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ON THE BOUNDEDNESS OF DUNKL MULTIPLIERS

SUMAN MUKHERJEE AND SUNDARAM THANGAVELU

ABSTRACT. In this article we use Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory to prove two versions of
Dunkl multiplier theorem when the multiplier m satisfies a modified Hormander condition.
When m is radial we give a simple proof of a known result. For general m we prove that
the Dunkl multiplier operator takes radial functions in L? boundedly into L? for all p > 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work we are concerned with a multiplier theorem for the Dunkl transform F,
which is a generalisation of the Fourier transform F. We begin by recalling some of the
known results on Fourier multipliers. By a Fourier multiplier operator we mean an operator
of the form T}, defined by the relation F(T,,f) = m Ff for f € L*(R") where m € L>(R")
is known as the multiplier associated to T),. These are precisely the operators on L*(R™)
which commute with all translations. It is well known that unless some extra conditions are
imposed on m the operator T,, need not extend to LP(R™) as a bounded operator for p # 2.
The celebrated Hormander-Mihlin multiplier theorem gives a sufficient condition on m so
that 7, is bounded on LP(R™) for all 1 < p < 0.

Given m € L>®(R"),v¢ € C§°(R") supported in the complement of 0 and ¢ > 0, we define

(e t) = [ e Su@me/ Vi e

We say that m satisfies Hormander’s condition of order s > 0 if for any such ¢

(1.1) | @ lalylg(a P < c,
for all £ > 0. Then the following theorem is well known in the literature.

Theorem 1.1. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies the condition (ILTl) for some
s > n/2. Then the Fourier multiplier T,, is bounded on LP(R™) for any 1 < p < oo.

An important corollary of this theorem is the following version of Hérmander-Mihlin mul-
tiplier theorem with easy to verify conditions on m.

Corollary 1.2. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies [0“m(&)| < Cul&|71e! for all
la| < k for some k > n/2. Then T,, is bounded on LP(R™) for any 1 < p < oco.

Dunkl multipliers are defined in the same way as the Fourier multipliers simply by replacing
F by F.. Thus for m € L*(RY) we define F,.(Tf) = mF.(f). Just like the Fourier
transform, the Dunkl transform is unitary on L?(R? h2) for a suitable weight function h,
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which is homogeneous of degree 7. > 0. An interesting open problem is to find optimal
conditions on m so that 7, initially defined on L2NLP(RY, h2) extends as a bounded operator
on LP(R? h?) for all 1 < p < oo. This problem has bee studied by several authors, see [T}, 2, 12
but optimal results are known only when d = 1. In the higher dimensional case, only partial
results are known, notable among them is a recent result of Dziubariski and Hejna [8] which
is stated in the following:

Theorem 1.3. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies the condition (ILTl) for some
s > d, where d, = d+ 27, is the homogeneous dimension of the measure h*(x)dx. Then the
Dunkl multiplier Ty, is bounded on LP(R® h2) for any 1 < p < co and is of weak type (1,1).

As in the case of the Fourier transform it is expected that the condition (LLII) for some
s > d,/2 is sufficient for the boundedness of 7, on LP(R¢, h?). The main obstacle in reaching
this optimal result seems to be the missing information that the Dunkl translation operators
7.(x) are bounded on LP(R?, h2). Indeed, in the above paper Dziubariski and Hejna have
shown that once 7, (z) is bounded on L*(R%, h?), the optimal result holds.

Though the boundedness of 7, () is not known on LP(R%, h?), it has been proved in [1§],
[9], that 7,.(z) takes all radial functions in LP(R?, h2) boundedly into LP(R%, h2). In view of
this we can expect a better multiplier theorem when m is radial. Indeed, such a version of
multiplier theorem has been proved by Dai and Wang [4], see also [6].

Theorem 1.4. Let m(&) = mo(|£|) where mg is a bounded function which for any R > 0
satisfies the Hormander condition

1 2R ) )
(1.2) —/ ’mé])(t)‘dt,SR‘J,
R Jg

where j is the smallest integer greater than or equal to d. /2 + 1/2. Then T, is bounded on
LP(RY, h2) for any 1 < p < cc.

We remark that the above condition on mg holds whenever m satisfies the estimates
10°m(€)| < Cylé|71 for all |a| < k, k> d,./2+1/2. This theorem is proved in [4] by a trans-
ference technique first used by Bonami and Clerc in [3]. The authors in [4] first established
a multiplier theorem for h-harmonic expansions on the unit sphere S%~! from which they
deduced a multiplier theorem for the Dunkl transform. One of the main goals of this paper
is to give a direct proof of the above theorem. In fact using Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory
of g-functions we prove an analogue of Theorem [[LT] for radial Dunkl multipliers from which
analogue of Theorem [[L4] is deduced.

We now introduce the modified Hérmander condition in the Dunkl setting. Let E,(z,¢)

stand for the exponential function used in the definition of the Dunkl transform. Given
0 <0 <1, we define

(1.3) M s(r,t) = / B, (iz,€) [¢Pm (/%)™ h2 () d.
R4

Note that we have replaced the cutoff function v in the original definition of Hormander
g
condition by |¢[?* el **. We say that m satisfies the modified Hormander condition of order
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s > 0 if the following estimate holds:

(1.4) sup / (1 + |z]?)*|Mss(, t)|* B2 (z)dw < O
t>0 Rd

Using Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory for the semigroup generated by the fractional power

(—A,)° of the Dunkl-Laplacian we prove the following version of multiplier theorem for the

Dunkl transform.

