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ABSTRACT. The g-Laguerre polynomials correspond to an indeterminate moment
problem. For explicit discrete non-N-extremal measures corresponding to Ra-
manujan’s 19;-summation, we complement the orthogonal g-Laguerre polyno-
mials to an explicit orthogonal basis for the corresponding L2-space. The dual
orthogonal system consists of so-called big g-Bessel functions, which can be ob-
tained as a rigorous limit of the orthogonal system of big g-Jacobi polynomials.
Interpretations on the SU(1,1) and E(2) quantum groups are discussed.

1. Introduction

This paper answers two seemingly different questions which both originated from
quantum groups. First, consider the system of Moak’s [21] g-Laguerre polynomials
with respect to their familiar discrete orthogonality measure. Can we extend this in
an explicit way to a complete orthogonal system of eigenfunctions of a doubly infinite
Jacobi matrix originating from analysis on SU,(1,1), the quantum SU(1,1) group?
Second, can we obtain orthogonality relations and dual orthogonality relations for
certain (big) g-Bessel functions originating (see [4]) on E,(2), the quantum group of
plane motions, and give rigorous proofs of these orthogonalities? The two questions
are related because the dual orthogonality relations for the big g-Bessel functions turn
out to be the orthogonality relations for the completed ¢g-Laguerre polynomials.

It is well known that the moment problem corresponding to Moak’s g-Laguerre
polynomials is indeterminate as a Stieltjes moment problem. Moak [21, Theorems 1
and 2] gives several orthogonality measures for the g-Laguerre polynomials: an abso-
lutely continuous measure on [0, 0c0) and purely discrete measures supported on the set
{cq® | k € Z} for any constant ¢ > 0; see §4 for the explicit weights. See also Ismail
and Rahman [10] for the explicit calculation of the entire functions in the Nevan-
linna parametrization of the orthogonality measures for the moment problem for the
g-Laguerre polynomials. We are interested in the discrete orthogonality measures.
From the general theory of orthogonal polynomials, it follows that the polynomials
are not dense in the corresponding space of quadratically integrable functions since
the support is not the set of zeros of an entire function. This is expressed by say-
ing that the measure is not N-extremal. See [1] for more information on moment
problems and orthogonal polynomials. In this paper, we complement the g-Laguerre
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polynomials to an orthogonal basis of the L2-space for the discrete measure by using
a certain g-analogue of the Bessel function of order a.. The dual basis functions can
be recognized as big ¢g-Bessel functions; see below.

Bessel functions have g-analogues of several sorts. Best known and probably the
oldest ones are Jackson’s first and second g-Bessel functions; see Ismail [8]. They occur
in many places, including the present paper, but they have the draw-back that they
do not form an orthogonal system (possibly they form a biorthogonal system). Other
g-analogues of Bessel functions can be obtained as formal limit cases of the three
g-analogues of Jacobi polynomials, i.e., of little g-Jacobi polynomials, big g-Jacobi
polynomials, and Askey-Wilson (AW) polynomials. For this reason, we propose to
speak about little g-Bessel functions, big ¢g-Bessel functions, and AW-type g-Bessel
functions for the corresponding limit cases. Little, big, and AW-type ¢g-Bessel functions
have interpretations on E4(2) completely analogous to the interpretations of little and
big g-Jacobi polynomials and Askey-Wilson polynomials on SU,(2), the quantum
SU(2) group; see Vaksman and Korogodskil [23], Koelink [14, 15], and Bonechi et al.
[4]. See also Ismail et al. [9] for the Fourier-Bessel transform of the AW-type g-Bessel
function. The duals of the AW-type g-Bessel functions also can be viewed as the little
g-Jacobi functions which live on SU,(1,1); see Masuda et al. [20]. These three types
of ¢-Bessel functions satisfy orthogonality relations which can be obtained as formal
limits of the corresponding orthogonality relations for g-Jacobi polynomials. In the
g-Bessel case, it is not sufficient to give orthogonality relations; one also has to prove
completeness, either directly or by giving dual orthogonality relations. For rigorous
proofs of orthogonality and completeness, we mention three different techniques: (i)
spectral theoretic methods, (ii) direct proofs by use of generating functions, and (iii)
rigorous limit transitions from the orthogonal polynomials case. Usually, only the first
method yields both orthogonality and completeness. The second method was used for
little g-Bessel functions by Koornwinder and Swarttouw [18] and was sufficient because
of self-duality. The first method was used for little g-Jacobi functions by Kakehi et
al. [11, 12]. In the present paper, we give three different proofs, first by the spectral
method, and next by method (ii) for the extension of the g-Laguerre orthogonality,
and then by method (iii) for the big g-Bessel orthogonality.

The spectral method, developed in Sections 2 and 3, is based on the spectral analysis
of a doubly infinite Jacobi matrix, see e.g., Masson and Repka [19]. This operator arises
in a natural way from SU,(1,1). The spectral analysis is very similar to the spectral
analysis for second order differential equations (see [6]), such as for the second order
differential equation satisfied by the Jacobi functions (see a survey of these functions in
[17]). The support of the spectral measure is determined by the zeros of a c-function.
We calculate the Green’s function, and we obtain the spectral measure for the doubly
infinite Jacobi matrix from the Green’s function. The spectral measure is discrete and
its support falls into two sets, one set corresponding to eigenvectors in terms of the
g-Laguerre polynomials and the other set corresponding to eigenvectors in terms of
the g-Bessel coefficients. It should be noted that this method corresponds to the one
employed by Kakehi et al. [11, 12] giving the Plancherel measure for the little g-Jacobi
functions from its interpretation as matrix elements of irreducible representations of
SU,(1,1).

The orthogonality relations and squared norms resulting from the spectral analysis
are explicitly given in §4. Since we give a basis for this space, we also obtain the dual
orthogonality relations as an immediate consequence. Using a method of Berg [3], we
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can easily construct more non-N-extremal orthogonality measures for the ¢g-Laguerre
polynomials on the same set {c¢® | k¥ € Z} by perturbing with any of the g-Bessel
functions which are bounded on this set.

