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HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR FRACTIONAL POWERS OF THE
DUNKL-HERMITE OPERATOR

OSCAR CIAURRI, LUZ RONCAL AND SUNDARAM THANGAVELU

ABSTRACT. We prove Hardy-type inequalities for a fractional Dunkl-Hermite operator which in-
cidentally give Hardy inequalities for the fractional harmonic oscillator as well. The idea is to
use h-harmonic expansions to reduce the problem in the Dunkl-Hermite context to the Laguerre
setting. Then, we push forward a technique based on a non-local ground representation, initially
developed by R. L. Frank, E. H. Lieb and R. Seiringer in the Euclidean setting, to get a Hardy
inequality for the fractional-type Laguerre operator. The above-mentioned method is shown to
be adaptable to an abstract setting, whenever there is a “good” spectral theorem and an integral
representation for the fractional operators involved.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The original Hardy’s inequality for the Laplacian on R? says that

(d—2? [ |f(@)
4 /Rd |z[?

where V stands for the gradient. The statement of Hardy’s inequality can be generalized to other
contexts and operators. Let (X, dn) be a measure space, where dn is a positive measure on X.
Given 0 < 0 < 1, let us denote by L? the fractional powers of a non-negative, self-adjoint operator
L on L?(X). We are interested in Hardy-type inequalities of the form

|f (@)
dn($) g BO'<LUf7 f>7
/x (1+ |zf?)°
for certain constant B,, or Hardy-type inequalities where the potential involved is homogeneous.
Namely, for 0 <o < 1, f € C5°(X) we are also concerned with inequalities of the type

T 2
(L.1) /. @ 40 @) < CaotLof, ).

When (X, dn) = (R%,dx) and L = —A, the sharp constant Cy, in (L) is already known [2} 17, [31].
Nevertheless, R. L. Frank, E. H. Lieb, and R. Seiringer [I1] found a different proof of the inequality
(1) in the Euclidean setting when 0 < o < min{l,d/2} by using a non-local version of the
ground state representation. Such representation improved the previous results in the sense that it
provided quantitative information on the error by delivering a remainder term, see e.g. Theorem 2.2]
in the general setting. Hardy inequalities and their generalizations are of relevant importance in
mathematical analysis. They may be applied, among others, to problems concerning mathematical
physics, partial differential equations, spectral theory, harmonic analysis, and potential theory.

dxg/ \Vf(z)*de, d>3,
R4
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The aim of this paper is two-fold. First, we revisit the technique developed by Frank-Lieb—
Seiringer [11]] (see also [12]). We present an exposition of such procedure in a systematic and unified
way so that the method can be applied in more general settings. This description will be developed
in Section 2l Secondly, we will apply this method to get Hardy inequalities in several settings.
In particular, we will prove Hardy-type inequalities for certain fractional Laguerre operators L g,
and from these we will deduce the Hardy inequalities for the corresponding fractional Dunkl-
Hermite operator H, ,. The definitions of these operators can be found, respectively, in (3.5 and
Subsection [4] below. As an immediate consequence, we will also obtain Hardy inequalities for the
fractional harmonic oscillator. Observe that in [24] the adapted method was already applied to
obtain Hardy inequalities on the Heisenberg group.

We notice that a sharp Pitt’s inequality for the fractional powers of the Dunkl operator in L2(]Rd)
was recently proved by D. V. Gorbachev, V. I. Ivanov, and S. Yu. Tikhonov in [I3]. Such Pitt’s
inequality, which is a weighted norm inequality for the Dunkl transform on R%, can be rewritten
as a Hardy type inequality for fractional powers of the Dunkl-Laplacian A,. Thus the inequality
takes the form

2

[ i) < Bt-a0r5.5)
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with a sharp constant B,. Our guess is that an expression for the error in such an inequality could

be accomplished by using the ground state representation.

We will not work with the pure fractional powers of the operators under consideration in this
paper, but with their conformally invariant fractional powers, which will suit better for our pur-
poses. As a consequence of the Hardy inequalities obtained for these operators, we will be able to
deduce Hardy inequalities for the corresponding pure fractional powers. We borrow the terminology
“conformally invariant fractional powers” from the context of sublaplacian on Heisenberg groups,
see [24]. As this group arises as the boundary of Siegel’s upper half space, conformally invariant
operators make perfect sense, see [0l [I5] for the exact definition of this invariance. The spectral
theory of sublaplacian £ on the Heisenberg grop H¢ is closely related to Laguerre operators of type
(d —1). More precisely, the action of £ on functions of the form e f(|z|) is given by the action
of the Laguerre operator Ly 1 on f. Consequently, when we consider the conformally invariant
fractional power L, acting on such functions, we obtain certain fractional powers of the Laguerre
operator which we call conformally invariant. The analogues of such operators for any o > —%
will be defined via spectral theorem and they will have a superficial resemblance with conformally
invariant fractional powers of the sublaplacian on the Heisenberg group.

As it will be explained in Section Bl some of the main features of the general way to proceed
consist of having at hand both a “good” spectral theorem and an integral representation for the
ground state representation. In the case of Dunkl-Hermite setting we do not have a convolution
structure (neither we have an explicit formula for the fundamental solution, which seems to be
playing an important role). So our idea is to use h-harmonics to reduce the Dunkl-Hermite setting
to the Laguerre case, where we have a convolution structure, viz., the Laguerre convolution is at our
disposal. Moreover, in the latter setting we have “good” spectral theorem (in our case this means to
have analogous results to those ones proved by M. Cowling and U. Haagerup in [7, Section 3|, and
slightly generalized by the second and third authors in [24] Section 3]) and explicit fundamental
solutions. This is why we will focus on the Laguerre differential operator and as an application
we will deduce the results for the Dunkl-Hermite operator (which includes the ordinary Hermite
operator as a particular case).

Now we state the Hardy inequalities for our operators. For o > —1/2, the Laguerre differential
operator defined by

d? 9 20+1d
_|_ — J—
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is symmetric on L?(0,00) taken with respect to the measure du(r) = r2*Ttdr. For 0 < 0 < 1 we
use spectral theorem to define the conformally invariant fractional powers L, o, see Section [3] for
the precise definition. For § > 0 and o > —1/2, we let

(1.2) W, o (1) 1= Cao (0 + 12 OTHTDRR s ((641%)/2),

where K, is the Macdonald’s function of order v (see ([I9, Chapter 5, Section 5.7] for the definition
of such function), and ¢, , to be the constant

- \/7_.(.21—0
(1) Cr = Tlat2t0)/2

The first Hardy inequality concerns the fractional Laguerre operators L, ,. Let us define the
constant B,‘;U by

5 (“522)
(14) Ba’o. = 5 W

Theorem 1.1 (Hardy inequality for the Laguerre operator). Let 0 <o <1, >0, and oo > —1/2.
Then

00 2 o 00 19
B [ O o) < S B? [ WO ) < (L D

for all functions f € C§°(0,00).

The constant just after the first inequality above turns out to be sharp. Actually, the function
wgm is an optimizer, in view of Theorem BTl

We use the results of the above theorem in order to prove the following Hardy inequality for
fractional powers of the Dunkl-Hermite operators H, = —A, +|z|> on R?. Here & is the multiplicity
function defined on the Coxeter group associated to a given root system and A, is the Dunkl
Laplacian on R?. We refer to Section Hl for the precise definition of these operators and their
(conformally invariant) fractional powers H,, ,. For a given Coxeter group W and a non-negative

multiplicity function  let v =3 s £(w) and define the following constant

(1.5) /\::g+7—1.

