THE DUAL POISSON-LAGUERRE TRANSFORM

BY
FRANK M. CHOLEWINSKI AND DEBORAH TEPPER HAIMO(')

1. Introduction. In a series of papers [1]-[4], [7]-[9], the authors have developed
inversion and representation theories for integral transforms whose kernels are
functions associated with the fundamental solutions of various generalized heat
equations. The present goal is to carry out such a study for the dual Poisson-
Laguerre transform.

2. Definitions. For «> —1, let L(x) denote the Laguerre polynomial of degree
n given by

@.1) L(x) = ";!" [d% (x"*%e%), n=0,1,2,....
We then have the basic orthogonality relation
® 3(n, m)
2.2 f Li(x)Lz(x) dQ(x) = ——=2»
22 . ()L (x) dQ(x) o)
where
2.3) dQ(x) = e~ *x* dx,
2.4 p(n) = n!/T(n+a+1).

We define the Laguerre differential operator V, by
Vof(x) = ")+ (@+1-x)f"(x)
J— —QpX i a+l,—x _i
=x"%e" o [x e dxf(x)]’
and note that for the Laguerre polynomial, we have

(2.6) V.Li(x) = —nL¥(x), n=0,1,....

2.5)

Let f(x) be a measurable function defined on [0, ). Then its dual Laguerre
transform f~(n) is given by

@7 [~ = f: F()L%x) dA(%),

where

2.8) Zax) = Pl(:)F(ajl-l)Lf’.(x)
=,F(—n;1+«;x)
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and
2.9 dA(x) = Tt + 0 dQ(x).
By inversion, we have
(2.10) fx) = Z () Zx)o(m),
where

1
2.11) o(n) = RO}

In order to obtain the basic kernels associated with our theory, we derive them
heuristically. We need to introduce associated functions and to this end we define
formally

2.12) d(x, y,2) = Z LHNLNL Do),
whence formally
(2.13) d(x,y, -)~(n) = J:o d(x, y, 2)Z3(2) dA(2) = L)L)

We note that d(x, y, z), defined by (2.12), is to be interpreted as the Laguerre
analogue of the translates of the Dirac delta function on the real line.
On setting n=0 in (2.13), we find that

2.14) f " dx, y,2) dAG) = 1.

0
We now define the associated function f(x, y) of a function f(x) given for [0, c0), by
(2.15) fGx,p) = fo f(@) d(x, y, 2) dA(2)

whenever the integral converges.
The Laguerre differential heat equation is given by

(2.16) V.u(x, t) = du(x, t)/ot.

It is clear that if

.17 u(x, t) = eV=f(x).

Then, formally,

(2.18) ou(x, t)jot = V,eV=f(x) = V,u(x, t).

Taking f(x) =d(x, 0, 0), we seek the fundamental solution g,(x; ¢) of (2.16) given by
(2.19) g4(x; t) = eV=d(x, 0).
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But

€% d(x,0,0) = &% > L)o(n)
n=0

00

= Z e~ " LY x)o(n)

n=0

e ™L3(x)

I
3
1M

where we have noted that €/7=%%(x) =e~"“Z%(x). Now by [5, p. 189 (17)], we have
(2.20) gux;1) = (Z‘f—i—l.) ) exp [— x/(e—-1)], t>0.
Further, we have

2u%, y3 1) = f " d(x, y, Dgalz; 1) dAE)

= 3 LWL [ Liei ) dAG).

But
2.21) 8 070) = [ Lieles 1) dA@) = e,
and so
Gnyit) = > e MLUNL Do)
2.22) n=0

- (75) " ew - (2227
by [5, p. 189 (19)], where
(2.23) H(2) = 2°T(a+ 1)z-I,(2),

I.(z) being the Bessel function of imaginary argument. Henceforth, we shall write
g(x, y; t) for g.(x, y; t), including the subscript only for functions of order #e.
We also have

(2.29) g(x, -5 1)~ (n) = e ™ZL35(x).

The function g(x, y; t) is the kernel of our transformation. From its explicit form
(2.22), it is immediate that

(2.25) g(x,y;t) > 0, t>0.

Further, it is well known that g(x, y; t) is a variation diminishing kernel; see [13].
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For a function ¢ defined for [0, c0), the dual Poisson-Laguerre transform is
given by

2.26) ux, t) = f: g(x,y; D6 dAG), >0,

whenever the integral converges, whereas the dual Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes
transform for a function « of bounded variation is defined by

@27) u(x, 1) = f " g0yt da(y),  t> 0.

