm one such that

‖gc∗,k(f)‖2p = τ

∫
Rd
gc∗(f)(x)2h(x)dx

= τ

∫
Rd

∫
Rd

∫ ∞
0

t
2−d
2 (1 + t−1|x− y|2)−k|∂tHtf(y)|2h(x)dtdydx

= τ

∫
Rd

∫ ∞
0

t|∂tHtf(y)|2
∫
Rd
t−

d
2 (1 + t−1|x− y|2)−kh(x)dxdtdy.

If we set ψ(x) = (1 + |x|2)−k, then clearly ψ is positive and satisfies the conditions
stated in Lemma 3.4 when k > d

2 . Hence, Lemma 3.4 (ii) gives (ψt1/2 ∗ h)t>0 is of
strong type (r, r), which implies, by Remark 2.1, that there exists a positive operator
a ∈ Lr(N ) such that∫

Rd
t−

d
2 (1 + t−1|x− y|2)−kh(x)dx ≤ a(y), ∀ x ∈ Rd, ∀ t > 0 and ‖a‖r . ‖h‖r = 1.
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Finally, by above relation, Hölder’s inequality and Theorem 4.2, we get

‖gc∗,k(f)‖2p . τ
∫
Rd

∫ ∞
0

t|∂tHtf(y)|2dta(y)dy . ‖f‖2p,

which finishes the proof. �

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. In this subsection, we prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let F (x) = Tµf(x). We claim it is enough to show for all x ∈ Rd
and all k > d/2

(4.5) gck+1(F )(x) ≤ Ck,µgc∗,k(f)(x).

Indeed, once we obtain (4.5), Theorem 4.1 for p > 2 follows from Theorem 4.2 (iii) and
Lemma 4.5 in view of (4.4): gc(F )(x) ≤ Ckgck+1(F )(x); and Theorem 4.1 for 1 < p < 2
can be obtained by duality. So we get the desired estimate.

To prove (4.5), we start by defining the following function

M(t, x, y) =
∑
ν

e−(2|ν|+d)tµ(2|ν|+ d)Φν(x)Φν(y).

If we set u(x, t) = Htf(x) and U(x, t) = HtF (x), then it is easy to verify that

(4.6) U(x, t1 + t2) =

∫
Rd
M(t1, x, y)u(y, t2)dy.

Differentiating (4.6) k times with respect to t1 and one time with respect to t2 and
then setting t1 = t2 = t/2, we get

(4.7) ∂k+1
t U(x, t) =

∫
Rd
∂ktM(t/2, x, y)∂tu(y, t/2)dy.

According to (4.7), we write ∂k+1
t U(x, t) = At(x) +Bt(x) with

At(x) =

∫
|x−y|≤t1/2

∂ktM(t/2, x, y)∂tu(y, t/2)dy,

and

Bt(x) =

∫
|x−y|>t1/2

∂ktM(t/2, x, y)∂tu(y, t/2)dy.

Now we use the operator convexity inequality of square function x 7→ |x|2 to obatin

|∂k+1
t U(x, t)|2 ≤ 2(|At(x)|2 + |Bt(x)|2).

The following estimate has already been shown in [43] that

|At(x)|2 + |Bt(x)|2 . t−d/2−2k

∫
Rd

(1 + t−1|x− y|2)−k|∂tu(y, t)|2dy.

Therefore, we finally deduce that∫ ∞
0
|∂k+1
t U(x, t)|2t2k+1dt .

∫
Rd

∫ ∞
0

t−d/2+1(1 + t−1|x− y|2)−k|∂tu(y, t)|2dtdy,

which establishes (4.5) via the operator monotonicity of x→ xt, x ≥ 0 for 0 < t < 1. �
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5. Oscillation operator related to Hermite expansion

In this section, we are going to investigate another multiplier theorem, where the
function µ is defined as

(5.1) µ(n) = (2n+ d)−αe(2n+d)it.