In §5, we give a straightforward proof of the orthogonality relations for the g¢-
Laguerre polynomials and ¢-Bessel functions using two generating functions for the
g-Bessel functions. This technique is motivated by [13, 18].

In §6, we obtain the orthogonality relations for the big ¢-Bessel functions as a
rigorous limit of the big g-Jacobi polynomial case. The formal limit is suggested
by the limit transition of SU,(2) group to E,(2). Big g-Jacobi polynomials have an
interpretation as basis elements for the regular representation of SUy(2) on quantum
spheres; see [22]. In the limit transition, these basis elements tend to the corresponding
basis elements for the regular representation of F4(2) on quantum hyperboloids, and
these latter basis elements can be written as big g-Bessel functions; see [4].

So we see that the same result on g¢-special functions can be obtained from two
different quantum group interpretations: by considering the quantum SU(1,1) group
or the quantum group of plane motions. This is also the case for the little g-Jacobi
functions studied in [11, 12] which originated as spherical functions on SUq4(1,1), but
which also can be viewed as certain g-analogues of Bessel functions and then have an
interpretation on the quantum group of plane motions; see [15].

Notation. We follow the notation of Gasper and Rahman [7] for basic (or g-) hyper-
geometric series. Throughout we assume that 0 < g < 1.

2. Solutions to a symmetric operator

Consider the unbounded operator L acting on £2(Z) by

(Lu)k = Qg Uk+1 + bk uk + k-1 Uk—1, U= (uk)kGZa
ap =g 3D 1+ c gk, b, = Ve l(t+t7 1)k

where ¢ > 0 and t € R\{0} are fixed constants, so that ax > 0 and b;, € R. The
operator is densely defined and symmetric. Split the operator L into two Jacobi
matrices Jy and J_; see [19]. The coefficients aj are bounded as k — —oo, so that
the moment problem corresponding to J_ is determined. So the deficiency indices
for L are either (0,0) or (1,1). Take z € C\R. From the theory of orthogonal
polynomials, we see that the space of solutions of Lu = z u which are ¢2 for k — —oc0
is one-dimensional. For the space of solutions of Lu = zu which are £2 for k — oo,
there are two possibilities: (i) the space is one-dimensional if the moment problem
for J, is determined and, in that case, L is self-adjoint, and (ii) the space is two-
dimensional if the moment problem for J, is indeterminate and, in that case, L
has a one-parameter family of self-adjoint extensions. See Akhiezer [1], Dunford and
Schwartz [6, Chapter XII], and Masson and Repka [19] for more information.
Note that, for k£ — oo,

(2.1)

ar£be+ap_y =c IR (gt 4 gTE £t +7Y) + g Ve + O(gH/2)

is bounded from above if Ft > q‘% or 0 < Ft < q%. Hence, we can use the criterion
in [2, Chapter VII] to see that J corresponds to a determined moment problem, and
hence L is self-adjoint, if |t| > ¢~% or 0 < It < ¢3.
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Remark. The motivation to consider the operator L comes from an investigation in

the Hopf *-algebra related to the quantum SU(1,1) group. This is a *-algebra with

two generators o and v such that for 0 < ¢ < 1, the following relations hold:
ay=qre, oY =qv'e, W=7, adt -y =1=a"a—7'y.

We can represent this x-algebra in terms of unbounded operators in £2(Z) by

T(7) ex = Ag® ex, m(a) ex = 1/1 4 |\2g%* ep—1,

for the standard orthonormal basis {e }xez of £2(Z) and where A € C\{0}. Study of
the self-adjoint element p = a*y* + ya + (t +t1)yy* in these representations leads
to the operator in (2.1) after some normalization. Then we might expect that the
spectral resolution of L will give us information on how to construct a possible Haar
functional on the subalgebra generated by p. For the quantum SU(2) group, this
is completely rigorous, cf. [16, § 5], and we may consider (2.1) as a non-terminating
version of the three-term recurrence relation for the orthonormal Al-Salam and Carlitz
polynomials.

For z € C\{0}, define

1 —t
Vi(@) = /(=g 7*/¢;9)e0 g#R D) (—/2)" (gt 5 g)oo 1<p1( ;ﬁ/m;q, 90tq’°+1\/5),

(2.2)

Uk(z) = 1/ (=¢"7*/c; @)oo gi gk ) (_\/E/(m())’ —\/Et/x;q, —q—lcj) (2.3)

By [7, (4.3.2)], we have for +t ¢ {qg2™ | m € Z}:
Uk(z) = Crer(e) Vile) + Cemr s (@) Vi (2),
ce(z) = (—ve/zt, gt/zv/e, zve/t;q),  Crt = (at%,t7% —c,—q/c;q) - (2.4)
In the case of +t € {g2™ | m € Z}, we use the fact that for p € Z, we have

¢’ = (9/059)e
)=

— a - a
(@77;59)00 191 (ql_p;q,z a0 (a2 )P(¢"17;9)c0 1901 (q1+p;q,zq”)-
) o0

(2.5)

Formula (2.5) is meaningful and can be proved by interpreting its left-hand side for
P EZ>p as
1Ptk g)on gHHOD) (—2)

(2;9)k

o (aq™;9)x (q

From (2.5), we obtain that

“im 1-%""1‘ 0o m
vt (w>=<—c>mgjl+%mxj£j3 ) (26)

Lemma 2.1. If z € C\{0}, then Vi(z) = (Vi(2))kez, V' (z) = (Vi (z))kez, and
U(z) = (Uk(x))kez are solutions to Lu = zu. Furthermore, Vi(z) is £2 as k — oo if
and only if |t| < ¢~% ort = £¢~2™, m € Zxo, and VT (z) is 2 as k — oo if and
only if |t| > g% ort = +qi™ m¢€ Z>o, and U(z) is £? as k — —oo for all t. If,
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moreover, we assume t € R\{q2™ | m € Z}, then U(z) is £2 as k — oo if and only if
gt <t <g %
Proof. Recall the second order g-difference equation

