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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 Hérmander-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 L,-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 L, 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 = —A + |z|?> be the Hermite operator—the
generator of Hermite semigroup—on RY. Recall that the Hermite functions H,,(t) on
R are defined by

H(t) = (—1)™ exp(—tz)(%)m{exp(—tz)}, m=0,1,2, ...

The normalised Hermite functions, denote by ¢,,(t) (see (3.1)), form an orthonormal
basis of Lo(R). For any multiindex v, the d-dimensional Hermite functions {®,}, are
given by the tensor product of one dimensional normalised Hermite functions (see (3.2)),
which form a complete orthonormal system in Lo(R?). Therefore, for any f € Lo(R?),
we have the Hermite expansion

f(l‘) = Z<f7 (I)Z/>(I)1/(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 % < p < 4 for all
f € Ly(R%). Therefore, it is necessary to find suitable summability methods since the
expansion fails to converge for p lying outside the interval (%,4). The most typical
study object is the Bochner-Riesz means. For R > 0, the Bochner-Riesz means of
order « is defined by

N N 2k + d\«
Sif@) =Y (1= =7=) Puf(@),
+
k=0
where P} 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 & > 1/6, then for any f € L,(R) with 1 <p < oo,
(1.1) I1Sf — fllz,m) — 0 as R — oo.

In higher dimensions (d > 2), the L, convergence of S%f is not so well understood yet.
When o > (d—1)/2, Thangavelu [45] showed that for any f € L,(RY) with 1 < p < oo,

(1.2) ISaf — fHLp(]Rd) — 0 as R — oo.

Concerning almost everywhere convergence of S%f, it is known from [44, 45] that if
a > 1/6, then for any f € Ly(R) with 1 < p < oo,

(1.3) Sef — f ae. as R — oo.
In higher dimensions, if a > (d — 1)/2, then for any f € L,(R%) with 1 < p < oo,
(1.4) Sef — f ae. as R — oo.

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 L,-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). Let M be a von Neumann algebra equipped
with a normal semifinite faithful (abbrieviated as n.s.f.) trace 7 and N’ = Lo (R)@M
be a tensor von Neumann algebra equipped with a tensor trace ¢ = [ ®7. Let L,y(M)
and L,(N) be the noncommutative Ly-spaces associated to the pairs (M, 7) and (N, ¢),
where L,(N) can be identified as the space of L,(M)-valued p-th integrable functions
on RY, that is L,(N) = L,(R% L,(M)) whenever 0 < p < oo.

In Section 3, we consider the mean convergence of S%f whenever f € L,(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
(S%)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 L, convergence,
the study of maximal inequalities is much more complicated. An immediate difficulty
is that the classical maximal function of the form sup,c; |f;| no longer exists in general
whenever (f;);er 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 L, maximal inequality was not proposed until the
lso-valued noncommutative L,-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 g on the set of positive integers, we define the
operator T, by the prescription

T, f(x) = Z p(2n + d) P, f(z).

n=0

To find a sufficient condition on the function p such that 7}, is bounded on L,(R?)
(I < p < o0) 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:

6p(N) = p(N +1) — p(N)
and for n > 1, they are defined by
5" (N) = 6 (N + 1) — 8" (),

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

(1.5) | Tufllp < Clifllp Vf € 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 H' (see (4.2)). Since the Hermite
semigroup H' fails to satisfy the nice condition H'1 = 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
Calderén-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 L, 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 p is given by

N(n) _ (2n + d)—a€(2n+d)it.
This defines the operator T;* by

[e.9]

TP f(x) = Z(Qn + d)~ et ditp £ ().
n=0

It is known from [43] that if o = d|1/p — 1/2|, then for 1 < p < oo,
(1.6) 177 fllz, ®ey < Clf Nz, @ay-
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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 e’*?, 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 H; — Lj endpoint estimate of T/ at critical point & = d/2 by using the atom
characterization of H; 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 L,-spaces. Throughout the paper, M always denote a semifi-
nite von Neumann algebra equipped with a normal semifinite faithful trace 7. Let M
be the positive part of M and Sy be the set of all z € M such that 7(supp(x)) < oo,
where supp(z) means the support of . Denote by Sy the linear span of Syq4. Then
St is a w*-dense *-subalgebra of M. Given 1 < p < oo and = € Sy, we set

Izl = (r(l=?) ",

where |z| = (z*x)"/* is the modulus of z. Then one can check that |||, is a norm on Sy.
The completion of (Sa, ||-||p) is the so-called noncommutative Ly-space associated with
(M, 1), which is simply written as L,(M). As usual, we set Loo(M) = M equipped
with the operator norm || - ||o¢. Denote by L,(M) the positive part of L,(M).

A closed and densely defined operator x affiliated with M is called 7-measurable if
there is A > 0 such that

1/2

T(X(n00) (7)) < 00,
where xz(z) is the spectral decomposition of x and Z is a measurable subset of R. Let
Lo(M) be the *-algebra of 7-measurable operators. For 1 < p < oo, the noncommu-
tative weak Lj,-space Ly (M) is defined as the set of all  in Lo(M) for which the
following quasi-norm is finite

1
12]lpoe = sup AT (x(r00) (12])) /7.
A>0

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

2.2. Noncommutative Hilbert valued L,-spaces. The noncommutative Hilbert
valued L,-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
py = v ® T the rank one projection onto span{v}. Then for 1 < p < oo, we define

Lp(M;H") = (po ® Tm) Lp(B(H)©OM) and Ly(M;H) = Ly(B(H)RM)(py © 1r1),

where 1 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

ll ey = 1) 2] and g, oae = [[@ ) 2] -
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According to [23, Chapter 2], we may apply these identities to regard L,(M)®H as a
dense subspace of L, (M;H") and L,(M; H®). To be more specific, for f = >, up®@uy, €
L,(M) ®H, we have

Wy = H( iy uins) |

)

Lp(M)

Il miey = H( (vis v uu])1/2HLp(M)'

This procedure can also be used to define
LLOO(M;HT) and LLOO(M;HC).
Finally, we define the mixture spaces L,(M;H"™) as follows:
cqgrey _ § Lp(MEHT) 4 Ly(M;HE) 1 <p <2,
Lp(MH') = { Ly(M:H) 1 Ly(M:H) 2 < p < oo

It is obvious to see that Lo(M;H") = Lo(M;HE) = La(M;H"™). The reader is referred
to [23] for a more general description of the Hilbert valued operator spaces.

