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1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to exhibit operational calculi on distributions with
compact support for two of the most useful index transforms: Kontorovich-
Lebedev (8€) and Mehler-Fock (93). Their corresponding inversion formulae
are the key to these calculi. Starting with their inversion formulae and using
a variant of the Banach-Steinhaus theorem for barreled spaces, we obtain in
both cases a distribution which solves a differential equations with constants
coefficients which involves certain operators related with each of the transforms.

Specifically, one solves distributional equations of type P (A}) f = g, where,
for the Kontorovich-Lebedev case, P denotes any polynomial with no zeros in
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the interval (—o0,0), g denotes any distribution with compact support on the
interval (0,00), and A} denotes the formal adjoint of the differential operator

A, = 3D, +tD; - 2, (1.1)
and for the Mehler-Fock case, P denotes any polynomial with no zeros in the
interval (-—oo, —(n+ %)2) , g denotes any distribution with compact support
on the interval (1,00) and A} denotes the formal adjoint of the differential
operator

A= (E-1)""D, (2 -1)"" D (2 - 1), (12)

n € N, fixed.

An outstanding result, basic to our purposes, is an equivalence of the usual
topology with topologies arising from the aforementioned operators, on the
space of infinitely differentiable functions on the interval I, where I = (0, co) for
the Kontorovich-Lebedev case and I = (1,00) for the Mehler-Fock case. This
equivalence of topologies provides certain operational rules for the respective
index transforms which allow to obtain the distribution solution as a limit of
specific distributions connected with the corresponding inversion formulae.

Related work on operational calculi for index transforms have been carried
out in [6], [8], [9] and [10] among others.

2. Operational calculus: the Kontorovich-Lebedev case

In [12], the Kontorovich-Lebedev transform, whose kernel K;r (t), t € I =
(0,00), 7 > 0, is the Macdonald function, and which acts on the space of
distributions with compact support on the interval (0, c0), has been studied in
detail. In particular, an inversion formula is established, which is basic for our
purposes. The precise result is:

If f € & (I), and for T > 0 we set
F(r) = (Re[f]) (1) = (£(t), Kir (2)) , (2.1)
then, for every ¢ € D (I),
(f,9) = li —2—/TF K; inh7rd 2.2
’ = im 7l'2y A (T) T (y)'rsm T T,¢(y) ’ ( < )

T—o00

the limit being in the sense of D’ (I).
In order to establish the main result of this section we need the following
two lemmas:
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Lemma 2.1. For each compact subset K C I and each k € NU {0}, let v x
be the seminorm on & (I) given by

Y.k () = sup |Af o (t)|, pe€(),
teK

where A, is the differential operator given by (1.1) and A¥ is its k't iteration.
Then {,k } generates a topology on £ (I) which agrees with the usual topology
of this space.

Proof. The expression for A¥ given in [3, Formula (2.16), p. 73| yields that
any sequence {@n},cn C € (I) which tends to zero for the usual topology on
& (I) also tends to zero for the topology generated by the family of seminorms
{w.x}-

Conversely, let {¢n},cn be a sequence on £ (I) which tends to zero with
respect to the topology generated by {vk k}. It is clear that ¢, and A;¢, tend
to zero as n — oo, uniformly in each compact subset K C I. Moreover, for

(1.1),

Argn (8) +¢n (8) = £*Didn (¢) + tDign (1), (23)
and the left hand side of (2.3) also tends to zero as n — oo, uniformly on each
compact subset K C I.

Now, the right-hand side of (2.3) is tD; [tD;¢y, (t)] ;and thus, Dy [tDi¢y (t)]
tends to zero as n — 0o, uniformly on each compact subset K C I.

Since, foranya € I, a ¢ K,
t
/ D, [zD,n (2)] dz = tDyd, (t) — aDyn (), (24)

it follows that tD;¢, (t) — aDi¢, (a) tends to zero as n — oo, uniformly for ¢
on the compact subset K C I. Dividing by ¢ and integrating once again, one
has

[ [D2#n(2) = £Dubn (@)] dz = 80 () = 62 (@)~ aDid () (nt = ),

and thus, noting that In¢ —Ina is bounded away from zero for all ¢ € K, we see
that D;¢, (a) — 0 as n — co. Consequently, D;¢n tends to zero as n — oo,
uniformly on each compact subset K C I. From (2.3), the same conclusion
holds for D?¢,,.