Theorem 1.5. Let m be a radial function which satisfies the condition (L4]) for some s >
d./2. Then the Dunkl multiplier T,, is bounded on LP(RY h2) for all 1 < p < oo.

The method we use to prove the above theorem is the standard one using Littlewood-
Paley-Stein theory which is an elegant and powerful tool in proving multiplier theorems. This
method has been used successfully by several authors, e.g. by Strichartz [14] for spherical
harmonic expansions, by the second author of this article for Hermite expansions, Weyl
transform and Fourier transform on the Heisenberg group [I5] (16, [I7]. Interestingly, we are
also able to prove the following theorem without assuming m is radial but considering only
radial functions in the domain of the multiplier transform.

Theorem 1.6. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies the condition (LAl) for some
s > d,/2. Then the Dunkl multiplier T,, is bounded from L ,(R% h%) into LP(R% h%) for all
2 <p<oo.

In the above L? (R? h2) stands for the subspace of radial functions in LP(R%, h2). From
the above theorem we are also able to deduce the following corollary. Let D;,j = 1,2,...,d
be the Dunkl derivatives and define D* = I17_, D}, for v € N°.

Corollary 1.7. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies |Dm(€)| < C, |€]719 for all
la| < k for some k > d,./2. Then the Dunkl multiplier Ty, is bounded from LP,,(R% h%) into
LP(R h2) for all 2 < p < co.

We can rewrite the modified Hormander condition (L)) in terms of another function

Mg (2, t) = / B, (iz,€) [¢*m(€)e ¢ h2(z)de.
Rd

In terms of this function the condition (IL4]) is equivalent to the following estimate:
(15) / (]- +t_1/6|1’|2)8|m876(1,’t)|2 hi([[’)dz’ S C’t—28/(5—d,€/(26).
R4

Since Ej(ix, &) are eigenfunctions of the Dunkl-Laplacian A, with eigenvalues —|z|? the
above estimate is equivalent to

(1.6) (1= 70D 2 (m(&) [€]* ™17 [P iy (€)dg < Cam /ol 29,

R |
When s = k is an integer, the above boils down to estimating the L? norms of functions of
the form D* (m(€) €] =€) for |a| < k. In Section 2.4 we develop a Leibnitz formula for
higher order Dunkl derivatives, namely for D*(mg) when g is radial and use them to verify
(@) in proving the above corollary.
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Remark 1.8. To see the above claim we can split the integral into two parts. For |z| <
/29 we just use the boundedness of m. When |z| > /(%) note that |z|?* is finite linear
combination of terms of the form 22, |a| = k. Hence we are led to estimate the L? norms of
terms of the form z® m, 5(x,t) which on the Dunkl transform side reduces to the estimation
of the L? norms of D*(m(€) [¢[2 e~1€) for |a| = k.

When m and g are radial, the Leibnitz formula for D*(mg) has a relatively simpler form
which allows us to deduce the following theorem for radial multipliers.

Theorem 1.9. Let m(x) = mo(|x|) be a bounded radial function which satisfies the decay
estimates |mé])(r)| < Cir for all j < k for some k > d./2. Then the operator T, is
bounded on LP(R? h2) for all 1 < p < oo.

We conclude this introduction with a brief outline of various sections. In the first three
subsections of Section 2 we recall all the important results from Dunkl theory that are
needed in this work. In Subsection 2.4l we prove a Leibnitz formula for higher order Dunkl
derivatives. This formula, which is new, plays an important role in verifying Hormander
condition when the usual decay conditions on Dunkl derivatives of the multiplier are assumed.
In Section B, we revisit Fourier multipliers and prove using Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory
a Fourier multiplier theorem under modified Hormander condition. Though the results in
this section are not new, we believe this section will set the stage for what we do with the
Dunkl multipliers. Finally in Section dl we prove all the multiplier theorems for the Dunkl
transform stated in this introduction.

2. PRELIMINARIES FROM DUNKL ANALYSIS

In this section we briefly recall some of the relevant results from Dunkl theory. Our
main aim is to set up notation and state the results that will be used in the sequel. The
readers who are not familiar with the Dunkl theory are encouraged to read the references
for more details. Later in this section we establish a Leibnitz formula for higher order Dunkl
derivatives which plays a crucial role in proving one of our main results.

2.1. Dunkl operators and transform. For any vector A € R? with A\ # 0 we define the
operator oy : R? — R? by
oxz) =z — (z,\) A,

where (-, -) is the usual inner product on R?. This o is known as the reflection with respect
to the hyperplane A\*. A finite subset R of R?\ {0} is called a root system if it satisfies the
two conditions: RNRA = {+A} for all A € R and 0,(R) = R for all A € R. In this article,
we will work with a fixed root system R which is normalized, that is, |A\| = v/2 for all A € R.
The reflections {0 : A € R} generate a group GG, which is a subset of the group O(d, R) and
is termed the reflection group (also known as the Cozeter group) related to the root system R.

A complex-valued G-invariant function x defined on R is known as a multiplicity function.
Throughout this paper, k will be fixed and assumed to be non-negative. We introduce the
G-invariant weight function h,(z) = [[\cp+ [(z, A)|*™ where R* is an arbitrary but fixed
positive subsystem of R. Note that h,(z) is homogeneous of degree v, = >, p+ £(A). We
use he measure h2(z)dr on R? in defining the Dunkl transform. Note that this measure is
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homogeneous of degree d,, = d + 2.