For f ∈ C∞c (Rd)⊗ SM, we define Tαt as

(5.2) Tαt f(x) =
∞∑
n=0

(2n+ d)−αe(2n+d)itPnf(x).

Observe that these operators behave like the operator given by convolution associated
with the oscillating kernels |x|−αei〈x,t〉. A simple calculation shows that this function
µ defined as (5.1) does not satisfy the conditions in Theorem 4.1 unless α > d.

The following theorem is our main result in this section.

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 ≤ p <∞.

(i) For p = 1, α = d/2 and t ∈ [t0, π/4], where t0 is an arbitrary positive constant,
Tαt is bounded from H1(Rd;M) to L1(N ). That is,

‖Tαt f‖1 ≤ Cd,t0‖f‖H1(Rd;M).

(ii) For 1 < p <∞, α = d|1/p−1/2| and t ∈ [t0, π/4], the operator Tαt are bounded
on Lp(N ). That is for f ∈ Lp(N ),

‖Tαt f‖p ≤ Cp,d,t0‖f‖p.

Remark 5.2. (i) In the classical case, Theorem 5.1 extends the Hardy-Littlewood
theorem for the Fourier transform (see for instance [17, 40]); (ii) Theorem 5.1 is some
sharp estimate of Schrödinger group for Hermite operator, which is a case study of a
forthcoming paper by Fan, Hong and Wang [13].

In the rest of this section, we prove Theorem 5.1 when d = 1, since there is absolutely
no change of the proof for the general case. For convenience, we set the operator

T
1/2
t = Lt. In this case, the kernel Kt(x, y) associated to Lt is given by

Kt(x, y) =
∞∑
n=1

(2n+ 1)−1/2e(2n+1)itϕn(x)ϕn(y).

If we set

K∗t (x, y, λ) =

∞∑
n=1

e(2n+1)(−λ+it)ϕn(x)ϕn(y),

then we can express the kernel Kt(x, y) as

Kt(x, y) = c

∫ ∞
0

λ−1/2K∗t (x, y, λ)dλ,

where c = 1/Γ(1/2). By [43],

K∗t (x, y, λ) = c(sinh 2(λ− it))−1/2e−At(x,y,λ)eiBt(x,y,λ)

where At(x, y, λ) and Bt(x, y, λ) are given by

2At(x, y, λ) = (sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t)−1(sinh 2λ){cos 2t(x− y)2



24 B. XU

+(cosh 2λ− cos 2t)(x2 + y2)}.

2Bt(x, y, λ) = −(sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t)−1(sinh 2t){cosh 2λ(x− y)2

−(cosh 2λ− cos 2t)(x2 + y2)}.

It is also shown in [43] that the following integral∫ ∞
1

λ−1/2K∗t (x, y, λ)dλ

defines a nice L1 kernel and hence the operator corresponding to this kernel is bounded
on Lp(N ) for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. So in the following, we may consider the kernel given by

(5.3) Kt(x, y) =

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2K∗t (x, y, λ)dλ.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we need following certain estimates of the kernel. For conve-
nience, we write Kt(x, y, λ) = {sinh 2(λ− it)}−1/2e−At(x,y,λ). The proof of the following
lemma can be found in the Appendix.

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < t ≤ π/4. Then following estimates hold:

(i)
∣∣ ∫ 1

0 λ
−1/2Kt(x, y, λ)dλ

∣∣ ≤ C|x− y|−1;

(ii)
∣∣ ∫ 1

0 λ
−1/2∂yKt(x, y, λ)eiBt(x,y,λ)dλ

∣∣ ≤ C|x− y|−2;

(iii)
∣∣ ∫ 1

0 λ
−1/2Kt(x, y, λ)∂y{eiBt(x,y,λ)}dλ

∣∣ ≤ C(sin 2t)−3/2;

(iv)
∣∣ ∫ 1

0 λ
−1/2λKt(x, y, λ)∂λ{eiBt(x,y,λ)}dλ

∣∣ ≤ C|x− y|−3.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.1. The idea comes from [43, Proposition 4.1].