Examples of functions which are dual Poisson-Laguerre transforms are given
in the following table:

u(x, t) $(»)
1. 1 1
2. e7x+(1+a)(e—-1)] y

3. (éél) n(-g) v
4, e~ P%(x) Z:(»)
5 x nl (= 1)! (= l)"L"( e,x‘"l)

3. Properties of the kernel g(x, y; ). The function g(x, y, t) plays a central
role in our theory and in this section we study some of its fundamental properties.
By (2.24), we have

G.1) f " g(x, 3 250) dA(y) = e~ L),

On setting, in turn, n=0, 1, 2 in (3.1),we readily establish the following result.

THEOREM 3.1. For x, t fixed, t>0,

(32) f " g6y 1) dAG) = 1,
(3.3) j " J8(x, 3 1) dAG) = (a+1)(1 —e ) +xe ™",
Gay | e yindh0) = @2+ DI-e?

+2(a+2)(1—e"He tx+e%x2.
We next state a useful property which follows readily from the fact that, for x>0,

g(x, ¥; t) ~ Q(Tl-(‘(e%ll)))l—/a el[(al2)+(3/4)](xy)—(al2)-(ll4)et

(e 2 —yay

(3.5)
X exXp —T] , y —> 00.
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THEOREM 3.2. For x fixed, 8 any positive number, and 0Sy<x—8, x+8=<y <0,
(3.6) lim g(x, y;t) =0.
t=0+
This has an important consequence.

THEOREM 3.3. For x fixed,

b
G.7) limI g,y NdA() =0, 0<asb<x<wm
t-0+ Ja
(3.8) =0, 0=x<asbsfow
(3.9) =1, 0a<x<bs oo

Proof. (3.7) and (3.8) follow from the preceding theorem and an appeal to
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem which holds since, in (3.5),
a, 3) ()= ytay
exp [t(-z-'l'z)— P ]
(ef—1D2

is uniformly bounded in any finite interval of the positive #-axis, and the dominant
integral (7 y~*/2-1/* dA(y)<co. (3.9) is a direct result of the first two cases and
(3.2).

The following basic relation of Huygens type may be established by an appeal
to the definition of g(x, y; t) and an evaluation of the integral [6, p. 52 (23)].

THEOREM 3.4. For ty, t,>0,

(3.10) f g%, 73 1)g(, 3 1) AAQ) = g(x, ¥; ty+1a).
For x, x, fixed, the quotient

3.11 G(y) = BXYD o 4o,
(3.11) o) 8(xo, 5 1)

plays a significant role in the development of the theory and we now explore, in
particular, its changes of trend. To this end we need some preliminary lemmas.

LeMMA 3.5. For x, x, fixed, 0= x, xo<00, 0<t<]1,

3.12 lim 8%Y30 _ ¢
(3.12) v 8(X0r 13 1)

Proof. The result follows immediately by (3.5).
LEMMA 3.6. If A(s)=1—|s| for |s| <1 and As=0 otherwise, then

I'(e+1) A((x—u)/h)
hu®e™*

(13  gloy;0) =lim f " g, y; 1) dAG).
- 0
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Proof. We have
1= {7 g s "D LB 4p )

= fx“ g, y; 1) —-—A«x;“)/ ") du.

x=h

By a change of variables, we have
I= J' _11 gCe—uh, y; 1) AG) du,
so that an appeal to Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem yields
lim I = g(x, y; 1) J: Aw) du = g(x,y; 1)

and the lemma is established.

LeMMA 3.7. For any real number a, x, x, fixed, and 0<t<1,
(.19 g(xo, y; ) —ag(x, y; 1)
has at most two variations of sign for 0=y <oo.

Proof. By (3.10) and (3.13), we note that

8(xo, y; )—ag(x, y; t)

= tim [ g0 33 )[ gt 1-1)- LD LI

Since g(x, y; t) is a variation diminishing kernel, it follows that the number of
variations of sign of

f: 8w, y; t)[g(xo, u; 1- t)—a[‘(a‘+ }l)u,i(ff—u)/ h)] dA(w)

does not exceed that of

al'(e+1) A((x—y)/h)

hy“e™v
and so by [12, p. 81], the number of variations of sign of g(xo, y; 1)—ag(x, y; ?)
does not exceed that of

(3.15) [g(xo,y; 1—£)—

. . al(+1) A(x—p)/R)|
ll’l"l:l';l;lf [g(XO’ s 1 —t)_ hyae—y

Since for x, x, fixed and h sufficiently small, (3.15) has at most two changes of sign,
so does (3.14) and the proof is complete.
We now investigate the changes of trend of %(y).