In his seminal work [7] C. F. Dunkl introduced the differential-difference operators Dk,
known as Dunkl derivatives now, which represent x-deformations of the directional derivative
operators Jg, coinciding with them when x = 0. These are defined by

(x) = floax)
Tof(z) = Oef(x .
3 3 );% <)\,£L’>

The most important property of this family of operators is that D¢ o D, = D,, o D¢ for any
¢,m € RY. When € = e;, the coordinate vectors, we denote Dg by D;. The Dunkl derivatives

are equivariant under the action of the Coxeter group G in the following sense: For any
¢ eRYand o € G,

co0D¢o ot = Dyg)-
In particular, for any A € R, 0y 0 D¢ o0\ = D,,(¢). For any y € R? the system of differential

equations
Deu(x) = (y, &) u(x),u(0) =1

has a unique solution denoted by E(z,y) called the Dunkl kernel. Clearly, E,(z,y) extends
the notion of exponential function e/®¥  and it can be uniquely extended to a holomorphic
function on C% x C?. It also enjoys a few properties similar to the exponential function. For
example, E,(z,y) = E.(y,x) for any x,y € C%, and E,(tz,y) = E.(z,ty) for any x,y € C¢
and t € C. Moreover, |E,(iz,y)| < 1, an important property which allows us to define the
Dunkl transform.

For any f € L'(R? h2) its Dunkl transform is defined by

(2.1) / £(2) Bul(—iz, €) B2 (2) da

where ¢, is the Mehta type constant defined by the relation

el = / ezl hZ(z) da.
R4

For f € L' N L*(RY, h?) it turns out that the Plancherel formula || F,.f|l2 = || f|l2 holds and
hence F, extends to the whole of L?(R?, h2) as a unitary operator. It shares many properties
with the classical Fourier transform. For example, we have the inversion formula: under the

assumption that f, F.f € L*(R? h2) we have
(2:2) flo) = | Fuf(€) Beliz, &) hi(€) dg
R
Fo more about Dunkl transform we refer to the article [5] by Marcel de Jeu.

2.2. Dunkl translation and convolution. The Dunkl translation operator 7, (x), for any
x € R?, is defined by the relation

fn(Tﬁ(z)f)(y) - En(iza y)‘FHf(y)

for all f € L*(R?% h2). Since |E,(iz,y)| < 1, the above formula defines 7,(z) as a bounded
operator on L?(R?, h2). In the following proposition, we gather some properties of the Dunkl
translations for later use.
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Proposition 2.1. (i) For all f € S(R?), the pointwise formula holds:

n@) ) = [ | Bulin,&) Bulin OFO 1O de

(i) The symmetry 7..(x) f(y) = T« (y) f(x) holds for a reasonable function f and (iii) For any
f € S(RY) and any bounded function g € L*(R?, h?) we have

| n@rwem iway = [ rnaanit) du

There is no explicit formula for the Dunkl translation operator which makes it difficult to
use. However, when f is a radial function there is a very useful formula for 7.(z)f due to
Rosler.

Proposition 2.2. Let f be a radial Schwartz class function such that f(x) = fo(|x|). Then

(2.3 n@) ) = [ | Fo(/ P+ TP+ 2 a0) i),

where p, s a probability measure supported in the convex hull of the set {o(x) : o € G}.

The formula (23]) was initially derived by Roésler [11, Theorem 5.1]. Thangavelu and Xu
[18, Proposition 3.3] noted that this formula is valid for radial functions f where both f and
F.f belong to L'(R? h?). Subsequently, Dai and Wang [4) Lemma 3.4] expanded this result
to include all continuous radial functions in L*(R9, h2).

From the above proposition we can deduce several properties of 7,(x)f when f is radial.
For example, if f is bounded and radial, then 7,(z)f > 0 whenever f > 0. As shown in
[18] this property need not be true for general functions. We record the following result
separately as it will be used in the study of g*-functions.

Corollary 2.3. Let f and g be two continuous radial functions in L*>(R%, h2). Then for any
z,y € R?

(@) (f9) ()] < (7e(@) [ 1P W))"* (rul@)|g () 2.

The boundedness of the Dunkl translation operators have been studied by several authors.
While it has been proved that 7, () is a bounded operator for radial functions in LP(R? h2),
1 <p < oo (see [18], [9]), it remains an open question whether the Dunkl translation is a
bounded operator on the entire space LP(RY, h2) for p # 2. The Dunkl convolution of two
functions f,g € LY(R? h2) is defined by

Fog@) = [ F@)m =) 1) dy

It is then easily verified that the Dunkl transform converts the convolution into products:
Fu(f %x g) = Fuf Frg. Therefore, we have an alternate definition for the convolution.

f e g(2) = o / B, (i, €) Fof (€) Fag €)W (€) de.

Rd

form ||f *. gll, < |lgll1]|f]l, for other values of p are not known in general due to the
lack of knowledge about the boundedness of 7, (z). However, when g is radial we do have

From this definition it follows immediately that || f *. glla < ||g]l1 || f]l2- Inequalities of the
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1S #x gllp < llglly 1 f]lp as proved in 9, I8].