2.3. Noncommutative /,-valued L,-spaces and maximal inequalities. Let I be
an index set. Given 1 < p < oo, L,(M; (1)) consists of all families (x,,)ner in Ly(M)
which can be factorized as z,, = ay,b with a,b € Lap(M) and (yn)ner C Loo(M). The
norm of (xp)ner in Ly(M;loo(I)) is defined as

I(@n)nerllLy (s ry) = inf {HaHzp sup HynHopoHzp} :

where the infimum is taken over all factorizations as above. Usually, the norm of (2, )ner
in Lp(M; l(I)) is denoted by HSUpneIeranv that is ”SUpneI+xn”p = | (xn)nHLp(M;éoo(I))-
The following property is stated in [8, Remark 4.1].

Remark 2.1. Let (z,,)ner be a sequence of selfadjoint operators in Ly(M). Then
x = (Tn)ner in Ly(M; (D)) if and only if there is a € L, (M) such that —a < z, <a
for all n € I. Moreover, in this case,

2| 2y (Moo (1)) = inf{HaHp :a € L,(M)4 such that —a <z, <a, Vn e 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 L,(M;{) is a dual space for every p > 1 and
its predual space is denoted by L, (M; ;) (p’ being the conjugate index of p). Let us
briefly recall the latter space. Given 1 < p < oo, L,(M;¥;) is defined to be the space
of all sequences x = (zp,)p in L,(M) which can be factorized as

*
Ty = Zu,mwm, Vn
k

for two families (ugp )k and (Vip)kn in Lop(M) such that

Z“Znukn € L,(M) and Zv,’;nvkn € L,(M),
k,n k.n
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where all series are required to be convergent in L,(M) (relative to the w*-topology
for p = 00). The norm of x in L,(M;¢;) is defined by

12| ey = E 1 ufunnlly 1Y ofvenlly>,
kn k,n
where the infimum runs over all possible decompositions x, = ), u}, Vkn. The duality

between L, (M; ) and L, (M;£y) is given by
<l‘, y> = ZT(l'nyn)a T = (xn)n € Lp(M§€oo)a Yy = (yn)n S Lp’(M;El)-

n

The following properties can be found in [28, Proposition 2.1].
Proposition 2.2. Let 1 < p < o0.
(i) A sequence x = (2p)ner in Ly(M) belongs to L,(M; s (1)) if and only if
sup {[[sup™ @[, : J C I, Jis finite} < oo.
neJ

In this case, |[sup,c; " Zn||p is equal to the above supremum.
(ii) Let z = (zp)n be a positive sequence in L,(M; ¢ ). Then

“Sup+$n”p = sup {‘ Z T(TnYn) © Yn € Ly (M)4 and H Z Yn
n
n n

< 1}.
p/

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

Definition 2.3. Let 1 < p < oo and let S = (5,,), be a family of maps from L,(M)
to LO(M)+
(i) For p < oo, we say that S is of weak type (p,p) with constant C' if there is a
positive constant C' such that for any z € L,(M)4 and any A > 0, there is a
projection e € M satisfying
- Olaly,
Sy
(ii) For 1 < p < oo, we say that S is of strong type (p, p) with constant C if there is

a positive constant C' such that for any « € L,(M) there exists a € L,(M)4
satisfying

Vn eS,(z)e <X and T(el)

Wn Sp(x)<a and [all, < Clle]l.
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 7. Let x,,z € Lo(M).
(i) (xy,) is said to converge bilaterally almost uniformly (b.a.u. in short) to « if for
any € > 0, there is a projection e € M such that

r(et) <e and ILm lle(xn — z)elloo = 0.
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(ii) (xy) is said to converge almost uniformly (a.u. in short) to x if for any € > 0,
there is a projection e € M such that
7(et) <e and lim |[(z, — z)eljoo = 0.
n—oo
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 H; space; for a general
description of operator-valued Hardy spaces we refer the reader to [31]. Define

Hi(R% M) = Hi (R M) + Hf (R, M)
equipped with the following sum norm
”fHHl(]Rd;M) = fifglfrh HQHH;(W;M) + ”h”H‘i(Rd;M) < o0,

where the row/column norms are given by

s~ [  + S 3e2)71,
i B S e ),

with T' = {(2,t) € RT™| |z| < y} and Py(x,t) = P,f(z) stands for the Poisson
semigroup (P;)¢>0. We say that a € Li(M; LS(R?)) is a column atom if there is a cube
() such that

(i) suppraa = Q;
(i) [ al)dy =0
Q
(111) ||a”L1(M;L§(Rd)) = T|:(/Q ’a(y)P dy)%} < |Q’7%7 where |Q| is the volume of Q.
It is known from [31, Theorem 2.8] that

| f ez (ma a0y = inf { Z Anl | f = Z)\nan with a,, column atoms}.

The operator-valued BMO spaces are also studied in [31]. Let @ be a cube in R?
with sides parallel to the axes. For a function f : R — M is integrable on Q, fo
denotes its average over (), that is

1
fo= 15 /Q f(x)da

Recall that N = L (RY)®M given in the introduction. The BMO space BMO(N) is
defined as a subspace of Lo (M; L5¢(R% dz /(1 + |2])4TY)) with

I fllBmon) = maX{HfHBMO"(N)a||f||BMOC(./\/’)} < o0,

where the row/column BMO norms are given by

(g1 |, 0@~ 5a) (1) - 1) )

i

7

[ fllBMOr(vy = sup
QCR?
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(«clm/Q (f(@) — Ja) " (f(2) = fo) dﬂf)l/zHM’

In the sequel, we will frequently employ the following Cauchy-Schwarz type inequality
(see [31, (1.13)]). Let (€2, 1) be a measure space. Then

(21) [ era] < [ 1oan [ IfPan

where ¢ : Q@ — C and f: Q@ — L1(M) + Loo(M) are operator-valued functions such
that all members of the above inequality make sense.

| fllBMOc(Ay = sup
QCR4

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

d
82
H=-A+zf=-)" oz T 2%, z = (x1,...,2q).
n=1 L

For nonnegative integer n, the Hermite functions H,(t) on R are defined by H,(t) =
(—=1)" exp(—t2)(£)"{exp(—t?)}, and the normalised Hermite functions ¢, (t) are then
given by