(c — abz)f(g2) + (=(c+q) + (a +b)2)f(2) + (¢ — 2) f(2/q) =

satisfied by f(z) = 2¢p1(a,b;c;q, 2); see [7, Exercise 1.13]. Take ¢ = 0 to see that U(z)
satisfies Lu = zu. It is clear from (2.3) that U(z) is £2 as k — —oo0. By the confluent
limit, f(2) = 1p1(a;c;q, 2) satisfies

(c—a2)f(gz) + (—(c+q) +2)f(2) + af(z/q) =
This yields that vt (z) satisfies Lu = z u. Now use the theta-product identity

(ag",q"*/a;9)e0 = (—a) *q 2" D(a,q/a;9)e0,  VEEZ, a€C\{0}, (27)

to derive the statements on the ¢2-behavior as k — 0o of V" (x) together with (2.6).
Use (2.4) to obtain the £2-behavior as k — oo of U(z). O

For z = 0, we can take the limit in V¥(z), e.g.,

k
VEO0) = /(=g 7%/c3 @)oo a3 HD (=tv/2) " (at25 @)oo 0p1(— ;0123 ¢, —gFFct?),

which is closely related to Jackson’s g-Bessel function J&(2,/cq¥*;q) for t2 = ¢
see Ismail [8], and also [5, 21]. Explicitly,

ja 1 Lik—o - 1
V2 (0) = 4/ (=g */c; @)oo g+ FFH D (—1)RcEE2) (1 9) o JP (2veqEF 1g)  (2.8)

and a similar expression for V:_%Q(O). We recall the definition of Jackson’s g-Bessel
function; see [8]:

a+l. ) T\ _ $2
J3(z; :=———-————(q oo (2 <a ; ,—°‘+1——). 2.9
o (Z59) @0 (2) 091 { gat134 =47 (2.9)
Remark. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that L has deficiency indices (1,1) for
g <|t| < ¢~ %,t# %1, and that the deficiency space Nx; = {u € £2(Z) | Lu = +i u}
is spanned by U (&3).
The Wronskian for two sequences (ug)kez and (vk)kez is given by

[u, ’U]k = ag (uk_,_lvk - ukvk+1). (2.10)
It is independent of £ if u and v are two solutions to Lu = z u, so that we may denote
it by [u,v].

Lemma 2.2. We have the following Wronskians:
V@),V @] = Yo (2, g2 — 1/e,—cqi0) .,
ci-1(x
), V@) = ).
Proof. The first Wronskian follows by combining (2.10) with (2.2) and letting & —

00 usmg (2.7). The second Wronskian follows from the first and (2.4) for +t ¢
{¢™ |me Z}. Next use analytic continuation with respect to t. O
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We find that for z € C\R the solution U(z) and V”—l(x) of Lu = zu are linearly
independent for z € C\R. Moreover, U(z) is £? for k — —oo, and this determines
U(z) up to a constant by the considerations in the first paragraph of this section.
Furthermore, V" (z) is £2 for k — oo for |t| > g%, and for |t| > g%, this condition
determines V¥~ (z) up to a constant.

3. Spectral resolution

In case [t| > g%, we see V"' (z) is £2 for k — oo by Lemma 2.1. From now on we
assume that |t > g%. In case [t] > ¢~ 7, we also have that L is self-adjoint. The
domain of L is given by {u € £2(Z) | Lu € £3(Z)}. In case q* < |t| < ¢~ %, t # +£1, the
deficiency indices of L are (1,1) so that all extensions of L to a self-adjoint operator
are parametrized by U(1) = T. In this case, we fix the self-adjoint extension such that
V't is contained in the domain, which is always possible since N; = N_; because of
ak, by € R. See Dunford and Schwartz [6, Chapter XII] for more information.
Define the Green’s function for z € C\R by

Un(@)V5 ' ()
U(), Vi ()]’
Un(@)VE (z)
[U(z), V¢ ()]’

for n < m,
Gz(m,n) =
for n > m,

so that (¢ — L) f)m = Yoo __ Gz(m,n)f,. For the resolution of the identity F for

n=—co

L,ie., L = [y tdE(t), we now have (see [6, Chapter XII])
b—3

oo 1 . _ , _
(E((a,b))v,w) =161E)11;i1(’)1ﬁ » ((s —ie — L) v, w) — ((s + ie — L) 'v,w) ds.

Now observe that

(esim o= £ I )t
n<m ’

Since V. ' (z) is an entire function of z, and Un(z) is analytic in C\{0}, we see that
the measure (F((a, b))v, w) has only discrete mass points at the zeros of the Wronskian
[U(z), V' (z)). By Lemma 2.2, this corresponds to the zeros of c;(z) which are the
points 1, = —/cqP/t, p € Z>o, and &, = tgP/+/c, p € Z. So the spectrum of L is
{mp | P € Zx0} U{& | p € Z} U {0}, and it remains to show that 0 is not in the point
spectrum of L. It follows from Moak [21, §7] and (2.8) that V,f—1 (0) is not identically
zero for £ < —N for some N. The observation now follows from the asymptotic
expression for the Jackson g-Bessel function derived by Chen et al. [5, Theorem 4],
which shows that the Jackson g-Bessel function in (2.8) increases exponentially with
k% as k — —oo0.