Now assume by induction that, for 0 < m < 2k — 2, D", tends to zero
as n — 00, uniformly on each compact subset K C I. From the equality
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(3, Formula (2.16), p. 73],

2k

Af‘ﬁn t) = Etij (t) Di¢n (t),

3=0
where the P} are polynomials such that Pf, (t) = 1and P, (t) =k(2k - 1).
Then

2%—2 ‘

Ak (t) = Y /P (t) Dign (t) = t**Di* ¢ (t) — t* 'k (2k — 1) D¥*-1g,_ (1)

7=0
= tk3-20) p, [tk(2k-—1) thk-l b (t)] :

which, arguing as for the case k = 1, yields that Df"'lqb,. and kaqbn
tend to zero as n — oo, uniformly in each compact subset K C I.

Finally, taking into account that the topologies on £ (I) for both families of
semi-norms, the usual and the ~ k’s, are metrizable, the conclusion follows.

o}

The next assertion establishes the asymptotic behaviour of the function F'
in (2.1).
Lemma 2.2. Let f bein &' (I), and let F be defined by (2.1). Then one has
F(r)=0(1), 71-0%, (2.5)
and
F(r)=0 (T’e_"'/z) : T — 00, (2:6)

for some nonnegative integer r.

Proof. According to Lemma 2.1 above, we may consider the space & (I)
equipped with the topology arising from the family of seminorms -k, x. From
(7, Proposition 2, p. 97], there exist C > 0 and a nonnegative integer p, both
depending on f, such that

- . k. ¥ 2%k 5.
IF ()] = (), Kir (O))] < C miax max|A;Kir (8)] = C mmax max | K (2)]

Now taking into account that for each fixed t € (0,00) one has
Ki:(t)=0(1), T — 0%, (2.7)
as follows from the integral representation ([2, Formula (21), p. 82])

{o o]
Kir (t) =/ et % oog Ty du,
0
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and that for each fixed t € (0,00),
Kir (t)=0 (e—"ﬂ (r2 - t2)‘1/4) Y 50 (2.8)
(see [2, Formula (19), p. 88]), the conclusion follows since ¢ ranging on a

compact subset K of I.
We observe that for f € £ (I), it is straightforward that

k
(re [(4)* £]) (1) = (~1)* 7% (a2 [£) (),
for all k € NU{0} and 7 > 0, where A} denotes the formal adjoint of the
differential operator A, in (1.1).
Next, we establish the main result of this section.
Theorem 1. Assume g € &' (I) and let P be a polynomial with no zeros in

the interval (—o00,0). Then, the distribution f in D’ (I) defined for any ¢ €
D(I) by

2005, G
(f,8) = <,r2y [ Py Kor () sinhrdr, 6 4) (29)
where G denotes the Kontorovich-Lebedev transform (2.1) of g, satisfies the
operational equation

P(4)f=g. (2.10)

Proof. To show the existence of the limit in (2.9), we use the variant of the
Banach-Steinhaus theorem in 7, Corollary of Proposition 5, p. 216]. To do so,
we take a polynomial Q of degree r + 1, with no zeros in (—00,0). We have

T
<—2—y /o P(z ) )Kw (y) Tsinhwrdr, ¢ (y)>

T2

T .
=<%Q @) [ remac K’;(y)fsinh’"dﬂ¢(y)> 211

(i3 [ o fisB D o Q)
_<;r—2/0 PO g Tsmh1r1'd'r,Q(A,,)¢(y)>.

Now, we may assume that the support of ¢ is contained in the interval [a,b] C
(0,00). Thus, (2.11) can be written as
T . b g
72 Jo P(-m)Q(-7%) Ja y
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From (2.5) and (2.6), and taking into account (2.7) and (2.8), it follows that,
for some suitable positive constants C, D, E, T) and T3, (2.12) is bounded
above by

Ty T2 G (r) Tsinhnwr
C/ dr+D dr
o | P{=1?)Q(~1f) T P(—T2)Q (—72)
Y if 2r+l —1r1'/2e1r1-
+FE r=12e=77/2| 4r
n [P(-m)Q(-7%)

Clearly, these integrals are bounded. Therefore, the limit in (2.9) exists for all
¢ € D (I), which proves that f € D’ (I).