2.3. Dunkl Laplacian and the heat semigroup. The operator A, = Z;lzl Djz- which
is the counterpart of the standard Laplacian for the Dunkl setting is known as the Dunkl
Laplacian. It is a self-adjoint non-positive operator on L?(R? h?) and generates a diffusion
semigroup 7T; = e =2 ¢ > 0 which is given a by a positive kernel .. Thus T,f = f *. q
and the kernel is explicitly given by

(2.4) q(x) = ¢ ' (28) /2ol /2
It can be easily verified that F,.q (&) = c e ¢ ” and the translated kernel is given by
_ _ 1 (o)~ /2 g~ (+lyl) /4t (L L)
Tw r)=c, (2t e E, , .

We denote this kernel by h;(z,y) and the semigroup 7} can also be defined by
15(w) = [ o) 1) 1E0y) dy
R

We record the properties of this semigroup in the following theorem. As the function ¢ is
radial we can use the boundedness of the convolution with ¢; in proving the following result.

Theorem 2.4. For any f € LP(R%, h2),1 < p < oo, the function u(z,t) = T, f(x) = f*q(x)
solves the heat equation Jyu(x,t) = Agu(z,t), u(z,0) = f(x). Moreover, for any 1 < p < o0
we have || f *. qtll, < || fl,- Furthermore, T, f > 0 whenever f >0, and T;1 = 1.

In order to study the g:-functions for non-integral values of s we need to make use of the
semigroup generated by fractional powers of (—A,). For any ¢ > 0 we define

(25) Tisf (@) = o /R Fof (€)™ Bili, €) hi(€) de

for f € L?(R% h?). For 0 < § < 1 we have Bochner’s subordination formula which allows us
express 1; 5 in terms of 7. Thus we have

(2.6) Tisf(x) = /000 Tof (x) n(s)ds

where 7,(s) is a probability density function. In view of this, it follows that all the properties
of T, are shared by T, 5. Hence T} s is also a symmetric diffusion semigroup.

2.4. Leibnitz formula for the Dunkl derivatives. For two reasonable functions f and
g, if one of them is invariant under the action of GG, then we have the following Leibniz-type
rule is known:

(2.7) D;(f9)(x) = D;f(x) g(x) + f(x)Djg(x).

Even if f is G-invariant, its Dunkl derivative D; f need not be G-invariant which it difficult to
come up with a Leibnitz rule for higher order derivatives. In order to prove a classical version
of multiplier theorem for the Dunkl transform which involves conditions on the derivatives
of the multiplier m we need a usable formula for higher order derivatives of m(&)|¢|2Fe~ €.
More precisely we would like to know if the estimates |[Dm(€)] < C'|€]71 lead to same
estimates for derivatives of the function m(€)|¢|**e~¢°. To this end we obtain a Leibnitz
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formula for functions of the form mg where ¢ is radial.

Leibnitz formula for mg where g is radial involves repeated application of certain averaging
operators A, which we define now. For any function v : R U {0} — C, the operator A, is
given by

A,m(x) = Z v(A) m(ox)
AeRU{0}
where g = I. When the function v depends on a multi-index «, we will sometimes denote

the corresponding operator by A,_ . Below we record some easy to prove properties of A,
that will be utilized later.

Lemma 2.5. (i) If m € CN(R?\ {0}) satisfies |D*m(z)| < |21 for all multi-indices
la| < N, then A, m also satisfies the same condition. (ii) For any o € N%,

A, (z%m) = Z xﬁA,,B m.
|18l=|al

Proof. We make use of the property o o D¢ oo™

for any o, we have

= Dy(¢) valid for any o € G. In particular,

Dj(m o 03)(x) = Doye,ymloaz) = Y e+ aa(e;) Dim(oaz).

=1

From this it is clear that if D;m has certain decay, the same thing is true for D;(m o gy).
From the above for any 1 < j < d, we have the formula

D;jA,m(x) = Z v(A) Dj(mooy)(z Z Z Ve,(A) Dym(oyx).

AeRU{0} =1 AeRU{0}

In other words, D; o0 A, = Zle Auel o D, and hence our claim is true for |o| = 1. For higher
order derivatives we just need to use straight forward induction. The second property stated
in the lemma is easy to verify. From the very definition

d
A, (x%m) = Z v(\) H (z; — (2, \)\) Y m(o\x)

AeRU{0} Jj=1

which after simplification reduces to IB% ‘l’ﬁ Ay, m(z). O

The averaging operators A, occur when we try to compute the commutator of D; with
the operator of multiplication by the monomial z®. Consider first

Dj (zgm)(x) = djem + x00ym + x4 Z KJ(;\) )\jm(x) — mioaz) + Z @)\j Aem(oyz).

AER <)\’ :17> AER
Thus we see that

(2.8) Dj(xym) — x; Dym = 6 ym + Z >\ Aem(oye) = A, m.
AER
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Using induction we can obtain a formula for the commutator of D; with the operator of
multiplication by the monomial x®.

Lemma 2.6. For any C' function m and multi-index o we have the commutator relation
Dj(z“m) — z® D;m = Z 2’ A, 5y m.
|Bl=lal-1
for some functions v;(3).