In order to calculate E({n,}), we take the interval (a,b) such that it contains only
7p as a point from the spectrum. Then
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(E({np})v, w) = (E((a,))v, w)

.1 P . -1 , -1
= le%l%/a (s — ie — L) v, w) — (s +ie — L) "'v,w) ds
_ 1 _ 7yt

=5 (np)((s L) *v,w) ds

) ) i 1. \1 [ Ua(e)Vih (s)
= z (vnwm + ’Um'wn) (1 - §5n,m) 2mi ‘fé’h’) [U(S), Vt_l(s)] “

nim
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= Z ('Un'lbm + 'Um'wn) (1 - %én,m) Un(np)VriL_l ("’P) (—\/Et_l) Res _1_

n<m

= Cymserm () (~VE™) Bes —= (0 V' () (V" (): )

z=np c¢(x)

by (2.4) and c;(n,) = 0. Since 101(q7P; gt %54, —cgPtkt1t=2) ~ CgkP for k — —oo,

we obtain V? (1) € £2(Z) also in a direct manner. Next

Res 1 _ 1 —*Ve/t
s=np ce(z) (=@ Pt2/c, —qPc/t? ;@)oo (4773 9)p(q5 D)oo

and
(207P;9)p —p —ip(p-1
Ci-1ct-1(np) = mc pg=3p(p—1)
by (2.7). So that finally,
(E({np})v,w)
— t=2; 1 -1 -1
= o2 (T30 0,V ) (VE (1), ).

(0;9)p (—c/t* —qt?/c,qt™?;9)co
Take v = w = V*" (1) and use that E{m)V* (1) = V™ () to see that
Vt-l 2 _ 1240 (CHA) —c 2, — t2/c, 2 q)oo-
Ve ()l I = (g, —c/t?, —qt*/c,qt™ ;)
Since the projections E({n,}) satisfy E({np}) E({nr}) = 6prE({p}), We get

V), VE (00)) = (B )V (), E{ne ) VE (1)

(3.1)

(3.2)

= 7 ) E{ne ) A DV 00) = 0r (VE (1), Ve (1)) (33)

and, after setting t~2 = ¢, @ > —1, we obtain from (3.2) and (3.3) the orthogonality
relations for the g-Laguerre polynomials on the set {cq" | k € Z}, ¢ > 0, obtained by
Moak [21]. It is well known that these polynomials correspond to an indeterminate
moment problem, and that the orthogonality measure supported on {cg* | ke Z}is
not N-extremal, i.e., the polynomials are not dense in the corresponding L2-space; see

1, 21].
Similarly,

1

(B(1&))0,u) = Corerms (€)(—Vat™) Res s,V (V7 (&), 0)
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with
1t (=1)p~1g7p(P—1)
omty o(T) | Ve (—cq Pt 20,0 D)oo’
C\P _ 2 1
Cerecs(&) = (~3) T mmzerge:
Hence,
+142 -1 -1
(B({& D) = Co /oD 0,V eV (&) 0)

( qp+1/c’ 9,9, "Ct_2 _qt2/c q)
Similarly, as before, we obtain

1 -1 - —ct™?, - o
V" )V @) = g CE LB e (g

Remark. The vector V* (£,) belongs to ¢2(Z) for p € Z. This also can be seen as
follows. First, apply to (2.3) the transformation formula

141 <Z;q, z) = %’%f 161 (az/c’q, ) (35)

(a limit case of Heine’s transformation formula (7, (1.4.5)]). The combination of (2.3),
(3.5), and (2.5) gives

t_l(gp) ( qp+ /C’ q)oo ( t2C qp)p 1k(k+1)

I p\k( =2
V(=a**/c;q)oo(gt™2 () a0

e —cqg™P ke
X(q P k;Q)ooISDI (ql_%_k;q,ql p—ky 2),

so that we obtain the £2-behavior as k — —oco of V™ (z).

4. Basis for L2-space

By L2(u(*9)), we denote the space of square integrable functions on the set {cg* | k €
Z}, ¢ > 0, with positive weight ¢*©*1) /(—cq* ; q)oo at cq®, k € Z, ie., f € L2(pu(*i))
if
L(If1?) = —-——f(ch)l2<00
(1£1%) k_z_jw( L]

Here we take o > —1.
Recall the g-Laguerre polynomials introduced by Moak [21] (see also [7])

a+1l. ) —-n
L) (z;q) = @759 <q 1q, —T ”+°‘+1) . 4.1
n (%39) @ 2n 11 g+l q q (4.1)

We also define the functions

+1 . XD p+1
(50) (3 ) e (2T 3Doo P g
Mp (117 ) Q) : (q’ _an+1 ;Q)oo 1¥1 qa+1 3 Qs c

zgPtl/c;q -z
= ———————(((1 —-cqo‘/ +1.;;; 191 (wqp+1 /o3 qa“) (4.2)

for p € Z. (The second equality is by (3.5).)
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Theorem 4.1. The functions M{*(-;q), p € Z, together with the g-Laguerre poly-

nomsials LS‘LQ)(' 19), 1 € Zo, form an orthogonal basis for L2(pl@9), ¢ >0, a > —1.
Ezxplicitly,

a+l., ) (q _cqa+1 _q—a/c.q)
L L(a) o L(a) o =4 —p(q 39)p \4, ) y 4) oo
(L2517 50)) = Snsd (@9 (¢**—c—q/c; e
—p ("%t /e, —q7*/c; Q)0 1
(—gPt1=2/c, —cq®t1; @)oo (—C, —q/C; @)oo’

bl

LM (-5 QM) (-59)) = bpreq®q

LM (-;q) L (-59)) = 0.

Note that M,&a i) (z;q) depends on ¢, unlike L) (z;q). It also should be observed
that M{** (cg* ; q) is bounded as k — 0o and that M{** (cg* ; g) — 0 for |¢P~%/c| < 1
for k — —oo as follows from (2.5). Using the method of Berg [3], we can construct
more orthogonality measures for the g-Laguerre polynomials supported on the set
{cg® | k € Z}. Let then |M{**(cg*;q)| < K for some K for any p € Z satisfying
|gP~*/c| < 1. Then the g-Laguerre polynomials are also orthogonal with respect to the
positive discrete measure with masses (1+sK~1MS*' (cg* ; 9))¢* @V /(—cqt ; @)oo at
cq®, k € Z, for any s € [-1,1]; cf. [3, Proposition 4.1). We also may take suitable
linear combinations of the functions M (z; q).