Details about these notations and definitions for the theorem below can be found in Section Ml

Theorem 1.2 (Hardy inequality for the Dunkl-Hermite operator). Let 0 < o0 < 1, § > 0, and A
be as in (LH). Then

|f ()]?
Bf\,a /Rd W hy(x)de < <Hn,crf7 f>L2(Rd,hN)

for all functions f € C$°(RY), where Bf\’o_ is as in (L4).

When x = 0 the Dunkl-Hermite operator H,, reduces to the standard Hermite operator and hence
from Theorem [[L2] we immediately obtain the following result for H,, the conformally invariant
fractional power of the Hermite operator (or harmonic oscillator) H.

Corollary 1.3 (Hardy inequality for the harmonic oscillator). Let 0 < o < 1 and 6 > 0. Then

5 |f (2)]?
Blajo-1),0 /Rd C+P)7 dr < (Hsf, ) r2me)

for all functions f € C°(RY), where B?d/2—1),a is as in (L4).
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From the results just stated, we can deduce Hardy inequalities for pure fractional powers of the
underlying operators. Define

An+2a+42 14
(1 6) Sa,o’ - F( 5 4a + TJ)
. et

F(4n+ia+2 + I—Tcr) :

With the same notation as in the previous theorems and corollary, let U, be the operator defined
as Uy := LqsL_?. It can be shown that this operator is bounded, and the operator norm ||Us||
can be expressed explicitly. Indeed, it is easy to see that

|U, || = sup ((4n + 2a +2)7747.527).
n>0

Further, by using Stirling’s formula for the Gamma function, one can check that |U,|| ~ 1, for «
large enough. Then we have a Hardy inequality for LZ in the following corollary.

Corollary 1.4. Let 0 <o <1, >0, and a > —1/2. Then

s [ Lf(r)P 47 s > wh o (r) .
Ba,o/o m d:u'Oc(T) < 5_0(30‘7‘7)2/0 ‘f(T)PM d:u'Oc(T) < HUO'H<Laf7 f>d,ua

for all functions f € C5°(0,00), where B,‘;U is as in (L4).

Analogously, if we consider the operator V, , := H, ,H_?, we get the corresponding result for
the fractional powers of the Hermite-Dunkl operator

Corollary 1.5. Let 0 < o0 <1, 6 > 0, and A be as in (ILH). Then

B / Mhn(x)dswHVMII<H"f7f>L2<Rdh)
7 Jpa G+ 22)7 R N

for all functions f € C§°(RY), where Bf\’o is as in (L4).
From the above, we also obtain the result for the fractional powers of the harmonic oscillator.
Corollary 1.6. Let 0 <o <1 and 0 > 0. Then

Bl [ e do < ol 5. ) ragesa
(d/2-1),0 R (5+|$|2)0' — ) ,dx

for all functions f € C$°(RY), where std/2—l),a is as in (4.

Remark 1.7. Observe that all the results above are stated for smooth functions with compact
support in the corresponding spaces. However, they could be extended to suitable Sobolev spaces,
as in [II] or [24]. Since the procedure is quite standard we leave details to the interested reader.

Remark 1.8. Uncertainty principles could also be deduced from the Hardy inequalities as in [24]
Corollary 1.7].

Remark 1.9. In [24] the second and third authors have also obtained Hardy-type inequalities where
the weight functions are homogeneous. We can therefore follow the same method in obtaining
such inequalities for Laguerre and Dunkl-Hermite operators. However, as the resulting inequalities
are not known to be sharp even in the case of the Heisenberg group we do not pursue them
here. Definitively, a quick inspection shows that a Hardy-type inequality with homogeneous weight
cannot be obtained simply by letting é go to zero in the Hardy inequalities stated above. On
the other hand, the Laguerre setting can be viewed as arising from the Heisenberg setting when
the functions considered are radial in the first variable. In this way, the weight wgw appears in
connection with certain function u, s (see Subsection B4]) which is closely related to the function
uxs(v, z) in [7, p.530]. When § goes to zero, uy s tends (in a distributional sense) to the kernel of
the intertwining operator of A. W. Knapp and E. M. Stein [I8]. In its turn, the non-homogeneous
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function wu) ; is connected with a Poisson-type kernel when considering groups of type H which
include the nilpotent components of the Iwasawa decomposition, see [7, Section 3| (also [16, Ch.
IX Theorem 3.8]).

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2] we describe the general method to get a
Hardy-type inequality for fractional powers of operators in an abstract setting. Such a procedure
is then applied to Laguerre operators (see the proof of Theorem [[I] at the end of Section []).
We will then use the Hardy inequality in the Laguerre context to obtain a Hardy inequality for
the corresponding fractional-type Dunkl-Hermite operator in Section dl As explained earlier, the
idea is to use expansions in h-harmonics. Moreover, we will prove a Hecke—Bochner identity that
allows us to write the Dunkl-Hermite projections in terms of Laguerre convolutions which plays a
crucial role in the proof. Such identity is of independent interest. Once the reduction is achieved,
Theorem will be proved at the end of Section [l

2. THE GENERAL METHOD

In this section we consider a measure space (X, dn), where dn is a positive measure on a smooth
Riemannian manifold X. The function spaces LP(X) are understoood to be taken with respect to
dn. Let A be a non-negative, self-adjoint operator on L?(X). Then, there is a unique resolution F
of the identity, supported on the spectrum of A (which is a subset of [0,00)), so that the spectral

resolution of A is given by
A= / AE(N)
0

(Af,g) / MNE;,()\), f€DomA, ge L*X).

or, equivalently,

Here, dE¢ 4()) is a regular complex Borel measure Of bounded variation concentrated on the spec-

trum of A, and we use the notation (f,g) = [ f X dn( ). The role of Plancherel formula will
be played by

(Af, Af) = /OOO N dE; (M),

Let 0 < 0 < 1. In the most general formulation of the method, we will denote by A, a fractional-
type operator related to A. Our aim is to prove a Hardy-type inequality of the form

(2.1) (Aofi ) > Co / ()2 dn (),

where hy(x) is an appropriate positive function, and we look for the explicit positive constant C,
to be sharp.
There are two steps to be furnished in the method we present to obtain the Hardy-type inequality:

(1) To get and integral representation for A, f and an explicit form for (A, f, f).
(2) To write the ground state representation and use the expression for (A, f, f) obtained pre-
viously.

2.1. Integral representation and the expression for (A, f, f). Let us assume that we have an
integral representation of the following form for the operator A,, which is valid for all f € C§°(X):

(2.2) Ao (@) = ay /X (F(@) — F0) Ko (@, ) dn(y) + f(2) By (),

where K, (x,y) is a symmetric (in the sense that K,(x,y) = K,(y,x)), positive kernel not neces-
sarily known explicitly and a, is a positive constant, that depends on the kernel and the dimension
of the underlying manifold X. Furthermore, B,(z) is a continuous non-negative bounded function.
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The next expression follows from the integral representation. We will also assume that the kernel
Ko(z,y) is measurable and [ [ [z — y[*K,(z,y) dz dy < oo to allow the interchange of the order
of integration in the following computations.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < 0 < 1 and assume that the representation (22) is valid. Then, for all
fe G (X)

g
(23 ot £) =5 [ [ 15) = F)P Ko ) dna) dnto) + B )

Proof. From the integral representation (Z2) and Fubini we have

(Aof, f) = / Aof(a / / ) F@ Ko (. y) dnfx) dn(y) + Bo(2)(f. f).