(3.1) dn(t) = (27/an!) V2 exp(—t2/2)H, (1), n=0,1,2, ...,

which form a complete orthonormal system in Ly(R). For every multi-index v =
(v1,va,...,vq) and x € R? the d-dimensional Hermite functions ®,(z) are defined by
taking the tensor product of one dimensional normalised Hermite function

(3'2> (I)l/(x) = (Z)zq (x1)¢u2 (x2)-'-¢ud(xd)a r = (-Tla "'axd)'

Then the functions {®, }, are eigenfunctions for the Hermite operator H with eigenvalue
(2|v] + d), where |v| = v1 + v2 + ... + vg; and form a complete orthonormal system in
Ls(RY). Hence, for every f € La(N), we have the Hermite expansion

(3.3) F@) =Y f)@,(x) = 3 Puf(x)
v n=0

where f( ) is defined by f fRd x)dx and P, denotes the Hermite projec-
tion given by

(3.4) Pof(z) =" f)®,(x)

[v|=n

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

(35) sir@) =Y (1= 2 Puste),

n=0

where f is a L1(M) N Loo(M)-valued compactly supported measurable function.



10 B. XU

3.1. Mean convergence. In this subsection, we study the L, convergence of Bochner-
Riesz means. First of all, we list some basic estimates of Bochner-Riesz kernel obtained
by Thangavelu [44, 46]. Denote by S%(x,y) the Bochner-Riesz kernel associated to the
operator S%. Then it is not difficult to verify that

(36) st ) =3 (1= 229 au(w,),
n=0

where the function @y (z,y) is defined as @y (z,y) = 32}, |, Pu(2)Pu(y).
Lemma 3.1 ([44]). For d =1 and a > 1/6, the following estimate is valid:

|S% (2, y)| < CRVZ{(1 4+ RV |w — y[)=* /% 4 (14 RY2[a +y|) 727>/},
where the constant C' is independent of x,y and R.

Lemma 3.2 ([46]). If 1 <p <2,d > 2 and a > %3, then for any r > 0, the following
estimate is valid:

( / IS%(w,y)\pdy)l/p < ORY?(1 4 RY/2p)=0-1/2+d/p=1/2)
|z—y|>r

where 1/p+ 1/q = 1 and the constant C' is independent of R,r and z.
Now we have all ingredients to study the mean convergence of Bochner-Riesz means.

Theorem 3.3. Let 1 <p < oo and f € Ly(N). Then
(i) ford =1 and a > 1/6,

SRS = fllp = 0 as B — o0;
. d—1
(ii) for d > 2 and a > %=,

|S&f — fllp = 0as R — oo.

Proof. By decomposing f = f1 — fo+i(fs — fa) with positive fi (k =1,2,3,4), we can
assume f is positive. By Lemma 3.1,

(3.7) — C{Er(z —y) + Er(z +y)} < Sg(z,y) < C{Er(x —y) + Er(z +y)}

= RY2(1 + RY2|z|)~>=5/6. Set f(x) = f(—=) and Egf(z) = f * Ep().
, we deduce that

where Egr(x)
Then by (3.7)

(3.8) — C{Erf(z) + Erf(z)} < Sgf(x) < C{Erf(x) + Erf(z)}.

Note that Egr(z) is an Lq(R) function when « > 1/6. Thus, by Young’s inequality,
it follows immediately that || Erf|, < || f]l, and HERﬂ’p S I 1lp- Therefore, we obtain
the uniform boundedness of S% thanks to (3.8). On the other hand, S%f converges to
fin Ly-norm whenever f € C2°(R) ® Sy (see e.g. [15, Exercise 6.2.9]). Consequently,
a density argument implies S%f converges to f in L,-norm. This proves (i).

We now turn to (ii). Letting 7 — 0 in Lemma 3.2 with p = 1, we see that S%(z,y) are
uniformly integrable for o > %. This gives the uniform boundedness of S%. Together
with the density argument, we complete the proof. O
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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 (S%)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 ¢ be an integrable function on R? such that |¢| is radial and
radially decreasing. Let ¢y (x) = t% P(%) for x € R and ¢ > 0.
(i) Let f € L1(N). Then for any A > 0 there exists a projection e € N such that

Sup He(wt * f)eHOO <X and op(et) < Cyllvlh ||J;”1,
>0
where et = 1y —e.
(if) Let 1 < p < co. Then
2
T <C _pr Ve LA
Jeup v 1, < Culléls 2551 ¥ 1 € Ly()

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

Lemma 3.5. Let 8,0 be two complex numbers such that Ref > 0, Red > —1 and
Re(f + 6) > 0. Then

ro+p+1) [t _
S(H_B = / 1— )P~ 1498% dt.
R NN R

Proof. By definition, it is sufficient to verify

N\&+8  T(6 n [t N ¢

(1 — 7> = (HM/ (1 _ t)ﬁilté(l _ 7) dt

R L+ 1)IB) Jn/r Rt
for Re8 > 0, Red > —1 and Re(8+0) > 0, where N = 2n+d. The remaining argument
is quite similar as in [41, Lemma 4]. O
Theorem 3.6. Let S% be defined in (3.5) with d =1 and a > 1/6.

(i) Let f € Li(N). Then (S%)r>o is of weak type (1,1), that is for any A > 0
there exists a projection e € N satisfying

7l
~oA

leSEfelloe < Aforall R>0 and ¢(et)

(ii) Let 1 < p < oco. Then
Isup ™S fllp S Ifllps VF € Lp(N).
R>0

(iii) For any f € Ly(N) with 1 < p < oo,

b.a.u

Sgpf —— fas R— oo.