THEOREM 3.8. ¥(y) defined as in (3.11) has at most one change of trend.
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Proof. Let a be a real number and consider
8(xo, y; 1)—ag(x, y; 1) = ag(xo, y; Dl1/a—%(y)].

Clearly the number of variations of sign of the function on the left is equal to that
of 1/a—%(y). If ¥(y) were to have more than two changes of trend, there would
necessarily exist a real number a for which the number of variations of sign of
g(x0, y; 1)—ag(x, y; t) would exceed 2, contradicting the previous lemma. On the
other hand, if (y) were to have two changes of trend, since ¥(y) >0, then either
%(»)* in the neighborhood of y=0, and hence would have to decrease once and
then increase for all large y, contradicting (3.12) so that in this case ¥(y) must have
exactly one change of trend; or else, 4(y){ in the neighborhood of y=0, and since
(3.12) holds, the assumption that (y) has two changes of trend would imply the
existence of a real number a such that the number of variations of sign of g(x,, y; 1)
—ag(x, y; t) is 3, contradicting Lemma 3.7, so that in this case 4(y) has no change
in trend and the result is established.

We now strengthen this theorem.

THEOREM 3.9. For x, x, fixed, 8 any positive number and t sufficiently small,
g(x, y; t)/g(xo, ¥; 1) has exactly one change of trend in (x— 38, x+3).

Proof. Because of the preceding theorem, it is enough to prove that the quotient
has at least one change in trend. To this end, if 4 is a real number, 0< 4 <1, then
there exists a y in the interval (x — 8, x — &/2) such that ¥(y) < 4. For otherwise, we
have %(y)=1 for all y, x— 8 <y <x—§/2. But then, by (3.7), we have

x—6/2

0 = lim g(x, y; 1) dA(y)

t=0+ Jx-o

x — 6/

2
= lim , Y()g(xo, y; 1) dA(y)

t—-0+

1\

x—6/2
4 f g0 7; D dAG) 2 4 > 0,
X—=0

a contradiction. Similarly we may see that in the interval (x+ /2, x+8), there
exists a y for which %(y) < 4. Finally in the interval (x—§/2, x+ 8/2), there exists
a y for which 4(y)> A4; for, otherwise, %(»)<0 for all y in that interval and we
would have, by (3.9)
x+6/2
1 = lim g, y;)dA(y) 2 4 < 1,
t-0+ Jx-4/2
a contradiction. We have thus proved the theorem.
Similar results hold for the changes of trend of the kernel g(x, y; t) itself. In
order to prove these, we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma 3.10. If
(3.16) g6y 1) = f g6 u; 1/)g(u, y; 1) dA@), e > 0,
0
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then
L &6 yit)
(3.17) 81_1’13 glx, x;1/e) L
Proof. Let 8> 0. Then for x> & we have, by (2.22) and the standard asymptotic
estimate for #(2), [5, p. 86],

g y3lle) _ f €
8(x, x5 1/e) = 7 deariit

ford =y
and

g—(x, X ij) S K for0 =y = 6.
Also, clearly,
. 8(x, y;1/e) _
s-0+ &(x, x; 1/e)

Hence, applying Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem to
gc(x’ y;t) _ g(x, u; 1/3) g(u, y; £) dA(u),

gx, x;1/e) — Jo g(x, x; 1/e)
we have

. X, Y5t ©
lim %= [7 stwyinane - 1

and the lemma is proved.
Corresponding to Lemma 3.7, we have the following result.

LeMMA 3.11. For any real number a, and x fixed,
glx,y;t)—a
has at most two variations of sign for 0 <y <co.
Proof. By (3.13) and (3.16), we have

g(x, y; t)—agy(x, y; t)

= lim fo ® g, y; t)[A«x—h")uff)_Pu(” D _ e, u; 1 /e)] dA@).

Hence an argument entirely analogous to that of Lemma 3.7, establishes that
g(x, y; t)—ag.(x, y; t) has at most two variations of sign. Since a is arbitrary, set
a=a*[/g(x, x; 1/¢) with a* any real number. Then the number of variations of
sign of

8(x, y; 1)—a*gq(x, y; 1)/g(x, x; 1/e)
does not exceed 2. By [12, p. 84], it follows that the number of variations of sign
of g(x, y; t)—a* is bounded by lim sup,_,, of the number of variations of sign of

glx,y; t)—a*g.(x, y; t)/g(x, x; 1/¢)

and the proof is complete.
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By an argument entirely analogous to that used to establish Theorem 3.9, we
have the following parallel result.