Proof. We have already seen that the result is true when || = 1. Assuming the result for
some « let us consider
D;(z*"* m) = D;(zxx® m) =z, D;j(x* m) + A, (2% m)

where in the second equality we have used (2.8)). By the induction hypothesis and part (ii)
of the previous lemma we have

Dj(;pa-i-@k m) = Ty (l’a Djm + Z 28 A,jj(ﬁ) m) + ( Z :L‘BA,,ﬂ m)
1Bl=lal—1 181=lal
Renaming (5 + e in the first summand as 3, we complete the induction. The same compu-
tation works for any k. O

As we are interested a Leibnitz formula for D*(m g) where g is radial, we start with the
simplest case. By Leibnitz formula for D; we have
Dj(mg) =gDym +mdjg = gDjm + x;mD,h

where g(z) = h(|z|) and D, = r~'4£. When we compute the second order derivatives

Dy D;j(m g) we encounter terms of the form Dy(x; m) which can be handled using the first
order commutation relations proved in (Z8]). For derivatives of higher order more compli-
cated terms occur. For example, for DyD;D;(mg) we need to handle terms of the form
Dy (zx Dym). When we use commutation relations to move the factor zj to the left of D,
terms of the form A, (D;m) occur. To handle these kind of terms we use the following result.

Lemma 2.7. For any o € N? with |a| = N we have
aN
A, oD% A, = Z (DO‘ oA, 0 o Al,ij o A,,/>.
j=1
Proof. We start with the simplest case when a = e;. Consider
(AyoDjoAyym= Y v(\)Di(A,m)(orz).
AeRU{0}

Since 0y 0 D; = Dy, (e;) © ox the above takes the form

d
(40D 0 A)m=D,3" 3 v(A) (er- 0n(ey))(Avm)(oaz).
(=1 xeRU{0}
By defining v; ,(\) = v(\) (e¢ - oa(ej)) we have proved
d
(A, 0oDjo A, )m = Z(Dj oA, ,oA,)m.

(=1
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From the above expression it is clear that the lemma follows by induction. 0J

Finally, we are in a position to state and prove a Leibnitz formula for D*(m g) were
g(z) = h(|z|) is radial. Recall that D, =r~'<.

Proposition 2.8. Let m and g be two reasonable functions with g being radial. Then for
any multi-index o, we have the following Leibniz type rule

N
(2.9) D(mg) = Z Z Capiry.k T° DV my DER,

(=1 2k-+]7|—|8l=lal

for some N € N where my = (A,, 0 A,,0...0A,, )m for some functions v;. Here N depends

on « and ny depends on the triple (3,7, k).

Proof. As usual we prove this proposition by induction. We have already checked that
Dij(mg) =gDjm +m0o;jg =gD;m +x;mD,h

which proves the result when |a| = 1. Assume (2.9) for certain o and consider

N
D" (mg) = Z Z Ca,p,,k Dj (2" DVmy DER).

=1 2k+|y|-|B]=[e]
As DFh is radial, Leibnitz formula for D; gives
D; (2" D" my DEL) = D;(2” D" my ) DEh + 2 2° D my DI h.

The contribution of the second term to D*"% (m g) is therefore a finite sum of terms of the
form

+e; k+1p _ k
E Ca,B, v, k zPrei pv my DT, h = E Ca,B—ej, v, k—1 2’ D7 my Drh.
2k+|y|=18|=lal 2k+[v|=18l=l|a+e;]

To handle the contribution of the first term we make use of the results of the lemmas proved
above. In view of Lemma [2.6]

D;(¢# DV my ) Dih = (2P D5 my + 30 0¥ Ay DI ) DER.

18'|=18]-1
Once again the first term is of the stipulated form:
Y capak 2D m Di = > Cap,y—e; k @ DVmy Dfh.
2k+|y|=18|=lal 2k+|v|—|B|=la+e;]

We are now left with the following sum:

! k
Z Z Ca,B,7,k o’ (Auj(ﬁf) nymg) D:h.
2k+|y|=18]=lal |8'[=I8]-1
We now use the result of Lemma 2.7] to rewrite A, (3 D7my as a finite sum of terms of the
form

(ny oA, o.... oA,,ij)mg.

Vi

Recalling that m, = (A,, 0 A,, 0...0 A, )m we end up with sums of the form

Z Z Ca,B8,7,k LL’B/ D’ymW th

2k+y|=|Bl=lal |8'|=]8]-1
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Clearly each of these are in the required form completing our induction hypothesis. 0J

When both m and ¢ are radial the formula in the above proposition takes a simple form.
First of all observe that when m is radial A,m = ¢,m where ¢, is a constant. Thus from from
the proposition we see that D%(mg) is a linear combination of terms of the form 2 DYm DFh.
We also note that when m(z) = my(|z|), Djm(z) = x; D,mo(|z|). This leads to the following
simplified Leibnitz rule.

Corollary 2.9. Let m(x) = mo(|x|), g(x) = h(|z|) be two reasonable functions. Then for
any multi-index o, we have the following Leibniz type rule

(2.10) D%(mg)(x) = > Pi(w) Dy mo(|z]) Dyh(|x])

k+0<|a,2(k+£)—j=|cl
where for each j, Pj(x) is a homogeneous polynomial of degree j.
Proof. From the Leibnitz formula

Di(mg) = g0iym +m0;g = x;(g Dymo + mo D,h)

which shows that the corollary is true for |a| = 1. Assuming the formula for a certain a we
consider

(2.11) D+ (mg) = 3 D, (Pj DFmy Dfih) .

k+0<|a|,2(k+£)—j=||
As P; is homogeneous of degree j we have
D, <Pj DFmyg Dfih) =3 D, (xﬁ DFmy Dfih).
1Bl=i