Since the kernel K, (z,y) is symmetric, the above also equals to

(Aof. f) = / Aof(a / / D) T Ko ) dnfa) di(y) + Bo(@){f, £).

Adding them up we get the announced statement. O

Even though we have proved the above lemma under the assumption that f € C§°(X), in order
to make use of the representation (23)) it is necessary to assume its validity for a suitable Sobolev
space which depends on the operator A and o. Let us denote such a Sobolev space by W§(X) and
assume that (2.2]) and hence the result of Lemma 2.1l are valid for all f € W{(X).

2.2. The ground state representation and a Hardy-type inequality. Let 0 < o < 1. For a
suitable positive function w,(z) to be specified later, let us set
Wy ()

Holfl = (0 f. )= Cr [ SR @) dnto)

where C,, is a positive constant and w,(x) := Ayw,(x). If we can show that H,[f] is nonnegative,
then we get a version of Hardy’s inequality for the operator A,.

Theorem 2.2. Let 0 < 0 < 1 and assume the validity of Lemma 21 for all f € W{(X). Given
f € C5°(X) and a positive function wy, € W{(X) set g(x) = f(x)(wy(x))~t. Then

_ %/ / 19(2) — 9(v) 2Ky (2, y)we (2)we (y) dn(z) di(y),

where a, is the positive constant in Lemma [Z1.

Proof. By polarizing the expression in Lemma 2] we get, for any F,G € C°(X),
24 WG =F [ [ (F@) = F0) (Gl ~ G Kooy dn(a) dnts) + By(a) (7.

Now, we take G(z) = w,(7) and F(x) = |f(z)|*w,(z)~1. After simplification, the right hand side
of ([24) becomes

o fl@)  fly) |2
- fla) = f)P* - - ‘waxway Ko(z,y) dn(x) dn(y) + Bos(x)(f, f).
2 [ (5@ = s = [ 22 = L Py ) o) dnte) into) + o)1)
On the other hand, using the fact that A, is self-adjoint and recalling the definition of w, we could
write the left hand side of (2.4]) as
Wy () 9
d
Cr [ @) dnta).

Thus we have
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wa(x) 2 _a_U ) — 2 " . .
Ca[)(wa(x)!f(w)! dn(z) = - /X/X!f( ) = fW)I"Ko(2,y) dn(x) dn(y) + Bs(x)(f, f)

_ %’/X/X ‘g(w) —g(y)fKU(x,y)wU(a:)wg(y) dn(x) dn(y).

The latter identity and Lemma 2] proves the theorem. O
Consequently, Theorem leads to the following Hardy-type inequality.
Corollary 2.3. Let 0 < o < 1. Then

Ao f) > Cbg[;lf(w)ﬁééigzzdn(w%

W ()
for all functions f € C3°(X).

Remark 2.4. In the proof of Theorem we have assumed that the action of the operator A, on
the weight w, can be calculated. In several cases, this can be done via the spectral theorem but it is
important that the resulting function w, is explicit. Though this can be done in several particular
cases, we do not have a general result guaranteeing such a simplification. Actually, this step is
crucial, and so the choice of such weight a function is dictated by the requirement that w, can be
computed explicitly. In most cases, we use a function w, related to the fundamental solution of
the operator A, .

Remark 2.5. Corollary is not necessarily a sharp Hardy inequality, but it is an intermediate
step towards a sharp Hardy inequality of the type (2.II). The task boils down to minimizing the

We ()
wo (z)
function can be explicitly computed, so the sharp Hardy inequality, modulo verifications on the
convergence of the integrals, is directly obtained from Theorem (see [IIl, Proposition 4.1] for

the Euclidean setting or [24, Theorems 5.2 and 5.4] for the Heisenberg group).

function a, , keeping a careful track of the constants involved. In several specific cases this

The definitions and the context above are rather general. We remind that in the following sections
we will develop the procedure in the particular cases of Laguerre and Dunkl-Hermite settings. We
will deal with the conformally invariant fractional o-th powers of the corresponding operators A,
which we denote by A,. Such operators will be defined by using spectral decomposition.

We have just outlined a general technique to get Hardy inequalities. This technique was first
developed in the Euclidean context in [I1], and improved and generalized, always related to the
Euclidean Laplacian, in [I2]. Such a method was for the first time adapted to get Hardy inequalities
in the Heisenberg group in [24]. Our main purpose in this paper is to show the robustness of this
technique by proving Hardy inequalities related to operators which are not translation invariant.
In the subsequent sections we will apply this procedure to get Hardy inequalities for the Laguerre
operator, the harmonic oscillator, and the Dunkl-Hermite operator.

3. A HARDY INEQUALITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL LAGUERRE OPERATOR

3.1. The fractional powers of the Laguerre operator. We will introduce first some facts
related to Laguerre functions. From now on, let a > —1/2. For r,s > 0, we define the Laguerre
translation T,% f of a function f on (0,00) by

T () = N

where J, is the Bessel function of order v. If f and g are functions defined on (0, c0), the Laguerre
convolution f . g is given by

(3.1) fmgzémﬁ7®m$&”wa

F((r? + 8%+ 2rscos 0)/2) J, 1 5(rssin 0)(rssin 0) =@~/ (sin 6)>* d,
/
0
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see [29] Chapter 6] and references therein for the definitions and properties of Laguerre translation
and Laguerre convolution.
For r € (0,00), we define the Laguerre functions of type « as

ear) = La(r)e 2 =01,
where LS are the Laguerre polynomials of order a. The functions {¢ }>° ; form an orthogonal basis
for L2((0 o0), djie ), where duy(r) = 21, When we apply the Laguerre translation to Laguerre
functions we have the indentity (see [29] (6.1.28)])

(3.2) el (s) = ”') P2(e3(s), > 172,

(a+1
with the notation (z), = z(z — 1)(z — 2)--- (x — n + 1) standing for the Pochhammer symbol.
As stated in the introduction, we will deal with the Laguerre differential operator given by

d? 2+1d
3.3 L,= —— +72_— -
(33) “ dr? tr rodr’
which is symmetric on L?((0,00),dps) taken with respect to the measure dj,. The functions %
are eigenfunctions of the differential operator ([B.3]). Indeed, for n =0,1,2, ...
Loy = (4n 4 2a + 2) ¢l

The family of functions ¥¢, given by

" 1/2
00 = (o) e, r>o,

forms an orthonormal basis for L2((0, 00), dpi, ). The Laguerre expansion of a function f € L2((0,00), diq ),

namely the expansion
[e.9]

2'(n+ 1) o o
f= Z < n+a+1)>(f,¢n)<ﬁn
can be written in a compact form in terms of Laguerre convolution.