In order to prove that f satisfies equation (2.10), observe that, from the
inversion formula (2.2), it follows for all ¢ € D (I), that

(P(4) f,9) = (f, P(Ay) )

T T
= lim <;% 0 PCZ'(T)z)K,,(y)rsmhmdrP(A,,)¢(y)>

Leehs 2 ’ L G(T) Ki-r(y) :
= lim <FP(Ay) P —y—rsznhwrdr,¢(y)>

T—o0

. 2 o Y ]
= lim <7r_2—3;/(; G (1) Kir (y)'rsmhﬂ'rdr,q&(y)> = (g,9)-

T—o0

3. Operational calculus: the Mehler-Fock case

The Mehler-Fock transform of order n, whose kernel P__;‘ +ir (), t € 1 =(1,00),

7 > 0, is the associated Legendre function of the first kind and order n € N, and
which acts on the space of distributions with compact support on the interval
(1,00), is examined in detail in [5]. In particular, an inversion formula there
established will be of utmost importance to our purposes. To be precise, the
result needed is [5, Theorem 4.1]:

Iffe& (I),™>0,n€N, and we set
F ()= @3 () = (£ (), P}, ©), (3.1)

then
(f,¢) =

el Fou, ¥ 1 ¥ i 4
Tlglcl,o<7_r/o ‘rsmh7rrl“(n +3 +zT)F(n ta lT) x P %+,T(t)F\T)d"', ¢(t)>
(3.2)
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for all ¢ € D (I), the limit being in the sense of £’ (I).
The following result will be also useful in this section.
Lemma 3.1. For each compact subset K C I and k € NU {0}, let yx x be the
seminorm in £ (I) given by
"k (9) =sup|Afe (1), SeE(I),
teK

where A; is the differential operator given by (1.2). Then {v k} generates a
topology on £ (I) which agrees with its usual topology.

Proof. The proof is parallel to that of Lemma 2.1. Observe in this case that,
for each ¢ € € (I),

At¢(t>+[ (n+1)+ ]¢<t>-(2—1)D?¢(t>+2w,¢(t>, (33)

and that the right hand side of (3.3) is D, [(t* — 1) D¢ (t)] .
Now let {¢ }men be a sequence in £(I) which tends to zero with respect to
the topology generated by {7k k},that for any a € I, and a ¢ K,

/ t D, [(22 = 1) Dz¢m ()] dz = (£* — 1) Dydm (t) — (a® — 1) Digm (a),
& (3.4)

tends to zero uniformly on K.

Arguing as in Lemma 2.1, both
B
Degm (t) — Dz¢m (a)

and

[ [Pebm@) ~ G Dam(a)]
= ¢m (t) — P (@) — (a2 —1) D¢¢m (a) /at xz—ildz

tend to zero uniformly on K. Thus, D¢, (a) — 0 as m — oo.

Now, from (3.4) it follows that D¢¢,, — 0 as m — oo, and from (3.3) that
D2¢, — 0 as m — 0o, both uniformly on K.

For the general case, one proceeds by induction on k. To do so, we make use
of the equality (see [4, p. 121])
2k

Af = Z (t2 e l)j—kpj,k (t)Dz

=0
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where the p; ;. are polynomials such that the po i (£) = 1 and pax_1 & (t) = 2k>¢.
Thus, for all € £ (I),
2%k—2

A6 (1) = 3 (2~ 1) pix (t) Dio(t)

j=0
= (- 1)" D¥¢ (1) + (£ - 1) 2k*DF 9 (1)
= (@-1*"p, [(2-1)" DFe 1)

Therefore, the same argument as for the case k = 1 yields the conclusion for
all k.

Arguing as in Lemma 2.2, it is proved in [5, Theorem 3.2] that for every
f € & (I) there exists a nonnegative integer r such that

F{@)=0a1), T — 1%, (3.5)
and
F(r)=0(r*), 7-0. (3.6)
Furthermore, for all f € &' (1),
2 k
@A) = [-(n+3) -] ENEO. @2

holds for all £ € NU {0}, 7 > 0 and n € N, where A} denotes the formal adjoint
of the differential operator A; given by (1.2) (see [5, Proposition 3.1]).

Next we establish the main result of this section.