Proof of Theorem 5.1. (i) We first prove the (H1, L1) estimate of Lt. The proof is based
on the atomic decomposition of Hc

1(R;M) introduced in Section 2. Moreover, it suffices
to show that for any atom a ∥∥Lta∥∥1

. 1.

In what follows, we always assume that the atom a is supported in Qδ, where Qδ
denote the interval of length 2δ with center cQ. Let Q2δ be the interval with center cQ
with length 4δ. Denote by Qcδ the complement of Qδ. Set F (x) = Tta(x). Decompose
F as a sum of three functions F = F1 +F2 +F3, where F1 = FχQ2δ

, F2 = FχQc2δ∩Qδ−1

and F3 = FχQc2δ∩Q
c
δ−1

. Then by Minkowski’s inequality, we have∥∥Lta∥∥1
≤ ‖F1‖1 + ‖F2‖1 + ‖F3‖1.

We first estimate F1. It suffices to show that Lt bounded on L1(M;Lc2(R)). Indeed,
by this conclusion and (2.1), we deduce that∥∥F1

∥∥
1

=

∫
Q2δ

τ(|F (x)|) dx ≤ |Q2δ|1/2 τ
[( ∫

Q2δ

|Lta(x)|2 dx
)1/2]

. |Q2δ|1/2 τ
[( ∫

Qδ

|a(x)|2 dx
)1/2]

. 1,

where the last inequality follows the properties of atoms stated in subsection 2.5. This
gives the desired estimate.
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Now we examine the L1(M;Lc2(R))-boundedness of Lt. Let f ∈ L1(M;Lc2(R)).
Then by anti-linear duality,

‖Ltf‖L1(M;Lc2(R)) ≤ sup
‖h‖L∞(Lc2)

≤1
‖L∗th‖L∞(M;Lc2(R))‖f‖L1(M;Lc2(R)).

Note that Lt is bounded on L2(N ), so is L∗t . This gives

‖L∗th‖L∞(M;Lc2(R)) =
∥∥∥(∫

R
|L∗th(x)|2dx

)1/2∥∥∥
M

= sup
‖u‖L2(M)≤1

(∫
R
〈|L∗th(x)|2u, u〉L2(M)dx

)1/2

= sup
‖u‖L2(M)≤1

(∫
R
‖L∗t (hu)(x)‖2L2(M)dx

)1/2

. sup
‖u‖L2(M)≤1

(∫
R
‖h(x)u‖2L2(M)dx

)1/2

=
∥∥∥(∫

R
|h(x)|2dx

)1/2∥∥∥
M
,

which finishes the argument.
The second term F2 can be verified by using the argument presented in [43, Propo-

sition 4.1], Lemma 5.3 and (2.1). So we omit the proof.
We then turn to the last term F3. Decompose the kernel Kt(x, y) as follows

Kt(x, y) = Et(x, y) +Gt(x, y) + Jt(x, y),

where these three terms above are defined by

Et(x, y) =

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2{Kt(x, y, λ)−Kt(x, cQ, λ)}eiBt(x,y,λ)dλ,

Gt(x, y) =

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2Kt(x, cQ, λ){eiBt(x,y,λ) − eiBt(x,y,0)}dλ,

Jt(x, y) =

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2Kt(x, cQ, λ)eiBt(x,y,0)dλ.

Denote by the operators Et associated to Et(x, y), Gt associated to the kernelGt(x, y)
and Jt associated to the kernel Jt(x, y). Then Minkowski’s inequality implies that

‖F3‖1 ≤ ‖EtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1
‖1 + ‖GtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1

‖1 + ‖JtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1
‖1.

Hence, it is sufficient to show

max
{
‖EtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1

‖1, ‖GtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1
‖1, ‖JtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1

‖1
}
. 1.(5.4)

In the following, we just estimate the term that involves Jt, since the other two terms
can be done by using the argument in [43, Proposition 4.1].