Lemma 3.1. For a function f € L*((0,0),dua) we have

2 o0
. (0%
n=0
where the series converges in norm. In particular,
(3.4) Onjn = m@ﬁ *a 5 -
Proof. Let us define P to be the projection onto the nth eigenspace
o
PEF0) = 030) [ F(6)03 () (o)
0
Therefore, by (B32]),

n+1 o (el
ZPaf —22/ f(s n+z+)1)<p (r) e (s) dpa(s)

0 g0 L2 N e
- W%/o T 4306) a(9) = £y 21 %0 50

where we used [29, Proposition 6.1.1] in the fourth equality above. Finally, by computing Py'¢f,
and using that P f(r) = ﬁ f *a ©%(r) (which is easily deduced from the equalities above), we

obtain (B.4]). O
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Thus the spectral decomposition of the Laguerre operator is given by

Lof(r) = ﬁ nz:%(zm + 20 4 2) f *q (7).

Therefore, a natural way to define fractional powers of the Laguerre operator is via the spectral
decomposition:

(o 2 - o (e}
Lo f(r) = Tlat1) 7;(4” + 20+ 2)7 f *q 5 (7).

Nevertheless, it will be more convenient to work with the following modified fractional powers L .
For 0 <o <1 we define L, , by

2 (o]
(3.5) Laof(r)= Tlat1) Z 4787 f xa o (1),
n=0

where S;°7 is as in (LG). In short, the above means that L, , is the operator

b Dl )
’ L5 +457)
corresponding to the spectral multiplier 47557 with S5’ defined in (L6). The motivation for
this definition goes back, for instance, to [4, (1.33)]. Observe that L, 1 = L,. This operator has
an explicit fundamental solution, see Subsection B.4] and this fact makes it more suitable than
L7, whose fundamental solution cannot be written down explicitly. Moreover, by using Stirling’s
formula for the Gamma function, one can readily see that L, o = Uy, o LY, where Uy, is a bounded
operator on L?((0,00), dpiy).-

3.2. The Laguerre heat semigroup. We will use the language of semigroups to get a suitable
integral representation for L, ,. The heat semigroup related to L, is defined on L2((0, 00), djia) by

(3.6) e7thof =T, f = Ze—“‘*"“a” fa @2, t>0.

( +1)
If we define

_ (4n+2a+2)t, o
Qt,a( - Oé—|—1 Ze (pn( )

then the generating function identity for ¢ (see ﬂBIIL (1.4.24)]) immediately gives

) N _ inh 2¢)— 1 —(coth 2t)r2 /2
(3 7) qt, (T) 2ar(a n 1) (Sln ) € )

and we can write
e_tLaf = f *a qt,a-
Let us denote by I, the modified Bessel function of the first kind and order «, see [I9, Chapter

5, Section 5.7]. Then, from the definition of g;(r), the identity (3.2), and another generating
function identity for ¢ (r) (see [29], p. 83])

(3.8)
> ) s = (1w sy e { - 3 (FES) (7 + )} a2,
n=0

we obtain readily the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Let o > —1/2, we have that

o cotg 2t (7‘2+S2)

rs
Iy .
(rs) sinh 2¢ (sinh 2t)

T qt,0(s) =

The Laguerre heat semigroup is not conservative, i.e. T, ;1 # 1. However, it is easy to calculate
and estimate T, ;1 which is the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Let a > —1/2, we have that

1 anh 2t
e

TOC,tl(T) = Wﬁ 2 >

Proof. By (B and the previous lemma

o0
Toil(r) = 1%q qra(r) = / TOqua(s)s2 ds
0
__coth2t, 2
o 1 ()
r@sinh 2t Jo sinh 2t

Now, the result is a consequence of the identity (see [23] (2.15.5.4)])
cec?/(4p)

0 2
e P I (ex)x® M de = ———,
/0 (c2) (2p)ot!

p>0 a>-—1.
O

3.3. Integral representation for L,,. In order to obtain an integral representation for the
operator L, , we first prove a numerical identity. We will use the identity (see [14, p. 382, 3.541.1])

1 T(g—35)T(r+1)
ORI
which is valid for Re 8 > 0, Rev > —1, Reu > Re fv.

(3.9) / e M sinh” Bt dt =
0

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < o <1, and A € R such that A+ 20 > —2. Then,
A
r(1+43%)
A l—0o
P(3+%%)
Proof. We take v = —o, =2, and p = A+ 2 in (3.9). Thus

o) 9017 (A£2 4 9 \T'(] —
/ e~ D (sinh 20) 7 dt = ( x Jlr_2) (1-0)
0 L(3+5%+1)

27|0(—0)]| = /0 (cosh 2t — 1)(sinh 2¢) 7~ dt + /0 (1 — e ™)(sinh 2¢) 7 dt.

or, equivalently,

A o0 2
3.10 Zr1- / ~A Dt (Ginh 24) 77 dt =
G0 Gt e 3+ )

Moreover, an integration by parts yields

o0

(A+2) / e~ M2 (sinh 2) 77 dt = / %(1 - e_(>‘+2)t) (sinh 2¢)77 dt
0 0

= 20/ (1- e_(>‘+2)t) (sinh 2¢) =1 cosh 2t dt.
0



HARDY INEQUALITIES FOR DUNKL-HERMITE OPERATORS 11

Combining this with (3I0]), and noticing that F(l o) = |I'(—0o)|, we deduce

2°T (3 + H2)|1(— >
(5 #2)IC(-0) = / ((1- e_()‘+2)t) (sinh 2¢) ! cosh 2t — e~ A2 (sinh 2t)77) dt
0

TN
— /Ooo (cosh 2t — e~ O+ (cosh 2t 1 sinh 9t)) (sinh 2¢) 7L dt
= /000 (cosh 2t — e~ (sinh 2t)_"_1) dt
= /oo(cosh 2t — 1)(sinh 2¢) 771 dt + /00(1 — e~ (sinh 2t) 7L dt.
The proof is complete. ' 0 -

Define the functions

. dt (™ dt
ICOC,O'(T7 S) —/0 7; Qt7a(3)m, Fa7o—(7’) —/(; (1 Ta’tl(r)) (Sinth)U'i'l.

The integral defining the function F, ,(r) has to be taken in the sense of Bochner, i.e. as the
integral of the L2((0,00),dpuq) valued function ¢t — (1 — 1 %, grq). Observe that this function is
non-negative, by Lemma The expression in Lemma allows us to deduce that ICy, is a
positive function. Let us call E, := ﬁ Jo " (cosh 2¢ — 1)(sinh 2¢) =7~ dt. The constant E, can

be explicitly computed, see Remark We are ready to prove the integral representation for L, 5.

Proposition 3.5. Let 0 < 0 < 1 and f € C§°(0,00). Then we have the following pointwise
representation

a

Lo 1) = ey [, (70) = F6) Ko r9) da(e) + 70 (Er + ﬁmm).