Proof. Apply the results of the previous section with t=2 = ¢®. The first statement
-1 -1 -1

corresponds to (V¥ (np),V? (1)) = 8pr|[V' (mp)||%, the second statement corre-

sponds to (V1 (&), VI (&) = 6pr [V " (&,)|I%, and the last one to (Vi (£,), V¥

()} =0. a

Remark. The first statement of Theorem 4.1 corresponds to Moak’s discrete orthogo-
nality relations [21, Theorem 2] for the g-Laguerre polynomials. The second relation
can be rewritten as

qk(aH)(an;‘I)oo —cq®7P k4l
(—ed"; Q)oo(@5 Q)0 T+ \ g+t 199

¢**!iq —cg®"
xg———%ﬁlm 2 a,q

k=-—00

(9590 q

» (=" /ci@)00 (—cg®h—q7%/¢; Qoo
(=gPt1=2/ciq)ee (—C,—q/c; )0

qk(a+1) (qk+p+1 . q)

= 2201 ( k_ch i q qa+l>
B G LT I C ) S gretptir®

= bp,rcq”q

(qk+r+l . q) —e k
X ___'—‘(q : q)7 =101 qk"'g"'l ;0 g%t ), (4.3)
bl oo

for p,r € Z, which can be viewed as a g-analogue of the Hankel transform for the
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first equality or as a g-analogue of the Hansen-Lommel orthogonality relations for the
second equality, cf. [18]. The limit case ¢ — 0 corresponds to [18, Proposition 2.6]. The
last statement shows that these g-Bessel functions are orthogonal to the g-Laguerre
polynomials;

a—

k(a+1) ( ) _ T
} : (a) ’q ) ( cq ; r+k+1) -0

) 1 ' q, =Y
wilo (= ch ?oo (e"39) @0 T\ ot 701

'I‘GZ,TIGZZQ.

Since the statement is that {V*~ () }pezs, and {V*"* (&) }pez form an orthogonal
basis for the Hilbert space £2(Z), we also find the dual orthogonality relations

= V;ct—l("?p)%t—l(np) = Vt-l(gp)vt (gp)__
LT A T egE “4

p=0

The first sum is the Poisson kernel for the g-Laguerre polynomials evaluated at one; it
also can be derived from the Christoffel-Darboux formula and the limit transition of
the g-Laguerre polynomials to Jackson’s g-Bessel function; see [21]. Explicitly, from
[21, (4.11), Theorem 5], we get

Z (Z,,(fl Do 1) (239) L (y3.9)
p=0

; 1 N—
- (qf’ilq)év)zvx y(ﬂ’Lg?H)(x;q)Lﬁ?)(y;q) — gL (y; LY (25 9) =5°

e O (oI (v I VT 0 -V (VT 0T (2VE )
(4.5)

where the right-hand side is well defined for x = y using I’H6pital’s formula. Using
t72 = ¢, we get

i Vi o)V (mp)  @F@DHD (L) (¢, —g/e, g5 g)oo

p=0 "Vt_l (np) ”2 B (——ch --cql : q)% ('—an+1) _q—a/c’ q; Q)oo
q;
Z (Za(+1 q);, L(a) (qu;Q)Lj(oa)(qu;Q)
p=0 4

g2 (—1)Feed (o —g/ci g1
(—eg*, e )& (~eq**H, ~q=%/c; g)oo T~
x (a*I22veat®; ) IP @veet 1) - P} IS (2veat ;) IP (2Veg* )

by (4.5). Calculating the second sum in (4.4) is straightforward, so that we now have
obtained the following corollary.



¢-LAGUERRE POLYNOMIALS AND BIG ¢-BESSEL FUNCTIONS 119

Corollary 4.2. The following orthogonality relations hold:
(—cq®+!,—g™%/c;q)oe _ 27

(—¢,~4/c39)o0 q’c -¢
x (a*I3: (2veqt*:9)JP (v/eqt sq) - ¢ IEh (2v/ead ;0 TP (2/eat 1 9))

1 (eal)— —gP"1"%/ciq) 00 (q"‘+1 ;@)oo —cq®* P kiptl
+ g3 (k+1)-1) »( . +p+
1 Z e e (@00 T\ gt D1

a+l. — =P
X %)g)ﬁﬁpx( ch+1 ;q,ql“’“).
) o0

In this form, Corollary 4.2 is reminiscent of the Hankel transform; whereas if we
use the transformation for the j¢;-series of (4.2), the orthogonality relations remind
us of the Hansen-Lommel orthogonality relations; cf. [18]. Of course, we may also
replace the expression for the Jackson g-Bessel function by the Poisson kernel for the
g-Laguerre polynomials evaluated at one, cf. (4.5), to obtain the dual orthogonality
relations involving a sum over Z and over Zx>o.

OracqF(—cg"; @)oo

p=—00

5. Direct proof of the orthogonality relations of Theorem 4.1

In this section, we present a direct analytic proof using summation and transformation
formulas of the orthogonality relations of Theorem 4.1, but not of the completeness.
The first statement of the orthogonality relations is well known, see Moak [21], so
we concentrate on the last two. The method is based on manipulating generating
functions, cf. [18, 13]. We start with the following lemma giving generating functions
for the g-Bessel functions under consideration.

Lemma 5.1. We have the following generating functions:
(i) For 0 < |z| < |b|™!, we have

PyP aQ)oo agP/b. _ (¢,02,2/2;9)c0
Z 4 (a p/b Qoo I“I(qp“’q”’ (@/b,b239)00

p=—00

(i) for |d| < |w| < 1, we have

o) d r+1/ (d /w )
§ : r41 q Y. _6,q,y/w;54q)
.,.=_°°w ( aQ)oo 1¥1 ( qr+1 4, y) = (w’ d/w;q)oo .

Proof. Case (i) is a limit case of [13, Proposition 2.1]. Use the g-binomial theorem
[7, (1.3.2)] to expand (az;q)eo/(b2;q)o in a power series of z for |z| < |b|~, and
[7, (1.3.16)] to expand (z/z;q)co in a power series in z~! for |z| > 0. Multiply the
resulting series to find the result.