Using the result of Lemma and noting that D¥ mo D’h is radial we have
D, (:cﬁ DFmy Dfih) — 2Pt D, (D,’f Mo Dfih) +Qp4(1) (fo mo Dfih)
where )3 ; is a homogeneous polynomial of degree (j — 1). Noting that
D, (D,’? Mo th) - (D,’?“ mo Dth + DFmy Df“h),

and putting all the terms together we can check that the D*"¢1(mg) is in the required form.
This completes the induction. 0

3. REVISITING FOURIER MULTIPLIERS

A very efficient and elegant way of establishing Fourier multiplier theorem is via the
Littlewood-Paley square functions beautifully described in the little red book [13] of Stein.
In this section we briefly recall the theory of g-functions and describe how it can be used to
prove a version of Hormander-Mihlin multiplier theorem for the Fourier transform.
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3.1. Littlewood-Paley square functions. Given a measure space (X, B, 1) let LP(X, du)
be the associated LP spaces. Recall that T;,¢ > 0 is a symmetric diffusion semigroup acting
on LP(X,du),1 < p < oo if they are contractions on LP(x,du), self-adjoint on L*(X, du)
such that Ty f > 0 for f > 0 and T;1 = 1. Given such a semigroup, we define the g-functions
by

00 1/2
a(f,x) = (/0 \OFT, f ()2 21 dt) .

Using theory of martingales, Stein [13] has proved that ||gx(f)|| < C|fll,,1 < p < oo and
under the extra assumption that ||g1(f)||2 = ¢||f||2 we have the equivalence of norms:

Allflly < Nge(Hllp < B llp-
Let us specialise this to the case when X = R™ and T; is the heat semigroup defined by

Tof(x) = f*pix) = (2m) / €€ Fl¢) e e dg

n

where p;(x) is the heat kernel associated to the Laplacian A on R™.
In this case the g,-functions can be defined even for non-integer values of k. For any s > 0
let us define

00 1/2
9s(f,w) = (/0 |Gof (x, t))?t*! dt)

where we have set

G f(a,t) = (2m) ™2 / € Fe) e e g,

n

Observe that when s = k is an integer, G,f(z,t) = OFT,f(z) so that we get back the g
function defined earlier. For these square functions we can pove the following result. Since
the general theory does not apply ( when s is not an integer) we have a different proof.

Theorem 3.1. Let s > 1/2 and 1 < p < oo. Then for all f € LP(R")
Allfllp < Nlgs(Hllp < B flp-

Proof. By Plancherel, it immediately follows that ||gs(f)|l2 = 27°v/I'(2s)]| f||2- It is therefore
enough to show that f — gs(f) is bounded on LP(IR™). To prove this, we note that G : f —
Gsf(z,t) is a convolution operator, viz. Gyf(z,t) = f * K(x,t) where

Ki(wt) = [ en¥jefeee ag

If we can show that K(x,t) is a Calderon-Zygmund kernel taking values in the Hilbert space
H, = L*(RT,t>*71dt), then we can appeal to the theory of vector-valued singular integral
operator to prove the boundedness of the g,-function. Now the kernel K (x,t) is clearly
radial and satisfies K,(z,t) = t /> K (2/V/t,1) = t7/?=°k,(|x|/\/t) (say). Therefore, we
calculate that

/ K (e, )22t = / 7 ey (a2l V) 2t = Cy ]
0 0

where the constant C; is given by the integral

2/ t2"_1|k8(t)|2dt = cn/ |z|™ | K (z, 1)|2d:B.
0 n
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It is easy to see that this integral is finite. Integrating by parts in the integral defining
K (z,1) we have
K (2, 1) = i / 17 0 (|26 ) die.

n

As we are assuming s > 1/2 the above gives the estimate |K,(z,1)| < Cy|z|71* as long as
la] < n+1. Hence Cy < oo and we get the estimate || K(z, )|z, < Clz|™". In a similar way
we can show that |[VK,(z, )|, < Cslz|™" L. O

Along with g-functions we also need g*-functions which are defined as follows.

gi(f.x)* = / ( DT f )P+t o — ylz)‘sdy) /2 gt
0 R™

Theorem 3.2. Let s > n/2. Then for any 2 < p < oo we have ||gX(f)|l, < C|fll,-

This result is proved by using the properties of the g; function and the boundedness of
the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function.

3.2. A version of Hormander-Mihlin multiplier theorem. The boundedness of the
Fourier multiplier 7,, on LP(R") is proved under the following condition on the multiplier.
For any ¢ € C§°(R"™) supported in the complement of 0 define

o(et) = [ e Su(mie/ Vi
We say that m satisfies Hormander’s condition of order s if for any such ¢
| @ lal i P < C

for all ¢ > 0. By replacing v by | - |**%) we can rewrite the above condition as follows. Let

oalant) = [ emePUVim(E)de,
Then the above condition on m is equivalent to the estimate

| Py o) o < Gt

Replacing the function 1 by the Gaussian e~ ¥” in the above let us define

u(ot) = [ emeee (e viyds
We say that m satisfies the modified Hormander’s condition of order s if
(3.1) Sup/ (1 + 2| (a, £) 2z < C,

t>0

Clearly, this consition is slightly stronger than Hormander’s condition. As before by defining

u(o,t) = [ e pemle)e i dg

we can show that the modified Hormander’s condition is equivalent to

(3.2) / (1 + t 72 |2[2)| s (0, )2 dz < C =22,
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Using the properties of the g and ¢* functions we can easily prove a version of multiplier
theorem under a modified Hérmander condition.