Proof. In the 1dent1ty of Lemma 34 we take A = 4n+2a+2 multiply both sides by 47 a+1 [ *apl
and then sum over n. Thus, with the constants S;’? as in (L)), and taking into account (BEI)

Laof(r) = 24‘75‘”]“ o 0

= B, f( eI / — [ *a qra(r)) (sinh 2¢) =771 dt,

and this last integral has also to be mterpreted as the Bochner integral of the L?((0, 00), du, ) valued
function t — f — f *4 q1,o. We have

F() = F o dualr) = / T2 F()gt.0(s) dpta(s) = / T2 qa(5) £ (5) dita(s)
= f( ) f( )1 *o Qta( +f / T Qta( )dﬂa( )_/0 7; Qt,a(s)f(s) dﬂa(s)
(1~ 1t gralr) + /0 T a(8) () — £(5)) dita(s).

Therefore,

/0 (f(r) = f *a ar.a(r)) m = f(r) /0 (1= Ta gualn) iy 2tt)0+1
dt

(311) = [T T (760 = 160 o))
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We have to justify the application of Fubini’s theorem in the integral ([B.I1]). In the following lines,
we will denote by C,, (or simply C) a constant depending on « (or even independent of a) that
may vary at any occurrence. By Lemma [3.2] and applying the change of variable due to S. Meda

1) = 3 log 1

€ (0,00 € (0,1
1 67 ( ) )7 5 ( ’ )7
we have, see “@7 PI‘OpOSitiOD 42], that

—a 1—€2\1/2 _1(lr=s? rs|2
T aue),a(8)) < C(rs) ( 2;) e 4( g +€\+\)’

and the expression in the right hand side of the inequality is precisely the heat kernel associated to
the harmonic oscillator, see [29]. Moreover, such change of parameters also yields

dt _(1-¢y

(sinh2t)o+1 — (2¢)o+1

dé, te (0,00), &£e€(0,1).

Notice that

1-&)”
(2§)O'+1
With the ingredientes just collected, the absolute convergence of the integral in ([BII]) can be
concluded following exactly the same reasoning as in [28, Proof of Theorem 5.7, p. 2118], where

the authors prove a pointwise formula for the fractional harmonic oscillator. Finally, we also deduce
that F,, € C*(R?) by following an analogous reasoning as in [28, Lemma 5.11]. O

1-¢)° dg

Wdf’vﬁa £~0,

dé ~ (1 —-€3)7d¢, €£~1.

Remark 3.6. The constant E, := ﬁ fooo (cosh 2t —1)(sinh 2¢) =91 dt can be explicitly computed.
Indeed, with Meda’s change of variable, the integral boils down to

1 1
2—0/ (1 o 52)0_1(52)(1_0)/2 d¢ = 9—o—1 / (1 o w)o—lw—o/2 dw = 2—0—1B(1 o 0_/2’ 0_)’
0 0

where B(xz,y) is the Beta function. Then, by writing the latter in terms of Gamma functions, and
in view of the duplication formula, we get

B2 g opey_ L1020 (o/MCa/20@) (5
ID(—o)] A'(1+0/2)|T(=0)]  2(c/2)[(c/2)[l'(=0) r(52)
Following the general procedure showed in Section 2] we continue with the integral representation

for (La,ofa f>
Proposition 3.7. Let 0 < 0 <1 and o > —1. Then, for all f € C§°(0,00)

(Looh ) = oy / / ) Koo (r, 5) e (r) ()
+ 5 (Bt i) [ 0P P dial0)

Proof. Proceed as in Lemma [2.T] by using the integral representation in Proposition O

3.4. Spectral analysis for L,, and the fundamental solution. In this subsection we figure
out a suitable weight w, to be plugged in the computation of the ground state representation, and
find out the action of the operator L, , on such a weight. We may look at the situation in the
Laguerre setting as a particular case of the Heisenberg setting, in which the functions considered
are radial in the first variable, and the convolution is just the Laguerre convolution. So we find
hints in the arguments developed in [24] Section 3.
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For 6 > 0, let u,5(r,t) be the function defined on (0,00) x R by

Ups(r,t) == ((6+72) + t2)_(0l+2+0)/2

13

(observe that the function above is the one defined by [7, p. 530], see also [24] (3.1)], but radial in

the first variable, and with suitable parameters).

Let f* stand for the inverse Fourier transform of a function f € L'((0,00) x R) in the second

variable, i.e., for each A € R, we set

f’\(r = Z’\tf (ryt)dt

V2T /
For a,b € R and ¢ € R we define
L(a,b,c) = / e_“(2x+1)xb_l(1 + ) “da.
0

In the following lemma we compute the Laguerre expansion of ué (7).

Lemma 3.8. Let 0 <o <1,6 >0, a>—1/2, and A € R\ {0}. We have
= A2 cha )@ ((2IA)r),
where the coefficients ci;’é(a) are given by

(3.12) e slo) =

n,

27| A7 (, ’4n—|—2a—|—2+1—|—0’ 4n—|—20z—|—2+1—0)
I'((a+2+40)/2)° 2’ 4 2/

Proof. The proof is already present implicitly in the proof of [24] Proposition 3.2].

0

It happens that the Fourier transform of the function u, s(r, t) in the t-variable can be evaluated
in terms of a Macdonald’s function K,. Let us recall the definition of the weight wq »(r), already

given in (2]
Wo (1) = Cag (0 +12) O THEK (o a (6 +17)/2),

where ¢, is the constant in (I.3]). Indeed, we have the following.

Proposition 3.9. Let 0 <o <1, >0, and o > —1/2. Then

Z Cl/2

Proof. In [22] 2.5.6. 4., p. 390], we find the formula

/OOO( cos bx dr = (2_Z>1/2—p%K1/2_p(b2)7

x? 4 22)P b
which is valid for b, Re p, Re z > 0. This formula gives, assuming A > 0,
Sl B \/EQ—(Oc+1+0)/2 6+ 12\ —(a+1+0)/2 )
/;ooe UU(T,t) dt_zf[(a—I—Z—l—o)/Z] ( )\ > K—(a+1+0’)/2()‘(6+r ))

Thus, by Lemma 3.8 we have the following Laguerre expansion of K_ (44 14¢)/2(A(0 + r?)):

Jm2~(atlte)/2 (5 42 ) —(a+1+0)/2

T[(a+2+0)/2\ A Koo 2 (MO + 7)) = A% Z n A(20)' ).
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By taking A = 1/2 we get

V2! e —(at140)/2 1/2
+ aTITOEK + 2

Finally, since K, = K_,, (see [19, (5.7.10)]), we obtain the desired result. O

We establish now the relation between 6111/ ?(0) and ci/ ;(—O‘). Actually, the result below follows
from [24, Proposition 3.3]. Nevertheless, we will provide a different, self-contained proof.

Lemma 3.10. For 0 <o <1, >0, and a > —1/2, we have
2402
1/2( o) :50@ a,—c
o (e

)

where Sp*° was defined in (LG).

Proof. From (B12]), the identity to be proved is equivalent to

6 in+2a0+2 1—0 4n+2a0+2 140
r( + +=7)

2’ 4 2 4 2
_(WF(WM‘T") <§ in+2a+2 1l+o 4n+20z—|—2+1—0)
- F(4n+ia+2+HTo) 9’ 4 2 4 2/

, so that the identity above reads as

Let us call w := W

L<5 +1—0 +1+O'> I'(w+ 152) (5 +1—1—0’ +1—O‘>
—.w _w — —.w —w .
2’ 2 2 F(w + HTU) 2’ 2 2
The confluent hypergeometric function of second type is given by

1 o)
/ e—mtta—l(l + t)b—a—l dt.
0

Ula,b,z) := ()

It is known that U(a,b,z) is the solution of the differential equation zy” + (b — x)y’ — ay = 0.
Moreover, it satisfies

(3.13) Ula,b,z) = z'U(a —b+ 1,2 — b, z).