For the proof of (ii), we expand 1/(w;q)e in a power series in w for |w| < 1, and
(y/w;9)oo/(d/w;q)oo in a power series in w™?! for |d| < |w| using [7, (1.3.2)] twice.
Combine this to write the right-hand side as a Laurent series in w with coefficients
given by a 2¢p;-series. Then use the limit case b — 0 of Heine’s transformation [7,
(1.4.6)] to get the result. O
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To prove the last part of Theorem 4.1, we use Lemma 5.1(i), after replacing p by
k+r, a by —bcg™", and x by ¢**1/b to get

o0 2 k _
Z (=) +) (qk+r+1;Q)oo 1<P1(

ch . a+l) _ (Q7_bch_r a+1/(bz) q)oo
(- cqiq qk+r+l)Q7q =
k=—00

(—cq™,b25q) 0

Specializing zb = ¢*t1*™, o > —1, shows that the right-hand side is zero for m € Zx
whereas the left-hand side is a non-zero multiple of £ applied to M **(z; g)z™. So
M{*)(z;q) is orthogonal to all monomials, hence to all polynomials, implying the
last statement of Theorem 4.1.

To prove the orthogonality relations for the functions M(®3¢)(z ; q) of Theorem 4.1,
we first deduce the result.

Proposition 5.2. For |y| < 1, | € Z, we have

k k—1+1
ag”/b. ) k—l+1 (dq Y. )
k—X:oo (aqk/b oo (@**';9)011 (qk+1 a,y ) (g $9)oo1¢1 gF-+t 4 Y
0, forl <0,
= bd);;9)1(d, 4,93 9) oo
PACAL i@ for 1> 0.
T P
Proof. Choose w = y/(bz) in Lemma 5.1(ii) and multiply by the generating function
of Lemma 5.1(i) with  replaced by y/b. This then gives the identity

(az§Q)00(d’q’Q§Q)oo Z Z k ~Ip!
(b2d/y;9)oo(a/b3 Q)0 " o oc,(aq’“/b Qoo
a k b k—I+1
x (¢! 5 q)o101 (q‘iﬂu/l ;q,y) (@ Qo101 dqqk—l+1/ Y.q, y)

under the condition |y/b| < |z| < min(|b|7L, |y/(db)|). We need |y| < 1, |[d| < 1 to
have a non-empty region of analyticity of the right-hand side as a function of z. The
left-hand side is an analytic function of z in |2| < |y/(db)|, and it can be expanded in
a power series in z using the g-binomial theorem [7, (1.3.2)]. Comparing coefficients
on both sides gives the result for |[d] < 1.

Next we use analytic continuation with respect to d. For fixed [ € Z, the right-
hand side is analytic in d. To see that the left-hand side is analytic in d, we note
that fx(d) = (¢* ;@) o191 (dg* 1 /y;¢* 11 ; q,v) is analytic in d. Moreover, for
k > 1, we easily estimate |fx(d)| < (—|d/y|, —|y|; @)oo, SO that the convergence of the
sum for k — oo is uniform in d on compact subsets since |y| < 1.

In order to obtain uniform convergence as k — —oo, we use (2.5) so that for k < —I,
we can estimate |fi(d)| < |d"*(y/d; @)i—x|(=|d/yl, =|y] ; @)so- On the other hand, we
see that by (2.5) and (2.7), the coefficient for the function fi(d) as k — oo behaves
like C’(—l)"q%k(k"'l). Hence, the convergence for ¥ — —oo also is uniform in d on
compact subsets. Hence, both sides of the equality of this proposition are analytic in
d and coincide on |d| < 1, so it holds for all d. O

There are many ways of linking w and z such that the products of the generating
functions of Lemma 5.1 simplify. Taking w = z/z and bz = y leads to the same result.



¢-LAGUERRE POLYNOMIALS AND BIG ¢-BESSEL FUNCTIONS 121

The case az = d/w also gives an interesting result, which may be obtained as a limit
case of [13, Proposition 2.2].

In Proposition 5.2, we replace k by k+p and [ by —r +p for r,p € Z. Next we take
y=¢**t!, a > —1, and ag™ = —cb to get

o  k(a+1)( k+p+l. k
q (q 19)oo ( —cg® a+1>
k_E_oo e 9)o0 11 gF+etl q,9

d k+r—a
x (¥ )00 1901< T el ;q,q"‘“)

0, forp<r,
-—p(a+1)dp—r( cq —p+1/d q)p— (d ¢~ r+1’q q)oo
(7?5 9)o0

, forp>r.

Using (2.7), we see that this reduces to the second equation of (4.3) after specializing
d = —cq®~" since (¢**""P;q)p—r = dy,p for p > r. So we have proved (4.3).

6. Proof of the dual orthogonality relations

In this section, we prove the dual orthogonality relations of Corollary 4.2 by using a

rigorous limit transition from the big g-Jacobi polynomials to the g-Bessel functions

under consideration, which we now will call big g-Bessel functions. The orthogonality

relations for the big g-Jacobi polynomials tend to the dual orthogonality relations given

in Corollary 4.2. This then gives, together with the analytic proofs of the previous

section, a complete alternative analytic proof of Theorem 4.1.
Fora>—-1,c¢>0,k€Z,z R, put

-1
x
Tax(®39) =101 (q"‘"‘l 1q,—¢” wq’“*"‘“) (6.1)
a+1w,0 _
=(—c -1 k+1 : @)oo 201 (q o :q, —c lqk+1> . (6.2)

Here we used, for the second identity, the tranformation

,0
101 <Z;q, w) = (az/c;q)oo 201 (C/Z 1, aw/C) ,

which is a limit case of Heine’s transformation formula [7, (1.4.6)]. Then formulas
(4.1) and (4.2) can be rewritten as

a+l .
L9 = Tt o), e Zog (63)
and
_ a+l .
M (g g = e ge Copmaig) pez,  (64)