Theorem 3.3. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies the condition [B.2) for some
s > n/2. Then the Fourier multiplier T,, is bounded on LP(R™) for any 1 < p < 0.

Proof. In view of Theorem 3.1 we have ||T,,.f|l, < Cllgs+1(Tnf)|lp- If we can show that
Gs+1(Tnf,x) < Cgi(f, x) pointwise, then by Theorem 3.2 we get || T,,.f|l, < C| f]l, for any

p > 2. For 1 < p < 2 we can use duality. Recalling the definition Gy f(z,t) and mg(z,1t)
we can write

GoniTuf(z,2t) = [ 0T f(x—y) (L4t y[») (1 + ¢y ) Py, t) dy.
R?’L

Under the assumption that m satisfies [3.2) we get
|Gaor T f (2, 2) P < O30 / 0T f(x = y)P (L4t y[*)* dy.
Rn

Integrating the above against t>T!dt we obtain g, (T f,z) < Cg(f, x). O

Remark 3.4. Consider the Hormander condition

1/2
( / |aam<s>|2dg) < CR-laltin,
R<|¢|<2R

We claim that this is stronger than the condition (31 when s = k is an integer. To see that
we need to estimate the integral

(1= )% (jePre e m(e VD)) Pde.

R

It is enough to show that

[ o (e < v ) P

for all |a| < k. Consider the term when all the derivatives fall on m which is given by
¢~ lal+2k+n/2 ‘5‘4k€_2t|§|2|8am(f)‘2df.
RTL

To estimate the above integral we note that

e (g < €Y e / 0 m(€)Pdg.

R 21/2<¢|<20+1)/2

j=—o0

As m is assumed to satisfy the Hormander condition, we get the estimate

- lal+2k+n/2 |§|4k6—2t|§|2|aam(€)|2d§ <C Z (t 2]')(_\@|+"/2+2k) 6_t2j+1.
R7 P—
The above series converges for all ¢ > 0 and defines a locally bounded function ¢ (t) which

satisfies 1 (t) = ¥(2t). Hence 1(t) is a bounded function. In a similar way we can estimate
the other terms as well.
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4. MULTIPLIER THEOREMS FOR THE DUNKL TRANSFORM

In this section we use Littlewood-Paley-Stein theory of g-functions defined by the semi-
group 19 = e (=8 and prove multiplier theorems. When m is radial we recover the known
result due to Dai and Wang [4]. For the general case we prove the multiplier theorem for
radial functions in L?(R? h2) but only for p > 2.

4.1. Littlewood-Paley square functions in the Dunkl setting. If we let T} stand for
the heat semigroup generated by the Dunkl Laplacian A, then general theory applies and
we get the boundedness of g, k € N and gf,s > d,/2 as in the case of Fourier transform.
However, if we want to prove the boundedness of gs-functions for non integral values of s,
then there is no readily available singular integral theory for convolution type operators. the
main obstacle is the lack of knowledge about the L” boundedness of the Dunkl translation
operator 7,.. There are singular integral theory developed in the Dunkl setting but it is difficult
verify the required estimates on the kernel. For example we need pointwise estimates for the
translation of the kernel

Kiwt) = [ Bulin )l 12() de.

When s = k is a positive integer, 7,.(2) K (y,t) = 0Fhi(z,y) where hy(x,y) is the Dunkl
heat kernel. Hence in this case we can use known estimates of h;(x,y) and its derivatives.
However, when s is not an integer we do not know how to estimate 7, (z)K,(y, ).

When s > 0 is not an integer, we choose k as the least integer such that s < k£ and let § =
s/k < 1. Instead of the semigroup 7, = e~*~=) we consider the semigroup Tis = et =Ax)"
generated by the fractional power (—A,)°. From the above representation (Z6) it is clear
that T} 5 is a symmetric diffusion semigroup in the sense of Stein [I3] and by general theory
we have the following result. Let g; ;5 be the g function associated to 7} 5 and for s > 0 define

iatdoal = [ ([ 10T Pre)t+ e - o) Ry ) e e
0 R

Theorem 4.1. For any 1 < p < oo, we have A||fl|l, < |lg;s()ll, < Bl fll, for all f €
LP(RY, h2). If s > d,./2 and p > 2 we also have ||g% ;(f)]l, < O fllp-

The inequality of g7 ;(f) follows from the fact that the maximal function

Mf(a)=sup 5 | [f@)lrela)(1+ 675 )7 (-y) W)y

t>0

is bounded on LP,1 < p < oo provided s > d, /2. The details are the same as in the Fourier
transform case.

4.2. Radial multipliers for the Dunkl transform. In this subsection we consider Dunkl
multipliers 7,, when m is radial. As in the case of the Fourier transform, let us define

(1, t) = / E(iz, ) |§[*m(t~ 25 &)™ h2(x)dg
Rd
and consider the modified Hormander condition

(4.1) Sup/ (1 + |2[2)* |5 (2, 1)|? B2 (2)dz < C,.
t>0 JRd
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As before we can rewrite this condition in terms of another function defined by

M 5(2, 1) :/ B (i, €) |€*m(&)e " 2 (x)de.
Rd

The modified Hérmander’s condition is equivalent to the following estimate:
(4.2) / (1 + £ 2) iy 5 (a0 B2 () dar < O 22090 20),
Rd

Theorem 4.2. Let m be a radial function which satisfies the condition (A1) for some s >
d./2. Then the Dunkl multiplier T, is bounded on LP(R? h2) for all 1 < p < oco.