THEOREM 3.12. For x fixed, and 8 >0, g(x, y; t) has at least one variation of trend
in (x—38, x+ 8) for t sufficiently small.

This theorem together with a proof of Theorem 3.8 in which the function
g(xo, y; 1) has been replaced by 1, enables us to reach the following conclusion.

THEOREM 3.13. For x fixed, §>0, g(x, y; t) has exactly one change of trend in
(x—8, x+8) for t sufficiently small.

From the definition (2.22) and elementary estimates we also have, for x fixed,
0<t=1

(3.18) lim g(x,y;t) = 0.
y—+ o
4. Estimates of functions of g(x,y;t). In order to derive estimates of the

kernels, of quotients of kernels, and of derivations of these, we need the following
useful identities.

d 1
4.1 &yt = —ﬁg(x,y;t)+-et-}_’—lga+1(x,y;t)-
L [+ e+l . xy .
(4'2) ng(xa Ys t) = [w—ez__'f]g(x’ Vs t)_etlg‘“'l(x’ Ys t)'
0 goyt) _ do—e  gloyit) | X gani(n¥30)
9y g(xo, y; to) (eo—1)(et—1) g(xo, y; to) * €—1 g(xo, y; o)
4.3)
__Xo_ &(x, y; 1)8a+1(X0s ¥; to)
eo—1 [g(xo, y; t0)I?
ﬁng(x,y;t)=[ ¢ e ] gx, y; 1)
9y g(xo, y; to) (-1 (e—1)%] g(xo, ¥; to)
+[xy(2e‘—l)_ x ]gm(x,y;t)
(-1 e—1 8(x0, ¥3 t0)
4.9)

X%y gaaa(p3t) 1 Veg(x,y;t)
(@—1)? glxo, y;t) ~ €o—1 g(xo, y; to)

__%o [V.g(x, y; 1)]18a+1(x0, ¥; to).
eo—1 [g(x0, ¥; 1) 2

By appealing to the definitions and standard asymptotic expansions, we may
establish the following theorem.
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THEOREM 4.1. For x, x, fixed, to>1t>0,
(et)(al2) +(3/4) [ _ (xll2etI2 _y1/2)2] i

s S0~ TEAD ppym )R e =1
4.6 8as1(%, y; 1) ~ (1+a)(xye~t)~Y3g(x,y;t), y—>© Y=o
et e (G ]
(CY)) X exXp {_(ee‘—l%ﬁ yr2_ x*12e!%(eto — ::‘)o_— J:}' 2etol2(et — 1)] 2},
y—>©
48) 5 B2~ |y e (e ey e
x ;g(%%%, y—> 0.

The elementary inequality

((xet)lm _yll2)2 < Axet

@9) T STTaE-D)

Ay, t>0, A<1/(e-1)

enables us to derive the following estimate.

THEOREM 4.2. For x fixed, t>0, 6>0,

(4.10) g(x, y3 1) = 0(cxp [—;-j—_l]) - .

5. Convergence. We next study the convergence behavior of the dual Poisson-
Laguerre-Stieltjes transform.

THEOREM 5.1. If « is a function of bounded variation in every finite interval, and if
(5.1) [ etxoyi 0 dat) = 4
for some x,20, ¢>0, then |3 g(x, y; t) du(y), 0= x <00, 0<t=c converges and

.2) lim j " 8o 73 1) da(y) = A.
—=c~ Jo

Proof. We have

" ey 1) dey) = [ BX23 D)
1= [ gty daty) = [T EELL dpy)

where

B(Y) = f: g(xo, u; ) dou(u), 0=y < .
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Now B(») is of bounded variation in every finite interval, 8(c0) exists by hypothesis,
and g(x, y; t)/g(x0, ¥; €)= 9%(p) is a positive, continuous function which eventually
is nonincreasing. It follows by [12, p. 174] that the integral I converges for 0 < x < oo,
0<t<c. Further, since [ g(xo, ¥; 1) de(y) is a continuous function of tin0<¢=c,
its limit as ¢t — ¢~ is 4.

This enables us to prove the following stronger result.

THEOREM 5.2. If the integral

(5.3 f g(s, y; 1) do(y), s =o+ir,

0
converges for s=0,=0, then the integral converges locally uniformly in the complex
plane, and represents there an analytic function.