(g, —c"1¢** 5 ¢9) o

respectively.
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The (dual) orthogonality relations in Corollary 4.2 can be rewritten by substitution
of (4.5), (6.3), and (6.1). We obtain for k,I € Z:

00 . . " q" (qn+1 ;Q)oo
Z(Ja,kja,l)(q ’Q) m

n=0
et —a—1 —a
—a— cgP~ 7 (—cqgP™ ;5 q
+ 3 ) epetiq) L Cet i

p=—00 14 )co
— 6t (@393 (zegm@7h —g* el —gkHlelg) 6.5
= 0k,1q o+T;g)2 —c. —gc—1- ’ -5)

(¢**1;9)2, (=6 —gc7139)s0

We will show that the orthogonality relations (6.5) can be obtained rigorously as a
limit case of the orthogonality relations for big g-Jacobi polynomials.
Let 0<a<g™', b>—g7, ¢> 0. The big g-Jacobi polynomials are defined by

—k ab k+1

Pk(w;a,b,—c;q)==3soz(q > 224

' T,
ag, —cq ', Q) , z€R, ke Zzo. (66)

Formally, we have
lim P._x(q®*t'z;q%, b, —cqg ™ !; )———1—30 (z;9) (6.7)
o Er-k\g 14,0, —Cq q) = (—c—Tgk+ Qoo a,k\T5q)- .
(Substitute (6.6) and (6.2) and take termwise limits in the 3p2.) The orthogonality
relations for big g-Jacobi polynomials are given by
“ (z/a, —z/c;q)o0
PyP)(z;a,b,—c;q) L2 L 2> g o
—cq( * l)( q) T, —bw/c;Q)oo e

_ 1—-abg (g,b9,—abg/c; )k , ok rk—1)/2
= 6k,l M 1— abq2k+1 (abq, aq, —Cq;q)k (acq ) q (6‘8)

where

M = L= 9)04(g, —c/a, ~ag/c,abg? ; g) oo
(aq, bq, —cq, _abQ/c ) Q)oo

See (7, (7.3.12)~(7.3.14)]. (Note the error on the right-hand side of [7, (7.3.13)]: the
factor (—ac)™ must be replaced by (—acq?)~".)

Formally, the orthogonality relations (6.5) can be obtained as a limit case of the
orthogonality relations (6.8) for big g-Jacobi polynomials. In (6.8), just replace k by
T —k, Il by r—1, c by c¢""!, and a by ¢, and let 7 — co. Because of these limit
results, we call the functions z — Js 1(x;q) big g-Bessel functions.

For b = 0, we can transform the right-hand side of (6.6) by the transformation
formula [7, Exercise 1.15(i)]:

-k
aq/x
q (’qu/ ;q,—x/c).

(6.9)

Py(z30,0,—c;q) = (~c "¢ ; q)x Pu(z; 0,0, —c; q) =201 (

Formula (6.7) for b = 0 also can be obtained as a formal termwise limit by substituting
(6.9) and (6.1) and by taking termwise limits in the 2¢;.
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Fix @ > -1, ¢ > 0, and let r € Z>¢. From (6.8), we get orthogonality relations for
the functions z — Pr_x(q**T'z;¢%,0,—cqg " L;q) (k=r,r—1,...):

o] n (n+l -1 _ a+n+r+2.
=~ ~ +atl. _o—r=1, 4 (", —c"'g 19)oo
;(Pr—kpr—l)(qn « 3 qaa 0, cq " 3 Q) (qa+n+1 : Q)oo
o —a—1(__,p—a p+r+1.
' 0 P ng® () _y—T=1, cq? ( cq y ¢ 3 Q)oo
+ p;T(P —kFr—1)(—cg”;¢%,0,—cq™" 7" 5q) e D)
=4 (qa _cq—r—a—l, _qa+r+2/c ) q)oo (q —C lqk+1 ’Q)r—k (a+1)(r—k) (6 10)
ol (¢**, —cq " ;@)oo T I '
Here k,l = r,r — 1,... . Note that the orthogonality relations (6.5) and (6.10) have

the same structure. We want to show that we can take a rigorous limit for r — oo of
(6.10) which yields (6.5) preserving this structure.

Proposition 6.1. Fizr o > —1, ¢ > 0, k € Z. Then, for each z € R, we have the
pointwise limit

Jim Pri(q**1e50%,0,—cg7" " 50) = TS k(x5 9)- (6.11)
Furthermore, if M > 0, then

|Pror(a™ti25%,0, —eq " 5q)| | o, (M1 —gtHEM
|J£,k(z;q)| =1% qa+1 19, _‘_‘c
for|z| <M andr=k,k+1,... . (6.12)

Proof. Write

. -r+k -1 a+r+2.,
Prok(g®t'2;4%,0,—cg7" 7 5 q) = 201 (q ST O 1 ) Zt (js z)
with
. (g7+k, g1 14); ~1gotri2pyg e e
t-(j,x) := ——F—" (—c z)? (vanishing if 5 > r — k).
(4, x) .0 0); (- Y g if j )
Also write
o0
Tal@i0) = 101 (o0, —c g ) = 31070
Jj=0
with
T7;5q 10 _ .
)= <q—(a+1 g )“q’)J qHI0D (e agh ety
Then
TIEEO tT(Ja :l:) = t(]a :l:) (613)
and
[tr(4,z)] <T(j,M) forr>kand |z| <M (6.14)
where ‘

( M 5q)j Laci_ _ .
TG,M) = qum D (¢~ Mgh+ot?)i
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and
-1
ZT(J’ M) - 1¢1 ( at+1l >4, —c” qu+a+2> < oo.