Actually, both functions above are solutions to the differential equation and asymptotically behave
like x7* as & — oo (for these properties see [2I]). Then, it is clear that, by (B.13]),

L(a,b,¢) = e *T(b)U(b,b — ¢+ 1,2a) = e °T'(b)(2a)* " U(c,c — b+ 1,2a) = %(2(1)0_11(@, e, b).

Then, by taking a = §/2, b =w + 17, =w+ HTU, we obtain the desired result.
0

We end up with the following results, that will motivate the definition of the ground state
representation.

Theorem 3.11. Let 0 <o <1, 6 >0, and o > —1/2. Then, for any f € C3°(0,00) we have

o0 a+2+cr
/ La,af(T)wi_o(T)ThH dr = (4(5 / f 2a+1 dr.
0

a+2 O'
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Proof. By Proposition we have

(3.14) Z s~

Then, in view of the spectral decomposition of LOW B33), the Laguerre decomposition of wq,—s in

BI14), (34), and Lemma B.I0 we have

T a+2+40\2 0 T a+2+0)\2
Lol o = (46)“% &3 (@)ph = (40) %w
L(*52)" 70 (+5=2)
With this, we easily conclude the proof of the theorem. O

Let Go,» be the function defined by

oo

2
3.15 Gop = e 3 82702,

where S;°7 is the constant defined in (LG). A direct computation, using ([3.4) and Lemma B.10]
yields the following.

Proposition 3.12. Let 0 < o < 1. Then,

a+2+0)2
J *q, Ga = 40F( 2 ) 1

wa,—o' s F(a+§_0)2wa,a.

We finish this subsection by showing that the function G, given in ([BI5) is indeed a funda-
mental solution for the operator L, ,, and we obtain a explicit expression for it.

Theorem 3.13. The function H, , = MGWI verifies that Lo oHq o = 0o where 0q is the

2°T (a+1)
Dirac delta distribution with support at 0. Moreover,
gotar(a—a B .
Ga,a(r)zﬁr DK (qi1-0)2(r%/2).-

VAL (0)

Proof. Since

o B Ia+1/2)
TS = 2 p (),
we have 1/2)
. o a+ 2041
f 0 92(0) = WMH/ F(5)62 ()54 da
and

(C(a+1)*
VT (a +1/2)
Then the first statement of the theorem follows from the spectral decomposition of L, (B.5)
together with the definition of G, in ([B.13]). Indeed,

<90k7f *a Pj >L2(]RJr dpe) — ]kf *a 90?(0)'

2 > N
(LaoHao: £)1205 ) = (Haos Lo F)12es aue) = g 137 20§ #a 95 (0) = £(0).
=0

For the second one, we make use of the formula ([3.9) with © = (4n +2a+2), v = 0 — 1 and
8 =2, so we have

Goo(r) = 2 )/0 qua(r)(sinh%)o_ldt,

T(o)
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where ¢ o is the heat kernel given in (3.7]). Thus

47 > 2
inh 2#)—ato—2 —(coth 2t)r</2 —.
o) /0 (sinh 2t) e dt

40'
I'(o)
Let us compute the integral above. The change of variable coth 2t = z + 1 yields

Goo(r) = I(r).

I(r) = 2—16—7“2/2/ /2, (0=0)/2(, | 9)(@=0)/2 g,
0

Now we use the identity (see [22 2.3.6.10, p. 324])
o I
| et syt e = o e 2 (22,
0 VT

valid for Re pi, Rep > 0; |arg z| < m, with = (a — 0)/2 4+ 1, p=17?/2 and z = 2, so that

1 D((a = 0)/2)2011 7 p—(at1-0) je

I(?") =27 ﬁ (a+1—0)/2 (72/2)

and we get the conclusion. O

3.5. The ground state representation for L,, and proof of Theorem [I.I. We proceed
with the next step, namely, to get a ground state representation for the operator L, ,. Let us set

1
5 1= a5 [T ey p e ()
Ho o) = (P 1) = Al [ WO 20 dialr)
where
5 (Oc+§+o’)2
3.16 Ap = (40) ——=——=
( ) a,o ( ) F(a+§_0)2

(observe that A2, , = g—Z(Bg,U)Q, with B, defined in (IA)).

Theorem 3.14. Let 0 < o < 1. If f € C3°(0,00) and g(r) = f(r)(wS _ (r))~" then

a,—o

o—1 o0 00
T = oy [ ] 1000 = 006 P )0 () ()

Proof. We proceed as in Theorem 2.2], by polarizing the integral representation in Proposition B.7]
2
and taking G(z) = w),_,(r) and F(z) = ‘({L)') Moreover, Theorem B.I1] and (L2]) allow us to

wa,fo'(r ’
write
(LowF.G) — (157 CE2) [Tt gy )
a0l = —_— r)|f————= dpa(r).
I (et2=0)? wh, o ()
The conclusion follows as in Theorem O

Observe that if we take f = w? __ (r) in Theorem [T} both sides of the inequality reduce to

a,—0

o P(a+§+0)2 > 4 5
ey | ol ) dia ),

Sr(e5e)”

so in that case the constant (40) is optimal in our inequality.
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Proof of Theorem[11. From the ground state representation H, 276[ f1, it is clear that
L(egte)® o Weo(r)
(Lod ) 2 @) 2y [T 17()PZ dya(r).
r(e2=2)* Jo we,—o(r)

It is known that K, (x) is an increasing function of v for > 0 (see [20, p. 226]). With this, and
recalling the definition of w, , in (LZ), we have

D(et3te)? poo wh o (r) SL(H5E2) 1 |f(r)]?
(Lao fy f) > (49) NT;‘)Q/O \f(T)PM dpa(r) =0 F(a+§—a)/0 @ + 2y dppa(r),

2
which is the required inequality. U

4. A HARDY INEQUALITY FOR THE FRACTIONAL DUNKL-HERMITE OPERATOR

4.1. The general Dunkl setting. We will introduce some basic facts concerning the general
Dunkl setting. A complete picture of the Dunkl’s theory can be found in [9, 10, 25]. We also refer
the reader to the survey article [27].