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

(3.9) — (Erf + Erf) S S%f < Erf + Erf.
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If we set E(z) = (1 + |z|)~*%%, then Eg(z) = RY2E(R'?z). It is clear that F is
an integrable function on R%. Moreover, F is radial and radially decreasing. Therefore,
by Lemma 3.4 (i), there exists a projection e; € N such that for any R > 0

A A
plet) S Hji\Hl and — 5 <erErfer < 5
Similarly, we can find a projection es € N such that for any R > 0

Set e = e; A ea. We then deduce that for any R > 0,
—A < —(e1Brfer + 6’2ERJ7€2) SeSpfe SerErfer + eaErfes < A,

which implies

A ~ A
and — 5 < egFEpfes < 5

sup ‘|€S%f€||oo ,g )\ and SO(BL) S Sp(ef-) + (,0(65') 5 ||f;|1
R>0

This establishes (i).
To prove part (ii), just by noting (3.9), Remark 2.1, triangle’s inequality in L, (N; )
and Lemma 3.4 (ii), we find

Isup™ S fllp < lsup™ Erf + Erfl
R>0 R>0
< |sup™Erfllp + lIsup™ Erfllp < £ ]p-
R>0 R>0

(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. O

Let us now consider a deeper insight into the one-dimensional case. If « 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 o > 1/3|1/2 — 1/p|. Then for any f € L,(N)
with 1 < p < 0o, we have

(1) ||]s%u1()]+5%f||p S £ llp, where the implicit constant depends on p, d and a.
>
(ii) ||S3f — fllp = 0 as R — oc.

(ili) Sif bau, f as R — oo.
Proof. Tt suffices to prove the maximal inequality (i). Indeed, by Remark 2.1, part (i)
implies that

sup [|SEfllp < [ sup™SEfllp < 1 1p-
R>0 R>0

Together with the density of C2°(RY)®@Sx in L,(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 C (0, 00),
(3.10) | ;g+5i'éf|!p S fllps VF € Lp(N).

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

Step 1. For a € C, Rea > 1/6 and 1 < p < oo, we prove that
(3.11) [sup™Sg fllp < N1 £1lp-
ReJ

To see this, choose § > 0 and 8 € C such that Reaw > § > 1/6 and a = § + 3. B
Lemma 3.5, we have the following equality:

1
(3.12) S8 = CM/ (1 — )P~ 14089, dt,
0

where Cz 5 =T(f+0+1)/T'(6 +1)I'(B). Since Reff = Rea — ¢ > 0 and § > 0, we have

1
(3.13) / (1 — )10 dt = /(1—t)R€51tf‘dt<oo.
0

Therefore, combining (3.13) with Theorem 3.6 (ii) and triangle’s inequality in Ly, (N; £oo),
we conclude that

I st S5 < G / DRt sup Sh(1), < 1

Step 2.For a € C with Rea > 0, we show that

(3.14) [sup™SE(f)|5 < N1 £1l2-
ReJ

Indeed, by choosing § > 0, § € C such that Rea > § > 0 with o = § + 5 and using the
same argument in Step I, we can reduce to proving (3.14) when o > 0.

We first consider the case a > 1/2. Choose # > 1 and § > —1/2 such that a = 6.
By Lemma 3.5 and integration by parts,

1
Sp'’ = Cao / (t) Mpydt,
0
where MY = 1 [7.8%dr and ¢(t) = (8 — 1)(1 — t)7729+1 — §(1 — )7~ 4%, A simple

calculation shows that fol |1(t)|dt < oco. Hence, we use again triangle’s inequality in

LP(N’ EOO)?
1
Jsup* SH), < Caa /0 w(oldt]lsup* ME) ], S lsup MR

Therefore, it suffices to show if § > —1/2
(3.15) [sup " ME(S)|, < N1£]2-
ReJ
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Let (R,), be any fixed sequence in J and (g,) be a sequence of positive elements in
Ly(N) such that || >, gnll2 < 1. Then by Proposition 2.2 (ii),

o (Do MR, (Ngn)| < ‘90( ME(F)gn ) |+ [ (S IMEEL () = ME, (Dlgn)

< H;g*Miz“(f)Hﬁ ]@(ZG%n<f)gn) ,

where G‘SRn = Mgil — MJ(S%n' In the following, we will need a fundamental inequality
(see e.g. [8])
(3.16) lp(ab)|? < o(lalb)p(|a*|b), ¥ a,b e N with b > 0.

Then by above inequality (3.16) and Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we see that

‘SO(ZG?%n(f)gn) i < (Z ‘(p(Gén(f)gnﬂy
< (21 (o) )0 (1G, (1) 1n) )
< (32 16 ) 2 (0T

Noticing that by the definition of Mlé%w (2.1) and the operator monotonicity of 0 <
x+— 2! for 0 < t < 1, we deduce that

<([T s - siopan)”

Rn,
D)= | || 18540 = Skl R,

< ([T - st = e,

r

It then follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality that
(D 1Gk. (Nlgn) < o(G(f Zgn) <G (f)e-
n
On the other hand, the same argument gives

(Z\Gﬁ “gn) < IG3().

where G? is defined by
PP RN TR DN P I R
= ([ st -siny )"

Combining above observations and duality, we get

G INES 1.

Jsup =M, < lsup* AL )
ReJ ReJ

In the following, we claim that

max {[|G° ()2, IGI(H)l12} S 112
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Consider the term ||GO(f)||2 firstly. Observe that Parseval’s identity and Fubini’s the-
orem imply

IGDIE= [ e(ls5 0 - si0) S
0

- [l (-3 e
=S 1w [ (1= 3y

n#0
where N = 2n + 1. Note that

0 N2 Q‘Sd 0
/ 72(1 - 7) L= / 31— H)2dr < oo,
N T r r 1

since 6 > —1/2. Hence, |G?f|l2 < ||f]l2- The same argument works for the other term
|G £||2 by noting |G f|l2 = ||G? £*||2. This is precisely the claim. Consequently,

[sup* M), < [[sup™ MR ()], + £ 112 S (1F 12,
ReJ ReJ

where in the last inequality we used (3.11).
Now we deal with the general case & > 0. In this case, choose § > 1/2 and 6 > —1/2
such that a = § + 6. Note that Lemma 3.5 and a change of variable give

R
So0 = Cg s R~ / (R — )P~ 1080t
0

Therefore, we obtain

C fin
Sﬁ:& - 8,8 Sﬁer(SJrl _ Cr R (B+9) / (Rn _ t)ﬂ—ltﬁ (Sg _ Sg+1)dt
B,6+1 0

Ry

+ CgsR; (PO / (R, — )P0 (1 — R ') S0 at
0

=: IRn + IIR,L-

By (2.1) and the operator monotonicity of 0 < z + ! for 0 < ¢t < 1, we have
Ry 1/2
In, ()] < |cﬁ,a|R:/2R;<M>( | 1= 000 )
0
o+1 2@ 1/2 < (0
<([TIst-srora) s,
since 8 > 1/2 and 0 > —1/2, the integral