Then the limit (6.11) follows from (6.13) and (6.14) by dominated convergence.
For the proof of (6.14), we have used :
|1 =g )1 27 ) | = (¢ ~ ¢ (@~ )]
<@ (M+¢)=(1+M¢ )¢ M.
fori=0,1,...,r—k—1and |z| < M. |
For Pr_i(—cq?;q*,0,—cqg""1;q) as —r < p < —k, 7 — 00, we need a more refined
estimate in order to be able to take limits in (6.10).
Proposition 6.2. Fiza > —1,¢ > 0, k € Z; letr € {k,k+1,... }. Then, for
pe{-k,—k—1,...}, we have
(_cqp 3 Q)—k—p —1_a—p+ly—k—p
— " (—c
(¢°t,9;9)-k—p 1 )

X 2¢2 <qa-gl k —qk—p+1 yq, —¢C 1qa k- p+r+2) (615)

B _i(—cg?;9%,0,—cg™" 15 9) = (¢;@)r—k

—p q
and
c (_ . p—a—1, _ . ( Cq ;Q)—P— —1_—p+a+ly—p—k
Tar(—cq i9) = (4590 @00 (—c7'q )
—cq* —1_—2p—k+a+2
X 102 g~Pk+1 qa+1—p—k;q’_c q
= lim P._x(—cq?;q*,0,—cqg " 1;q). (6.16)
700
Furthermore,

|Pr—k(—cq?;¢%,0,—cg™"*; q)| (—¢q®39)—k—p (-1 a—p+iy—k-p
1 S (g )
|72 k(—ea?=>159)| | T (¢*T1050)—k—p
—Cq_k —1_k+a+2
X 1¢2 q q>q; c q (617)
forre{k,k+1,...} andpe {-k,-k—-1,... }.
Proof. By Jackson’s tranformation formula [7, (1.5.4)], we have

a,b _ (a2;9) a,c/b
2¢1(c aq’z) = (Z;Q)oo 2¢2(c,az’q’bz

1 , b, sd)co 15— j
e,

Put 2 := ¢g~%t*a~! where s € Z>o. Then (az¢’ ;q)oo = (g7°; )0, s0 in the last
sum the summation will start at j = s. Replace the summation 1ndex j by j+sand
write the resulting sum again as 3¢9. Then we obtain for s € Z>g:

—1 a1 _ (2590 (¢/b39)5 b° aq®,cq® /b “1
2¢1( g, ¢ ) (@09 (3 ): 202 ogt,qo 1 D92 .
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This yields (6.15) (here s = —k — p).
The first identity in (6.16) can be derived in a similar way by starting with

a 1 = (az/c;9); (¢7239)0 1iG~1) j
34,2 | = 2 —C
1 (C 1 ) (¢3 @)oo 2 (4:9); ! (=9
(this is (3.5) with the right-hand side expanded) and then putting z := ¢=**!
(S € ZZ()).
Expand the right-hand side of (6.15), so

j=0

o0
B _i(—cq®5q%,0,—cg" " 5q) = ) _t.(55p)
£

with
£ p) = (3 Q)i AT D ko (1 jampriy—kp
T = -
’ ' (@*,450)—k—p
O C i T I ey (c71gok-prri2yi

(qot1=F=p g=k=P¥1,q;q);
(vanishing if j > r + p). Then
It-(4,p)| < T(4,p) forre{k,k+1,...} andpe {-k,—-k—1,...} (6.18)
where
. . k...

i = S g S o gy
and 377, T(j,p) equals the right-hand side of (6.17).

For the proof of (6.18), we have used

(1 q—-r—p+i)qr—p—k| _ I(qi _ qr+p)q—~2p—kl < ¢'q*

fori=0,1,...,r+p—1.

For fixed p, the limit formula in (6.16) follows from (6.11), but it also follows by

taking a termwise limit for r — oo on the right-hand side of (6.15) and by using
dominated convergence in view of (6.18). a

Proof of (6.5). Without loss of generality, suppose k > I. As r — oo, the right-hand
side of (6.10) tends to the right-hand side of (6.5), and each term on the left-hand side
of (6.10) tends to the corresponding term on the left-hand side of (6.5) (because of
(6.11)). We will show that the left-hand side of (6.10) tends rigorously to the left-hand
side of (6.5) by splitting up the left-hand side of (6.10) as

00 00 l -k

IRV ID MR D O

n=0 p=-Il4+1 p=—k+1 p=—o0
and by using dominated convergence for each of the three infinite sums.

As for the first sum, by (6.12), the n'® term is bounded in absolute value by Cg"
where C' > 0 and independent of n. Similarly, the p*® term in the second sum is
bounded in absolute value by CqP.

By (6.17), the p*® term in the fourth sum is bounded in absolute value by

(—qu;q)_k_p (_qu;q)—l—p ( -1 a—p+1)—k—-l—2pqp (_qu—a ;Q)oo

2
c < AqP BP
(¢**1,q;9)—k—p (¢°**1,q;9)-1—p e (—cq?3;9) 0 ~ 1
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where A, B, C > 0 and independent of p. O

Remark. As we said in the Introduction, the limit transition (6.7) from big g-Jacobi
polynomials to big ¢-Bessel functions is inspired by what happens at a quantum group
level. The regular representation of the quantum group SU,(2) on Podle$’ quantum
spheres naturally decomposes into irreducible representations, generated by suitable
spherical functions which turn out to depend on a single variable. Such functions thus
can be identified with ordinary big g-Jacobi polynomials; see [22].

In the limit transition from SU,(2) to the Euclidean quantum group F,(2), quantum
spheres are replaced by quantum hyperboloids, i.e., algebras in two generators z and
%z such that zZ = ¢?Zz 41 — g%. The corresponding regular representation decomposes
into irreducible representations, each of which has an co-dimensional basis consisting
of certain formal power series in 1 — Zz; see [4]. This makes it possible to identify
such power series with ordinary functions, and more precisely with g-Bessel functions
of the form J (7 ;q)-

More precisely, the paper [4] gives in (4.9) the basis elements of the irreducible

representation space as explicit formal power series J\?. After the substitution 272/ =

(1—22;972); (see [4, Remark (4.10) (ii)]), one can identify the series J for £ = —g%*
2 2 2

with Jrq,k/(q (1 — 22;¢%) as defined by (6.1).
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