Let us use (-,-) for the standard inner product on R%. For v € R4\ {0}, we denote by o, the
orthogonal reflection in the hyperplane perpendicular to v, namely,

{v,z)
V2

We say that a finite subset R C R%\ {0} is a reduced root system if, for all v € R, then 0, (R) = R
and RvN R = {#+v}. Each root system can be written as a disjoint union R = R U (— R ), where
Ry and —R, are separated by a hyperplane through the origin. Such Ry is called the set of all
positive roots in R. The group G generated by the reflections {0, : ¥ € R} is called the reflection
group or Coxeter group associated with R. A function

(4.1) k: R —[0,00)

oy(x) =2 —2 v.

which is invariant under the action of G on the root system R is called a multiplicity function. Let
T;, 5 =1,2,...d, be the difference -differential operators defined by

@) = L@+ 3wty LS @r)

Oz, i (v, z)

These operators, known as Dunkl operators, form a family of commuting operators. The Dunkl
Laplacian A, is then defined to be the operator

(4.2) A= 17

which can be explicitly calculated, see [10, Theorem 4.4.9]. It is known that the operators T; have
a joint eigenfunction Fy(x,y) satisfying
z}Eﬁ($7y) :ijli(x7y)7 ]: 177d

The function (z,y) — E.(z,y) is called the Dunkl kernel or the generalized exponential kernel on
R% x RY, which is the generalization of the exponential function e®¥). Associated with the root
system R and the multiplicity function k, the weight function h,(z) is defined by

h(z) = H (2, )| 20,

vERL



18 0. CIAURRI, L. RONCAL, AND S. THANGAVELU

The nonnegative real number
(4.3) v= Y k)
VvER L

defined in terms of the multiplicity function x(v) plays an important role in Dunkl theory. Note
that h,(z) is homogeneous of degree 2y. For a radial function f in L'(R% h,), there exists a
function F on [0, 00) such that f(x) = F(|z|), for all 2 € R%. In view of the homogeneity of h,(x),
it follows that the function F is integrable with respect to the measure r*2~1 dr on [0, 00) and
we have

» f(@)hy(z) dx:/o ( Sdflf(m/)h“(m/) dg(x/)>rd_1dr

— /Ooo (/Sdl hy(r2’) do(x’)>F(T)7,d_1 i
= dx /0 T )t g,

where .

e o

and ¢, is the Mehta-type constant

Cp 1= </]Rd ‘mfh (x )dm)

4.2. h-harmonic expansions. The theory of spherical harmonics which deals with expansions of
functions in L2(S~!, do) in terms of spherical harmonics has an analogue for the space L?(S?!, h.do).
Given a function f € L?(S? ' h.do) we can expand it in terms of the so called spherical h-
harmonics (or just h-harmonics). We refer the reader to [L0, Chapter 5| concerning h-harmonics.
These are the restrictions of solid h-harmonics to S*~! where by solid h-harmonics we mean ho-
mogeneous polynomials P(x) satisfying A, P(z) = 0. The h-harmonics are analogues of spherical
harmonics and defined using A, in place of A. Let HZ, be the space of all h-harmonics of degree
m. Then the space L*(S"™!, h,(2") do(2')) is the orthogonal direct sum of the finite dimensional
spaces HY over m = 0,1,2,.... Thus there is an orthonormal basis {Y,ﬁb’j cj=1,2,...,d(m),m =
0,1,2,...}, where

d(m) = dim(HL),
for L2 (S, hy.(2') do(2')) so that for each m, {Ynﬁ’j :j=1,2,...,d(m)} is an orthonormal basis of
h-harmonics for Hdm. For z € R, take z = r2/, r € RT and 2/ € S¥~!. The h-harmonic expansion
of a function f on R? is given by

(4.4) =y Z Fng ()Y (@) =2 fon i ()i (),
m=0 j=1 m,j

where the h-harmonic coefficients are
Fus0) = [ F0aW sl ().

In the Dunkl setting we have a Funk—Hecke formula for h-harmonics. The classical Funk—Hecke
formula for spherical harmonics states the following. For any continuous function f on [—1, 1] and
a (standard) spherical harmonic Y;, ; of degree m we have

FU Y)Y i (1)do(y') = A (£)Yim,5(2)

Sd—1
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where A,,,(f) is a constant defined by

Am(f)— wdr d_/i 72 / flu (u)(1 — u?)F du.

Here P} stands for the normahzed ultraspherical polynomials of type A > —% and degree m,
and wy = fgd,l do(w). To state the Funk—Hecke formula for h-harmonics, we need to recall the
intertwining operator in the Dunkl setting. It is known that there is an operator V, satisfying

T;V,, = Vﬂa%j' However, the explicit form of V is not known, except in a couple of simple cases.

In particular, the Dunkl kernel is given by E,(z,y) = Veet¥ (z). For d > 1 and ~ as in {@3), let
us recall the definition of the constant A as

d
(4.5) A= by - L
The Funk-Hecke formula for A-harmonics is as follows (see [8, Theorem 7.2.7] or [10, Theorem
5.3.4]).

Theorem 4.1. Let f be a continuous function defined on [—1,1] and let X be as in [@D). Then
for every YJ}LJ € ’H%,

Ve (@ D) Yo 5 (0 )do (y') = A3, (F)Yom (")

gd—1
where AL (f) is defined by
whil )\—l-l 1
AL (f) = —=4 w) Py (u)(1 — 2
n() = \/—PA+1/2/f W du

with

1= /S  h(w)do(w).

By applying Theorem 1] to the function f(t) = ™!, ;s > 0, and using the fact V.. f((z',y')) =
E.(ra’,sy’), we immediately obtain the following.

Corollary 4.2 (Funk—Hecke for Dunkl kernel). Let A be as in ({&5]). Then for every Y,ZJ c HY,

En(ra',sy')Yo 5 () he(y') do(y)

Sd-1

— wsr(g+7) 1er8u A w _u2 )\—% w h-ZE/
= s (e -y e

The following identity was proved in [3, Lemma 7.2].
Lemma 4.3 ([3], Lemma 7.2). Let z € C and A > —3%. Then the following holds

1
/ e PA (W) (1 — V2 du = AT (A + 1/2)(2/2) Magm(2), m=0,1,....
~1

4.3. The Dunkl-Hermite operator and the heat semigroup. Let us introduce the framework
of the Dunkl-Hermite operator (which is also known as the Dunkl-harmonic oscillator)

(4.6) Hy = =D+ |z,

where A, stands for the Dunkl-Laplacian in R¢ ([@4.2)). The parameter « is the multiplicity function
defined in ([@I). When x = 0, the operator H, becomes the classical harmonic oscillator —A + ||
The study of H,, was initiated by M. Roésler [25, 26].

For each pu € N? we consider the generalized Hermite functions (or Dunkl-Hermite functions)
®,, .. The system {®,, . : p € N?} is orthonormal and complete in L?(R%, h,(z)), cf. [25, Corollary
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3.5 (ii)]. Furthermore, ®,, . are eigenfuntions of the operator (40l with eigenvalues (2|u|+d 4+ 27),
that is

(4.7) H.®, .= 2lul +d+27)Pp k.

where v is as in ([@3)), and |u| = Zgzl pe. For K =0, ®,0 become the usual Hermite functions,
see [25, p. 521]. Precise definitions and detailed description on results concerning generalized
Dunkl-Hermite functions can be found in [25].

For a function f € Lz(Rd, hy) we have the orthogonal expansion,

o0
f = Z Pn,nf7
n=0
which converges in L?*(R?, h,). Here the spectral projections are given by
Pn,nf = Z (fa q>,u,li>nq>,u,n
lul=n

with (-,-), standing for the inner product in L?(R%, h, dx). More precisely, P, . is the orthogonal
projection associated to the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue (2n + d + 27v) of H,.

We state and prove the following theorem, that relates the projections P, , with the Laguerre
convolution in Section Bl Such kind of an identity is called Hecke—Bochner identity.