1
R:~ 25”)/ £~ 10 2dt = / (1 -2t < o.
0

Similarly, |1z, (f)*| < G2(f). Hence, by (3.16) and duality, we have

G NGE A S £l

FIg(
Hgég rR(P, <
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To estimate I, , using the same argument as in the case a > 1/2, we obtain

1
IR, = Cgs / p(t) M3, ,dt,
0

where p(t) = B(1—)t9T1—5(1—)%0. Note that 8 > 1/2 and § > —1/2, [, [p(t)|dt < co.
Then IR, can be dealt with as in the case @ > 1/2. Therefore, we conclude that

HSUPRGJJFIR H2 [ f1l2-
Finally, combing all above observations, we get

Jsup 70, < 2Ll sup 5571 (1) + s 1), + lsup* TP, < 151
ReJ |Cs 541l ReJ 2

where in the last inequality we used Theorem 3.6 since o 4+ 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|, < 1 and let g = (gn) be a finite sequence in L, (N) with
”g”Lp,(N;gl) < 1. We first consider the case 1 < p < 2. For any fixed a > 1/3(1/p—1/2),

we can find p; > 1, ap > 0 and ag > 1/6 such that

1 1—1¢ t
a=(1-tag+ta; and - =— 4 —
p 2 1

for some 0 < t < 1. Define
P<1*Z)+E
h(z) =ulf] 2 "m 2€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 = (my,),, continuous on the strip {z € C: 0 < Re(z) < 1}
and analytic in the interior so that m(t) = g and

(3.17) igg max {Hm(is)HLQ(Mm, Hm(l + is)HLp,1 (N;Zl)} <1.
Fix a sequence (R,) C J and § > 0. We define
F(z) = exp (6(z° — 7)) Zcp S DT () (2)).

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 (= d(s” + 7)) | (Sl’éln(h(is)))nHLQ(N;foo)Hm(is)HLQ(J\/’;Zl)
S IhGs)ll2 S 1,
where 71 = ag +is(a1 — ). Similarly, by (3.11), we obtain
|F(1+1is)] < exp (— (2 + 2 — 1))|| (S (h(1 + is)))nHme;zw)Hm(iS)HLP,I(N;zI)
S AL +is)ll2 S 1,

where v9 = a3 + is(ag — ap). Therefore, the maximum principle implies |F'(¢)| < 1,
that is for f satisfying || f[|, ) <1

(D85 (HHma)| S 1.
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By duality and homogeneity, we then get
s SR, < 1F 1V f € Ly,

The argument for the case p > 2 is similar once we start by setting p; = oo. Thus
we finish the proof. O

Remark 3.8. We have given a slightly more general result by allowing « to be complex.
In other words, Theorem 3.7 remains true under the condition that Re(a) > 1/ 3‘ 1/2—
1/p| with @ € C and 1 < p < oc.

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

Theorem 3.9. Let d > 2 and @ > 952, Then for any 2 < p < oo and f € L,(N), we
have
(i) ||Sup+5?zf||p < Cpll -

(i) S%fb—au%fasR—)oo

Proof. As in proving Theorem 3.7, it is enough to show conclusion (i). The idea comes
from [46]. Let f € L,(N). We may assume f is positive. Fix z € R%, set fix(y) = f(y)
whenever 2¥ < |z — y| < 2! and fi(y) = 0 otherwise. Then

(3.18) S&f(x }j S% fi(x

k=—o00

By (2.1), we get
S%fk(x) = (/Iz—y>2k ’S%(x’ y)|2dy) - ( /2k<|ac—y|<2k+1 f(y)2dy)

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

1/2

1/2
S f(x 2 Rd/4 1+ R1/22k) a— 1/22’“1( (k+1)d/ y)2dy> ‘
k=—o00 lz—y|<2k+1
From [46, Theorem 4.2], we have the following estimate:
(3.19) G(R):= > RY2MP2(14 R1/2ok)=em1/2 <1,
k=—0oc0

On the other hand, since p > 2, by applying Mei’s noncommutative Hardy-Littlewood
maximal type (p,p) inequality [31] to f? € L, /2(N), there exists a positive operator
F € L,/5(N) such that

||FHp/2 < ”fQHP/Q and Mp(f?) < F, ¥V ball B centered at z,

where Mp( = 13 B‘ Isf p f(y)dy. As a consequence, by the monotone increasing prop-
erty of 0 § r — x! with 0 < t < 1, we infer that for any k € Z,

- 1/2
@%M/|@nmw@ < P(@)* and |FY2 ]y = |l < 1]
=Yy
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Finally, combining with (3.19), we find
~F(@)'? S -GR)F(2)'? < Sif(x) S GR)F(2)'/? S F(x)'2.
which implies, by Remark 2.1, that
Isup™SEfllp < 1215 S 111
R>0
This completes the proof. O

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

Theorem 3.10. Let 2 < p < oo and f € L,(N). . Then for any complex number «
with Rea > %, we have

. a .. o o p b.au
(i) ||;u%+SRf||p Sfllps () 1S7f = fllp = 0 as R — oos (iii) Sff == f as R — oc.
>

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®(R%) @ Sy, we define

(4.1) Tuf(x) =) p(2@n+ d)Puf(a),
n=0
where p is a bounded function defined on the set of nonnegative integers. Recall that
the finite difference operators are defined inductively by
5u(N) = p(N +1) — u(N)

and for n > 1,
5" u(N) = 6"u(N + 1) — 5" (V).

The following is our main result in this section.
Theorem 4.1. Assume that the function p satisfies the conditions
0" u(N)| < CN™T
for any r < d/2+ 1. Let T, be defined as (4.1). Then for f € L,(N) with 1 < p < oo,

[Tufllp < Coull fllp-

The proof of Theorem 4.1 depends on the mapping properties of g and ¢* 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 H! = e~*H for ¢ > 0.
These operators are defined by

o0

(4.2) H'f@) =3 e NP f(a)
n=0

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

ki(z,y) = 3 e ™MD, (@)D, (y).