Theorem 2. Assume g € £'(I) and let P be a polynomial with no zeros in
the interval (—oo, —(n+ %)2), where n € N is fixed. Then, the distribution f
in D' (I) given for any ¢ € D (I) by

(f,9) = Tli_{go<7lr/oT'rsinh7rrI‘ (n+ % +i7‘) T (n + % = ,-T)
x P}, () 5 (_(ni(; ; — T2) &, ¢(t)>,

G denoting the Mehler-Fock transform (3.1) of g, satisfies the operational equa-
tion

(3.8)

P(A)f=g (3.9)
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Proof. In order to prove that f is in fact in D’ (I) we resort again to the variant
of the Banach-Steinhaus theorem considered in [7, Corollary of Proposition 5,
p. 216] and prove that the limit in (3.8) exists for all ¢ € D (I). To do so, we
take a polynomial Q of degree r + n + 1, with no zeros in (—o0,— (n + %)2)
Now,

3 s Il 1 —n
<—/ Tsinh77l'(n+ - +z*r)I‘(n+ —$7)P] §+"_( )
0

G(r)
“Pmr -

)dr, ¢(t)>

= < A})— / 'rsmh1rTI‘(n+ 1 +zT)I‘(n+ 1 z'r)P‘*_‘_ 1_( )

G(T)
Pt - PR+ D -

(3.10)

dr,¢<t)>

2d¥ o 8 1é: s 1
=<;/0 ‘rsmh7r'rI‘(n+—+ZT)1"(ﬂ+ —i7) %‘HT(t)
G(r)
*P= (n+3)2-7)Q(-(n+3)2 - 72)

Again, we assume that the support of ¢ is contained in the interval [a,b] C
(1,00). Thus, expression (3.10) can be written as

l/TTSinhﬂ'TF(n+%+iT)1"(n+%-—i‘r)G(T)
Tl P(~(n+3)'-r)Q(-(n+1) - 2)

o, Q(At)qs(t)}.

b
< [ Pop ©Q(A) o0atar.
Now observe that there exists a constant M such that
/ Tsinh77T (n + o= zr) r (n + Y ,”-) G(r)
0

(—(n+ 5) ‘-T2) Q (—-(n+ 5) -—7‘2)

x / 'P‘;‘ o (0Q(4r) ¢(t)‘ dtdr
<M /o :

11
‘rsinh1r*rI‘(n+%+i7-)I‘(n+%_iT)G(T)I (3.11)

P+ -7) (- D-) |

arg cosh b
x /
argcosha

P}, (cosht)sinht| dedr,
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and that from (3.5), (3.6) and the following facts
P—;-H'r

([1, Formula 3.7(6), p. 155] and [5, (2.3)]),

(cosht) =0(1), as7— 0%, forallte (0,00),
t/2
= _"—i—-i—— —
§+w (cosht) = (r = 1)1/2) , asT — 400, for allt € (0,00),
[11, Formula (24). p. 231], and

'rsinh1rTI‘(n+%+iT>F(n+-;-—iT)=0(7'2), as T — 01,

rsinher‘(n+%+i'r)I‘(n+%-—ir) =0 (), a7 — o0,

(see [1, 1.18(6), p. 47]), there exist suitable positive constants C, D, E, T} and
T5 such that the right hand side of (3.11) is bounded above by

c/n
Tz Tsinh7rTI‘(n+%+iT)I‘(n+%—i1-) G(7)
e Eer—

arg cosh b
x /
argcosha
T l 7.2r+n+;~
+E

7 |P(~(n+3)"-72)Q(-(n+ 1) -72)

Clearly the integrals are bounded. Therefore, the limit in (3.8) exists for all ¢
€ D(I), and thus f € D’ (I).

72

(n+ B —7'2) Q (—(n+ %)2 -7'2)

dr

"7+ (cosht) sinht| dtdr

dr.




CALCULI FOR KONTOROVICH-LEBEDEV AND MEHLER-FOCK TRANSFORMS 91

In order to prove that f satisfies equation (3.9) just observe that from the
inversion formula (3.2) it follows, for all ¢ € D (I) that

(P(A)f,¢) = (f, P(Ar) ¢) =
= T%<%/OTTsinh7r'rF (n + % +iT) r (n+ % - ir) p:ZHT (t)

G(7)
Plemray-r) " 0)

g ,1/T . b oo SV O
_1!-1-1.%0<P(A’)7r h 7sinh 77T n+ g +ir i n+g =it _§+w(t)

G(7)
TP dTor) ¥4

A8 e it [ P
—Th_xgo<;/o rsinh 77T (n+ 3 +'LT) r (n-+— 3 —-m') P_§+'.T(t)

x G(r)dr, ¢(t)>

X
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