Proof. Since the norm of gx41.5(7f) is equivalent to that of 7, f it is enough to prove that
Gt 16(Tm f, ) < C g 5(f, ). To this end we write

Gur T 0:20) = [ 0T (0) ) =3.0) i)y
Now we make use of the assumption that m is radial. Writing
g5 (y,t) = (Lt y2) 2L 0y ?) i 5y, )
and making use of Corollary we get the estimate
(@) 5 (y, 1) < 7o) (14 672y B) 7o m() (L+ 47 y[?)* s sy, 6)) -

Under the assumption on the function m, s(z,t) we get the estimate
|Grerr,6 T f (2, 28)7 < Ct‘%/‘s‘dﬂ/(z‘s)/ O Tsf (y)? (@) (1470 = ) hi(y)dy .
R4

Integrating the above with respect to t?**1dt and noting that s/§ = k we obtain the estimate
Grr1.5(Tof, ) < C gl 5(f, x) as claimed. O

4.3. Dunkl multipliers acting on radial functions. In this subsection we consider
the general multiplier 7,, (where m is not assumed to be radial) acting on the subspace
LP (RY, h2). A slight variation in the proof of Theorem L2 yields the following result. Note

rad

that the following theorem is proved only for p > 2. This is due the fact that g7 ; function is

bounded on LP(R¢, h?) only for p > 2 and as 7, need not take radial functions into radial
functions, we cannot use duality.

Theorem 4.3. Let m be a bounded function which satisfies the condition ([AJ]) for some
s > d,/2. Then the Dunkl multiplier T,, : L (R h?) — LP(RY h?%) is bounded for all
2 <p<oo.

Proof. We begin as in the case of Theorem the integral representation
(4.3) GrrrTmf (7, 2t) = / 7o(@) (O Tisf) (—y) Mss(y, ) ki (y)dy

R4
where the translation is now placed on the first factor. As before writing
s 5(y, 1) = (L0 y2) =2 (L 17 y)?)* i 5 (y, 1)
and applying Cauchy-Schwarz in (4.3]) and making use of (4.2]) we obtain

G sTonf (2, 20)[F < CO2PNE) 7 (@) (T, ) (=) (L4719 P) R (y)dy
R
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As f is radial, so is 0,1} f and hence by Corollary we have
|7e(2) (0 Tis f) (W) I* < 7ul@) |0 T P ().

Using this in the above inequality, transferring the translation to the second factor, namely
(1+t"'%)y|?)~*, integrating against ***+1dt¢ and noting that s/6 = k we obtain the estimate

Grr1,6(Tnfr ) < Cgis(f, )

as before. ]

Let us look at the condition (&2) closely. When ¢~/9|2[?> < 1 it is implied by
/ |52, 1) |2 B2 (2)da < Ct2/07dn/(20),
Rd

Recalling the definition of m, s(z,t) we see that this estimate holds whenever m is bounded

in view of Plancherel theorem for the Dunkl transform. When ¢t~1/%|z|?> > 1 the estimate
([4.2) follows from

/ 2% | s 5 (2, )|? W2 (z)dx < Ct3/0 4/ (20)
Rd

When s = k is an integer so that 6 = 1 the above estimate is equivalent to

(4.4) / 2% g 5 (2, 1)? B2 (z)dx < CtF=dx/2
Rd
for all |o| = k. From the definition of E,(x,y) it follows that
(=) 2 (e, t) = | D Eliz, €) l€[*m(€)e™ " hi(€)de.
R

Integrating by parts and using Plancherel we see that (4.4]) is equivalent to

/ DR (6 m(€)e 67 [2 12 (€)de < O 1l
Rd

At this point we need the Leibnitz formula stated and proved in Proposition 2.8

Proof of Corollary 7. Let hy(r) = ¢~ and take g(¢) = hy(|¢]). We are left with
proving the estimate

/ |Da(mg>(£)|2hi(£)d§ < Ct_k_dn/2
R

for all || = k. From the Leibnitz formula for D(m g) proved in Proposition 2.8 we need to
verify

(4.5) [ 16 Dmate) Dim(IgDP R de < Cror
Rd
where 2j + |v| — |B] = k. As my satisfies the same estimates as m we have
€7 Dmy(€)] < ClgHAL
On the other hand recalling the definition of D, it is easy to check that
(4.6) [Dih(€)] < C [gf*—2 et
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for some a > 0. Consequently, as 2j + |y| — |3| = k see that (435]) is bounded by
C/ €[ 72 R (€) de < Ot
Rd

Thus the modified Hérmander condition (£.2]) is satisfied which completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [I.9 As in the proof of the previous corollary, using the Leibnitz for-
mula proved in Corollary we need to prove the estimates

(47 / 1Bi() Do) Dih(€)I 2 (€) de < € 1o

for all n 4+ ¢ < k,2(n + {) — j = k for any homogeneous polynomial P; of degree j. The
hypothesis on mg gives the estimate |D"mq(|¢])| < ¢, |£]|7*". Using this and the estimate
(Z6) and remembering the relation 2(n 4 ¢) — j = k, the integral ([£.7) is bounded by

C/ €[ 72 nE(€) dg < Cr R,
Rd
This completes the proof of the theorem as the modified Hérmander condition is satisfied. [J
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