In view of the Mehler’s formula, the kernel k; is explicitly given by (see [43])
(4.3) ki(x,y) = (sinh 2t)~4/2e¥e(@y),

where

1
Uy(z,y) = =5 (2] + yl*) coth 2t + -y

The Littlewood-Paley g function is defined by

)@ = ([t goPear)

0

sinh 2t

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 H!1 = 1 for any ¢t > 0. Fortunately, with
the help of the explicit form of the kernel k;(x,y), we can use the noncommutative
Hilbert-valued Calderén-Zygmund theory. To be more precise, for ¢ > 0, consider 9; H'
as a singular integral operator where its associated kernel, denoted by 0.k:(z,y), takes
values in Hilbert space Lo(R.;t¢dt). As this Hilbert space will appear frequently later,
to simply notation, we denote Lo(Ry;tdt) by Ry.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < oo. The following assertions hold:
(i) for p=1 and f € Ly(N),

100 HO £l oy o ey S 1115
(i) for p =00 and f € Loo(N),
||a(')H(')f||BMOd(N;R2) + ||3(~)H(')f||BMod(N;Rg) S lloos
(111) for 1 < p < oo and f € Ly(N),
100 H fll L, ovirzey = 11 Fllp-

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 € Ly(N), we have
100 HO Fll Lorvsrrey = [1£ll2-
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Proof. The examination of the Ly boundedness is easy. Indeed, by the definition of
Hermite semigroup, it follows that

00 HO ey =7 [, [ 1008 ) Pra

Observe that for ¢ > 0,
o0
OH'f(z) == e N'NP,f(x),
n=0
where N = 2n + d. Thus Fubini’s theorem and Parseval’s identity imply
oo 00 1
100 H Flswvimgy = 2 /0 e NN udt|| P13 = Z1115.
n=0

This proves the Lo equivalence. O

The following estimates of the associated kernel Oik:,(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 z,y and t
such that

(i) [Deke(z,y)| < Ot~ 2~ Le~ tlovl,

(ii) [0y, 00k (x, )| < Ct=5~ 3¢ Flomvl,

(i) |0y, Deks(w,y)| < Ct= 25 Fl—vl”,
Consequently, we have

(i) 100k (@ 9 IRy < 53

() 183,00k @) |y < =Corer

(Vi) 102,00 k(2 9)l Ry < W

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. By Lemma 4.3, Lemma 4.4 and noting R, 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 Ry is separable, we may find an orthonormal
basis, denote by (um)m>1. Let Otk (2, y) = (um, Ocki(z,y)), where ( , ) is the inner
product induced by R4. Denote by d;H!, the CZ operator associated with the kernel
Otktm(x,y). Then conclusion (i) implies for f € Li(N),

( inf {1l oo i) + NP 2y sorrirry b S (1F I
8(.)H7ﬁ)f:gm+hm

If we set

Tf(x)= Z 6m8(.)H,(ﬁ)f(x),

where (g,,) is the Rademacher sequence on a probability space (€2, P), then by non-
commutative Khintchine inequality in weak Lj-space [3, Corollary 3.2], we obtain

1Tl Ly oo @ny S 11
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Now using Lemma 4.3 and real interpolation [39], we conclude that 7" is bounded from
Ly(N) to Ly(Loo(Q)@N) for 1 < p < 2. Hence, 9.)H") is bounded from Ly,(N\) to
L,(N;RYf) for 1 < p < 2. according to the noncommutative Khintchine inequality in
L-spaces [30].

On the other hand, if weset T,.f = >, 3(.)H£,;)f®em1 and T,.f =, 8(_)H7(,'L)f®
€1m, then by Lemma 4.3 and conclusion (ii), T, and T, are bounded from L,(N) to
L,(N®B(¢3)) thanks to Masut’s interpolation [34] for 2 < p < co. Therefore, 8(,)H(')
is bounded from L,(N) to L,(N; RIf) for all 1 < p < co.

Finally, the inverse inequality can be obtained by a routine approach. Indeed, by
applying the polarization identity, Lemma 4.3 and Holder’s inequality, we arrive at

11y = S 1<8<.)H<'>f, 0 HYg) SN0 HO fllL,wimre),
Illpr =

which finishes the proof. O

Before proving Theorem 4.1, we have to introduce some more auxiliary functions.
The gy functions are defined by gf = ¢¢ and for £ > 1,

ge(H)(z) = (/Ooot%—lath @)l dt)“l’

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

(4.4) 91 (f)(@) < Crgiiia (f) ().

Another family of functions we need are the g, (k > 1) functions defined by

a0 = ([ [0 e o= gy o ) Py
R4

Lemma 4.5. For f € L,(N) with 2 < p < 0o and k > 4, we have
g2k (F)llp S 11 1lp-

Proof. Note that Hgik(f)H,Z, = H(gik(f))QHg Denote r the conjugate number of £, and
choose a positive function h € L,(N') with norm one such that

954 =7 [ (i)

/ / / tQTd(l‘{‘t 1|33—y|2) k|athf(y)\2h(m)dtdydm
Re JR2 Jo
/ / t’ ¢ tf($)|2/ t g(l t llw*yl2) kh(ﬂ?)d:ﬂdtdy,

If we set 1(x) = (1 + |z|?)~¥, then clearly ¢ is positive and satisfies the conditions
stated in Lemma 3.4 when k& > g. Hence, Lemma 3.4 (ii) gives (¢,1/2 * h)i>o is of
strong type (r,r), which implies, by Remark 2.1, that there exists a positive operator
a € L,.(N) such that

[NIES

/ t_%(l +t Yo —yH)Fh(z)de < aly), Yz e RYL V>0 and |al, < |||, = 1.
R4



22 B. XU

Finally, by above relation, Holder’s inequality and Theorem 4.2, we get

lois DB S [ [ ot s Patatoyay < 112,
which finishes the proof. O

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

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let F(z) = T, f(x). We claim it is enough to show for all z € R?
and all k > d/2

(4.5) G (F)(2) < Crpgi 1 (f)(2).