Theorem 4.4 (Hecke Bochner for Dunkl-Hermite projections). Let f(z) = fo(|z|)Y,!(2') where
V' (2') is a h—harmonic of degree m. Then one has Papymxf(z) = Fo(|z])Y,2 (') where
2 - A
Fn __ = .m N—m . " +m .
1) = iy (O #aim 220

with X as in ([@3). For other values of £, Py, f = 0.
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of [29] Theorem 3.4.1]. Here we need to use the Mehler’s
formula for the Dunkl-Hermite functions (see |25, Theorem 3.12]): for |w| < 1, one has
(4.8)

2 1/1+w? 2wz
ul — 2 (12~ (D) (= 2 2 it
EGN:d@uvf@(x)%(ww oy M ew {5 () G+ b (=05 )
W

We provide some details of the proof. Taking into account (L)), if follows that

- n_ 2 9y —(A)

<[ e {-3(1= L) ol 101 e (2 ) )

2\1
-t e -5 (7))
L (R yhw et o) e { = 5 (155 )7 o)™ s
= ot e - 5(1 ) k)

X /OO (/1 exp {%U}P{r\b(uxl — u2),\—% du) exp{ — %(ﬂ)82}f0(8)82)\+1 ds
0 _

—1 1 — w?
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where the last equality is true in view of the Funk—Hecke formula in Corollary In its turn, by
Lemma [£.3] this last expression equals

2(1 — w?) " (wr) = exp{ - l(1 + wz)ﬁ}Y,Z(:ﬂ)

2\1 — w?
[ el SR e (25
= 2(wr)™Y (")
X /000(1 —w?) 7 (rsw) " exp{ - %(1 tzz>(r2 + 82)}I>\+m<12f77;>f0(8)82)‘+1+m ds.

Now, using the generating function identity for ¢ (r) given in ([B.8]), we have that (by using also
the identity [29] (6.1. 28)] for the Laguerre translation in the second equality below)

mef —2Zw2"+m " e AT ) Sl s YA )

_ a+1 Zw2n+m m/ 7—>\+m A+m( )f( )82)\+1+m ds Yrg(x/)

2 2n+m, m A+m, _A+m —m 2A+2m+1 h( .t
= — E ] ds'Y,
Ma+1) nzow " /0 P e fols)s s Ynl@)

2 .- 2n+ A+ hy .t
— ntm,.m m . m Y )
oD 2 O o) w0 Vi)
The conclusion follows by comparing coefficients on both sides of the equality. O

The solution to the heat equation associated to the Dunkl-Hermite operator, i.e.

0
Eu(az,t) = —H.u(z,t), u(z,0)= f(z), t>0 zeR%

is given by w(x,t) =: e M= f(x) =: Tf f(z), where T, t > 0 is the Dunkl-Hermite semigroup
generated by H,, see [I,25] . In terms of the spectral decomposition,

o0
Eﬁf — Z e—t(2n+d+2’\/) Pn,nfa f c Lz(Rd, h,.; dZE)
n=0
The following result relates the Dunkl-Hermite semigroup and the Laguerre heat semigroup.

Theorem 4.5. Let \ be as in [E5). For x € RY, x = ra’, with r € RT and 2’ € S, then

D) = 3 5 T () OV ).

m=0 j=1
Proof. We have just to apply Theorem (4] to the spectral definition of T} f(z). Indeed,

Ttnf Ze—t(2n+d+2~/ P, f( )

n=0

_ i o—t@ntd+27) P ( Z fmJ(r)YTZ,j(:E’))
n=0 m,j

- Wi 1y 2 Y (a) D e CEPmHEE (7 ()) s 03] (1)
m,j £=0
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= P Tt ()™ ) (1) Yo ().
o

We have proved the theorem. O

4.4. The Hardy inequality for H, ,: Proof of Theorem 1.2l Given 0 < o < 1, we define H,
to be the operator

Hy
H.  — T+ )
R,0 7 H
Tt

2 pl+d+2
r W"'HTJ)

so, in view of (A7), Hx, corresponds to the spectral multiplier - (2\u\ = +2'Y+170)' Then by
Tt
Lemma [3.4] we have
o F(2j+d+2'y+1—|—_o')
naf( ) j - ',/if(x)
]Z:;)F(Qj-i-d-i-}y +1__0) J
= B f )+ gy ) (0 =T @) i)
By Theorem [£5] and the expansion of f into h-harmonics ([@4]), we can write
Hn,af(x) = | / Tt“f( ))(sinht)_"_l dt
Z [E fmns ()
+ =z /°° (Fmi (1) = 7™ Trimt ()™ fin,j) (r)) (sinh ) =7~ dt}
IT(=o)l Jo
= Z Y£7j($l)rm [Eor_mfmj (r)
m?j
920 00 . o . o
* |F(_0_)|/0 (r™" fnj(r) _T)\—i-m,t((') fm,j)(r))(sinht) 1dt]
e Z YTZ,J ($/)Tm |:Eo-gm,‘] ’ / gm’] T)\—i-m,tgm,j(r)) (Slnh t)—O'—l dt:|
m?j

— %; Y}Z,j(a:/)rm |:gm,j( )<E0 + WF)‘"H” o (r ))
+ W—oa)! /OOO (9mj (1) = G () Kngm,o (1, 8) dpx +m(s)}
= Z Y'rZJ (:E/)TmL)\-i-m,Ugm,j (7"),

where we gp, j (1) = r™" fu, j(r) and Lyt is the modified fractional Laguerre operator defined
spectrally in ([B.5). With this, by Theorem [LLI we have

oo d(m)
<Hn,crfa f>L2(Rd,hK Z Z (Latm Ugm,]7gm,]>L2((0 00),d pixtm ()
m=0 j=1
A+m,o
>3 B [ om0 (1)
m=0 j—1 0 WS4, ()
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=W & o (7)
Am,
=S B [ g PR ),
m=0 j=1 0 W4 o (T)
F(A+m+2+a)2
where A$ 'm0 is the constant in (B.16]), i A o = (46)° 2 . Taking into account the

1—\()\+m;270')
definition of wg’o (r) in (L2) we get

(4.9) A)\+m ) w6>\+m,cr(7") _ 50I‘()\+m#) K()\+m+2+cr)/2 ((5 + 7,2)/2)
w§\+m’_a(r) I‘(M-m#) K()\+m+2_0)/2 ((5_,_7,2)/2)

Now, as observed by D. Yafaev in [31], for 0 < 2 <y and m > 0 we have that Dimty) > T) o,

(6 +7%)7°.

I'(m+z) = T'(z)’
UF()\+m+2+o) UF()\+2+U)
(4.10) 0 F(,\+miz—a) 20 F(/\+§—a) :Bi,cﬂ

where B‘s is the constant defined in (I4]). Recall again that K, (z) is an increasing function of v
for z >0 (see [20, p. 226]). Therefore, with this, and putting together (@3] and [I0) we have

~ 5
Hyofs f)r2(rd b, da) >ZA>\+mU/O \fm,j(T)Pwi’amdm(r)

m,j )\+m,—o(T)

23%234 g (P25 4 72) dpia(r)
m,j

=B, D G+ ) g (04| P) 7 Fing) L2((0,00)dpin (1)

m?j

= B3 A@+ - P2 E G+ 1 )72 ) e )

L [ @R,
=B [, G e )

This completes the proof of Theorem
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