By Fubini’s theorem, we rewrite Jta(x) as

Jta(x) = Fta(x)

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2Kt(x, cQ, λ)dλ , Fta(x)gt(x),
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where the operator Ft is defined by

Fta(x) =

∫
R
eiBt(x,y,0)a(y)dy.

By Lemma 5.3 (i), we know that |gt(x)| . |x − cQ|−1. On the other hand, by the
definition of Bt(x, y, 0), we obtain

Fta(x) = pt(x)

∫
R
eictxya(y)pt(y)dy,

where pt(x) = e−i
ctx

2 cos 2t
2 and ct = (sin2 2t)−1(sinh 2t). Since t0 < t < π/4, we

have |ct| ≈ 1 with the constants depend on t0. Therefore, noting |pt(·)| = 1 and using
Plancherel’s theorem, we get Ft is bounded on L2(N ). As a consequence, Ft is bounded
on L1(M;Lc2(R)) by the same argument as in estimating F1. Finally, using (2.1), we
see that∥∥JtaχQc2δ∩Qcδ−1

∥∥
1
≤

(∫
|x−cQ|≥δ−1

|gt(x)|2dx
)1/2

τ
[( ∫

Qδ

|Fta(x)|2 dx
)1/2]

.
(∫
|x−cQ|≥δ−1

|x− cQ|−2dx
)1/2

τ
[( ∫

Qδ

|a(x)|2 dx
)1/2]

. 1,

where the first inequality follows the fact that if x ∈ Qc2δ ∩Qcδ−1 , then |x− cQ| ≥ δ−1.
Combining the estimates obtained so far, we finish the proof of (5.4), which actually

gives the desired (H1, L1) boundedness of Lt.
(ii) The strong type (p, p) (1 < p < 2) estimate of Tαt follows from Fefferman-Stein’s

interpolation theorem [14] by considering the sequence of operator Sz = T
(1−z)/2
t ; while

the strong type (p, p) (2 < p < ∞) can be obtained by duality. Hence, we finish the
proof. �

Appendix. Proof of Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 5.3

In this appendix, we present the proof of Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 5.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. (i) Since the kernel kt(x, y) is the product of one dimensional
kernels kt(xj , yj), it suffices to consider d = 1. In this case,

kt(x, y) = (sinh 2t)−
1
2 e−ϕ(t,x,y),

where ϕ(t, x, y) = 1
2(x − y)2 coth 2t + xy tanh t. It is not difficult to verify that 1

4(x −
y)2 coth 2t+ xy tanh t is nonnegative. Hence we get

(5.5) e−ϕ(t,x,y) ≤ e−
1
4

(x−y)2 coth 2t.

A simple calculation shows that

∂tkt(x, y) = − [(sinh 2t)−
3
2 cosh 2te−ϕ(t,x,y) + (sinh 2t)−

1
2 e−ϕ(t,x,y)∂tϕ(t, x, y)]

=: − [A+B],

where

∂tϕ(t, x, y) = − (x− y)2

(sinh 2t)2
+

xy

(cosh t)2
.
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Consider 0 < t < 1 firstly. Note that sinh t behave like t and cosh 2t = O(1). Then
combining with (5.5), we get

(5.6) |A| . t−
3
2 e−

1
8

(x−y)2
t .

To estimate B. We decompose B as

B = −
[
(sinh 2t)−

1
2

(x− y)2

(sinh 2t)2
e−ϕ(t,x,y) − (sinh 2t)−

1
2

xy

(cosh t)2
e−ϕ(t,x,y)

]
=: − [B1 −B2].

For term B1, we have

(5.7) |B1| . t−
5
2 (x− y)2e−

1
8

(x−y)2
t . t−

3
2 e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t .

Now we deal with B2. Note that when xy ≥ 0, it is easy to see xye−xy tanh t is
bounded by a constant times t−1 and hence

(5.8) |B2| . t−
1
2 t−1e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t = t−

3
2 e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t .