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): g°(F)(x) < Crgi,,(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,z,y) =Y e P00y + d)B, (2) P, (y).

v

If we set u(x,t) = H' f(x) and U(z,t) = H'F(z), then it is easy to verify that

(4.6) Ul i +t2) = | M(ti,z,y)uly, t2)dy.
R

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

(4.7) OFT U (a,t) = g OFM (t/2, %, y)Owuly, t/2)dy.
According to (4.7), we write 0P 71U (z,t) = As(z) + Bi(x) with
Ade)= [ ORM(/2n )0y, /2y
|lz—y|<t1/2

and
Bile)= [ ORM(t/25,)0(y.t/2)dy
|z —y|>t1/2
Now we use the operator convexity inequality of square function x — |z|? to obatin
OFFLU (2, 6)? < 2(|Au()* + | Bu(2)[?).
The following estimate has already been shown in [43] that

AP+ | B@P S [ (17—l o) P,
Therefore, we finally deduce that
oo o0
| eEtvenpetas [ [T e — o) ot Py

which establishes (4.5) via the operator monotonicity of z — 2, x > 0for0 <t < 1. O
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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 pu is defined as

(5.1) w(n) = (2n + d)~@ertdit,
For f € C®(R%) ® Sy, we define T as
(5.2) Tef(x) = (2n+d)~ e+ P, f(z).
n=0

Observe that these operators behave like the operator given by convolution associated
with the oscillating kernels |z|~®¢*®* . A simple calculation shows that this function
u defined as (5.1) does not satisfy the conditions in Theorem 4.1 unless « > d.

The following theorem is our main result in this section.

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 < p < 0.
(i) Forp=1, a =d/2 and t € [ty, /4], where t( is an arbitrary positive constant,
T2 is bounded from Hy(R% M) to Li(N). That is,
1T f 1l < Cato |l (metsmm)-
(ii) For 1 <p < oo, =d|1/p—1/2| and t € [to, /4], the operator T}* are bounded
on Ly(N). That is for f € Ly(N),
175 Fllp < Cpatoll Fllp-

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 Schrodinger 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

Ttl/2 = L;. In this case, the kernel K;(x,y) associated to L; is given by

Ky(z,y) = (2n+1)7 2 g (2)0, (y).
n=1
If we set ~
Kf(z,y,A) = Y @00, ()0, (y),
n=1

then we can express the kernel Ky(z,y) as
Kilw.g) = [ AV (0 )
0
where ¢ = 1/T'(1/2). By [43],
K (z,y,\) = c(sinh 2(\ — it)) "1/ 2e= A @) giBr(@y0)

where A;(x,y,A) and Bi(z,y, A) are given by
244(x,y,\) = (sinh? 2\ 4 sin? 2t) ! (sinh 2)\){cos 2t(z — )?
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+(cosh 2\ — cos 2t)(z2 + y?)}.

2B;(z,y,\) = —(sinh?2) 4 sin? 2¢)~! (sinh 2¢){cosh 2\(z — y)?
—(cosh 2\ — cos 2t) (22 + y?)}.
It is also shown in [43] that the following integral

/ AV2ES (2, N)dA
1

defines a nice Ly kernel and hence the operator corresponding to this kernel is bounded
on L,(N) for all 1 < p < oo. So in the following, we may consider the kernel given by

1
(5.3) Ky(z,y) = /0 ANTV2KE (1, A)dA.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we need following certain estimates of the kernel. For conve-
nience, we write K;(z,y, \) = {sinh 2(\ —it)}~1/2e=4«*:%A)  The proof of the following
lemma can be found in the Appendix.

Lemma 5.3. Let 0 < t < 7/4. Then following estimates hold:
’fl)\_l/QKt(x Yy A d)\’ < Clr —y|™t
) ’f A2, Ky (x,y, Ne ’Bf“”‘d)\‘ < Clz —y|%;
11) ’f AV2K (2, y, \) 0, { e Br@vA }d)\‘ < C( stt) 3/2,
(iv) ’f AN V2AK (2, y, )8>\{e’Bf(x’y)‘)}d)\| < Clz —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 (Hi, L1) estimate of L;. The proof is based
on the atomic decomposition of Hf(R; M) introduced in Section 2. Moreover, it suffices
to show that for any atom a
| Zrall, S 1

In what follows, we always assume that the atom a is supported in ()5, where Qs
denote the interval of length 26 with center cg. Let Q25 be the interval with center cq
with length 4. Denote by Q§ the complement of Q5. Set F'(x) = Tia(x). Decompose
F as a sum of three functions F' = Fy + F5 + F3, where Fi = F'xq,,, Fo = FXQgémQé_l
and F3 = F XQ55nQ5_; - Then by Minkowski’s inequality, we have

| Leall, < [1Fullx + 2]l + [1F3 )1

We first estimate Fj. It suffices to show that L; bounded on L;(M; L§(R)). Indeed,
by this conclusion and (2.1), we deduce that

IRl = [ r0r@h i< i@u e ]( [ natp )]

Q2s

Quil27[( [ ta )] 51

)

N

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 L;(M;L§(R))-boundedness of L;. Let f € Li(M;L5(R)).
Then by anti-linear duality,

ILeflloy vy < sup 1 LEhll oo vszg @y 1 2y (v g m))-
1Pl oo (£g) <1

Note that L; is bounded on La(N), so is L}. This gives
* * 2 1/2
ILikls sy = | ([ [Ein@)Pas) |
R M

. 1/2
— sup (/R<‘Lth($)|2U7U>L2(M)dx)

lull Ly (ry<1
. 1/2
— /||Lt<hu)(x>||%2w>dw)
lull Ly (ay<1
sup /||h UHL dx)
”u”L2(M

- h(x) 2dz ) H ,
|( [ ipaz)™]
which finishes the argument.
The second term Fj 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 Ki(x,y) as follows

Kt(xvy) = Et(xvy) + Gt(xvy) + Jt(xay)v

where these three terms above are defined by

1
Ey(z,y) = / ATV K (2,9, 0) — Ki(x, cg, A) Ye Pov N d),
0
1
Gt(:c, y) = / /\*1/2Kt(x’ cQ /\){eiBt(x,y,)\) o eiBt(:zt,y,O)}d)\7
0

1
Ji(z,y) = / AV2K (2, e, N)etBr@v g,
0
Denote by the operators E; associated to E;(z,y), Gy associated to the kernel Gy(x, y)
and J; associated to the kernel Jy(x,y). Then Minkowski’s inequality implies that
1E3ll < [|Eraxqgnes_, [ + [Graxqg,nes_, Il + [ Jiaxqg,nas_, Il
Hence, it is sufficient to show
(5.4)  max {|| Eraxqgnqe_, I, [1Graxagnae_, It iaxqgnge_, I} < 1.

In the following, we just estimate the term that involves J;, since the other two terms
can be done by using the argument in [43, Proposition 4.1].
By Fubini’s theorem, we rewrite Jya(z) as

1
Jia(z) = Fta(:v)/ AV K (2, c0, \)dA 2 Fra(z)gi(z),
0
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where the operator F} is defined by

Fia(z) :/eiBt(x’y’O)a(y)dy.
R

By Lemma 5.3 (i), we know that |g:(z)| < |# — cg|™!. On the other hand, by the
definition of By(z,y,0), we obtain

ﬂa@>=pxxy4;“ﬂ%uwpxwd%

. Cct 22 cos 2t

where pi(x) = e 2 and ¢; = (sin?2t)7I(sinh2t). Since ty < t < /4, we
have |¢;| &~ 1 with the constants depend on ¢y. Therefore, noting |p:(-)| = 1 and using
Plancherel’s theorem, we get F} is bounded on Lo(N). As a consequence, Fy is bounded
on Li(M; L§(R)) by the same argument as in estimating Fj. Finally, using (2.1), we

see that
</|ch>5_1 |gt(x)\2da;> 1/27'[(/% |Fra(z)|? da:) 1/2}

(/|m_cQ251 |z — CQ’_2d$)1/2T[(/Q& la(z)[? dx)l/Z] <1,

where the first inequality follows the fact that if z € Q55N Q5_,, then |z —cql > oL
Combining the estimates obtained so far, we finish the proof of (5.4), which actually
gives the desired (Hj, L;) boundedness of L.
(ii) The strong type (p,p) (1 < p < 2) estimate of T} follows from Fefferman-Stein’s

IN

[Fraxas;nes Iy

N

interpolation theorem [14] by considering the sequence of operator S, = T, t(l_z)/ 2; while

the strong type (p,p) (2 < p < o0) can be obtained by duality. Hence, we finish the

proof. O
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 k;(x,y) is the product of one dimensional
kernels k¢ (z;,y;), it suffices to consider d = 1. In this case,

k(z,y) = (sinh 2t) 2~ P(t2y),

where ¢(t,2,y) = 3(z — y)* coth2¢ + zy tanht. It is not difficult to verify that +(z —
y)? coth 2t + xy tanht is nonnegative. Hence we get

(5.5) o P(tz,y) < efi(xfy)Q coth 2t
A simple calculation shows that
Otki(z,y) = — [(sinh 2t)*% cosh 2te#(H®¥) 4 (sinh 2t)*%e*“0(t’x’y)8tap(t, z,y)]
= —[4+B],

where
(z —y)? xy
sinh 2t)2 ~ (cosht)?’

6t(:0(t’ €L, y) = _(
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Consider 0 < t < 1 firstly. Note that sinht¢ behave like ¢ and cosh2t = O(1). Then
combining with (5.5), we get

3 1 (z—y)2

(5.6) |A| St z2e 8 ¢
To estimate B. We decompose B as
: 1 (@ =) oew) R
B= — h2t) 2 —— - $W0Y) h2t) 2 —F——e ¥ ’“”y]
(sinh 2¢)™> (sinh 2t)2€ (sinh 2t)™> (cosht)26
= — [Bl — BQ]
For term Bi, we have
z—y)> z—y)2
(5.7) Bl S 73—yt geier

Now we deal with By. Note that when xzy > 0, it is easy to see zye *¥tanht ig

bounded by a constant times ¢! and hence

(z—y)? _3 _ 1 (z—y)?

(5.8) ‘Bﬂstfét*le*l*lﬁ t  —=1{ 2¢ 16 ¢

On the other hand, when xy < 0, then |zy| = —zy < (z — y)? and whence

(z—y)? 3 _ 1 (z—y)?

(5.9) |Ba| < t*%(:c — y)ze*é i <t ze 16 ¢
Therefore, by (5.7), (5.8) and (5.9), we find

1 (z—y)?

(5.10) IB| <t 2e 16 ¢

Finally, (5.6) and (5.10) give

(@=y)?
(Ouk(2,y)| St 36T 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 €%, while this
condition is stronger than before. The details are omitted.
(ii) Let us verify the smoothness condition. Note that ® can be rewritten as

(z—y)? (2? +y?) tanht
2sinh 2¢ 2 '

By symmetry, we just need to estimate 0,0;k¢(x,y). However, 0,0:k;(x,y) has many
terms we indicate how to estimate one typical term:

(I)t(xa y) = -

J = (z —y)?(sinh 2t)*% cosh 2te®®,
For 0 < t < 1, using the similar argument as in (i), we deduce

—y|? lz—y|2

N T

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. O
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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 < /8 firstly. We claim that
(5.11) | K (x,y, )| < A2 A @mw)? < \TlemeA T @),
Indeed, a simple calculation shows
|sinh 2(\ — it)|> = c(sinh? 2\ + sin® 2t).

Since 0 <t <7/8and 0 < A <1, cos2t > 2_1/2, sinh 2\ behaves like A and cosh 2\ =
O(1). Assume further t < X\. Then (sinh? 2\ + sin? 2¢) behaves like A2. Combining with
the observation cosh 2\ — cos 2t > 0, we deduce that

‘Kt(x7 Y, )\)‘ < /\_1/26_0’\71(1’_9)2 < )\_16_0)\71(1,_1/)2.
Integrating (5.11) against A~'/2, we have

1 1
]/ AV2K (2, y, M)A S /A—?’/%—Wl(f—y)QdA
0 0

— /00 Afl/Qech(xfy)QdA
1

< / Afl/Qech(a:fy)Qd)\ S ’x _ y’fl‘
0

Under the assumption ¢ > A, (sinh? 2\ + sin? 2¢) behaves like 2. Hence,
|Ki(2,y, \)| S t7le A @),
Then integrating this against A~2/2, we get

1 1
‘ / Ail/QKt(.fC,y, )\)d)\| S t*l / A*l/Qechtfz(xfy)QdA
0 0

< 1 /OO )\—I/Ze—cAt’Q(x—yﬁd)\ S ‘.%' _ y‘—1.
0

This proves (i) when 0 < t < /8.
We now turn to estimate (i) in the case of 7/8 <t < 7/4. Observe that if ¢ is in the
neighbourhood of /4 we can use

(sinh? 2\ + sin? 2t) ! (sinh 2))(cosh 2) — cos 2t)(x? + y?)
in place of
(sinh? 2\ + sin? 2t) ! (sinh 2)) cos 2t(z — )?

since (cosh2\ — cos2t) > 1 — cos2t > C. The following argument is the same as the
case of 0 < t < /8. The completes the proof. O
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