On the other hand, when xy < 0, then |xy| = −xy ≤ (x− y)2 and whence

(5.9) |B2| . t−
1
2 (x− y)2e−

1
8

(x−y)2
t . t−

3
2 e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t .

Therefore, by (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9), we find

(5.10) |B| . t−
3
2 e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t .

Finally, (5.6) and (5.10) give

|∂tkt(x, y)| . t−
3
2 e−

1
16

(x−y)2
t .

Thus we get the desired estimate when 0 < t < 1. The case of t ≥ 1 is quite similar as
previous, just noting that for t ≥ 1 both sinh 2t and cosh 2t behave like e2t, while this
condition is stronger than before. The details are omitted.

(ii) Let us verify the smoothness condition. Note that Φ can be rewritten as

Φt(x, y) = −(x− y)2

2 sinh 2t
− (x2 + y2) tanh t

2
.

By symmetry, we just need to estimate ∂y∂tkt(x, y). However, ∂y∂tkt(x, y) has many
terms we indicate how to estimate one typical term:

J = (x− y)3(sinh 2t)−
7
2 cosh 2teΦ(t).

For 0 < t < 1, using the similar argument as in (i), we deduce

|J | . t−
7
2 |x− y|3e−

|x−y|2
8t . t−2e−

|x−y|2
16t .

The other terms can be proved in a similar fashion. The case t ≥ 1 can also be obtained
without much difficulty. The details are omitted. This completes the proof. �
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Proof of Lemma 5.3. We only verify conclusion (i). The other three estimates we refer
to [43, Lemma 4.1]. Consider 0 < t ≤ π/8 firstly. We claim that

(5.11) |Kt(x, y, λ)| . λ−1/2e−cλ
−1(x−y)2 ≤ λ−1e−cλ

−1(x−y)2 .

Indeed, a simple calculation shows

| sinh 2(λ− it)|2 = c(sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t).

Since 0 < t ≤ π/8 and 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, cos 2t ≥ 2−1/2, sinh 2λ behaves like λ and cosh 2λ =
O(1). Assume further t ≤ λ. Then (sinh2 2λ+sin2 2t) behaves like λ2. Combining with
the observation cosh 2λ− cos 2t ≥ 0, we deduce that

|Kt(x, y, λ)| . λ−1/2e−cλ
−1(x−y)2 ≤ λ−1e−cλ

−1(x−y)2 .

Integrating (5.11) against λ−1/2, we have∣∣ ∫ 1

0
λ−1/2Kt(x, y, λ)dλ

∣∣ . ∫ 1

0
λ−3/2e−cλ

−1(x−y)2dλ

=

∫ ∞
1

λ−1/2e−cλ(x−y)2dλ

≤
∫ ∞

0
λ−1/2e−cλ(x−y)2dλ . |x− y|−1.

Under the assumption t > λ, (sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t) behaves like t2. Hence,

|Kt(x, y, λ)| . t−1e−cλt
−2(x−y)2 .

Then integrating this against λ−1/2, we get∣∣ ∫ 1

0
λ−1/2Kt(x, y, λ)dλ

∣∣ . t−1

∫ 1

0
λ−1/2e−cλt

−2(x−y)2dλ

≤ t−1

∫ ∞
0

λ−1/2e−cλt
−2(x−y)2dλ . |x− y|−1.

This proves (i) when 0 < t ≤ π/8.
We now turn to estimate (i) in the case of π/8 < t ≤ π/4. Observe that if t is in the

neighbourhood of π/4 we can use

(sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t)−1(sinh 2λ)(cosh 2λ− cos 2t)(x2 + y2)

in place of

(sinh2 2λ+ sin2 2t)−1(sinh 2λ) cos 2t(x− y)2

since (cosh 2λ − cos 2t) ≥ 1 − cos 2t ≥ C. The following argument is the same as the
case of 0 < t ≤ π/8. The completes the proof. �
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