Proof. Let S be any compact set in the complex plane. For R>0, Let S<
{s| |s|=R}. Then if s=o0+ir€ S, we have, by (2.22) and the estimate |.#(2)|
=4(|2)),

(549 lg(s, y; )| < exp [2R/(¢'—1)]g(R, y; t).
It follows that

(5.5) } f " g, y; 1) de(y)| < exp 2R/(e—1)] f g(R, y; 1) dey).

By the preceding theorem, the convergence of the integral (5.3) for s=o0, implies
its convergence for 0 <o <« and hence the integral on the right side of inequality
(5.5) converges. An appeal to the Weierstrass M-test completés the proof.

6. Inversion. We now turn to a fundamental inversion theorem for the dual
Poisson-Laguerre transform under general conditions.

THEOREM 6.1. Let ¢ be integrable in every finite interval and let

61 [ #6033 190 da )

converge for some x,2 0. If

62) Jim 2 [ ) -4e1480) =0,

then

63) lim [ g(x, 3 090) dAG) = 43,
Proof. Set

$() = f [$) — $(0)] dAG.
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Then, by hypothesis, it follows that for a given >0, there exists a >0 such that
W) < ely—x|  if |y—x| < 8.

With x and 9 fixed, let

1= [ gty b ase) = ([ 4[4 [T ) gty 0400 a0

=11+12+13.
Now
© gx,y;1)
I = LA 72 a(x,, ;1 dA
= [ EREA )g(xo ¥ DB() dAQY)
glx,y;t) J’ ® [ glx,y;t)
FENETR) - A(y)d|=—=—=——= |,
g(xo,y, ) () +6 x+6 (y) g(xO,y; l)
where

AQy) = f:”g(xo, ¥: () dAG).

Since A(c0) exists, (¥)=g(x, y; t)/g(xo, ¥; 1) tends to zero for 0<t<1 as y — oo,
and A(x+ 8)=0, the integrated part vanishes, and we have

L=—[" 40)d90).
x+90
By, Theorems 3.2 and 3.9, for ¢ sufficiently small and y=x+ 8, 9(»)|. Hence

CH))

x+6 g(xo0, y; 1)

g(x,x+8;1)
g(xo, x+8; 1)

I £ M

= o(1) ast—>0*,
Further, we have

L = f:_d gg(——(x’:’,);;;?) 8(xo, y; 1)é(y) dA(y) = fow % dB(y),

where
B0) = [ g, 73 140) dAGY).
Since B(0)=0, we have

g(x,x—38;1t) J"‘“’ [ g(x,y; 1)
I =22"""2") B(x—8)— B(y)d| =222 |,
1= =8 ) 2 A7) BOM S
so that

g(x,x—28;1) f [ g(x,y;t)
L| S M2 2 4 M d
bl = Mo st FERT)

< oM glx,x—38;t) g(x;1) — o))

as t—0*.
g(xo»x 8 1) g(xo, 1)
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Finally, consider
7= [ gty OBO)- 91 A0)= [ 500,51 i)

= 85, x+8; D0+ 9)—gC x =85 =9~ [ W) dlgte, 3 ]
= 8(x, x+3; 1)(x+8)—g(x, x— 8; t)(x—3)

l x+06
| f _, YONxgasa(x, ¥ ) —g(x, y; ] dy
by (4.1). Hence

x+6
15 o7 [ Iy=l I5genai vs D=gs yi Dl dy, 107

and since the integral is finite,

[J| £ o(l)+e, t—0*.
From the fact that
lim sup J' " g i 1) dAG) = 1,
t-0+ x=-06
it follows that
lim sup |J| = lim sup |~ ¢(x)| < e.

Thus
lim sup |I—¢(x)| < e
t-0+
and the proof is complete.

Next we establish the order of magnitude of a function whose dual Poisson-
Laguerre-Stieltjes transform converges.

THEOREM 6.2. Let o(y) be of bounded variation in every finite interval of 0 < y < 0.
If, for x, t fixed, 0<x<o0, 0<t<]1,

64) [7 etx. v daty)
converges, then

1
(6.5) a(y) = O(W)’ Yy —> 00,

and o(0*) exists.
Proof. As a consequence of Theorem 3.12 and by (3.18), we may choose numbers
Y1, ¥2 so that x <y, <y, and so large that g(x, y; )| for y, Sy<y,. Now

a(ys)—a(y;) = f da(y) = gg—ig de(5)

1 n
s ceani} g(x, y; t) do(y),
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where the last equation follows from the mean value theorem with y, <n<y,.
Since the integral on the right converges, for given ¢>0, there exists a number
¥o>0 so that

a(y2)—a(yy) < Y1 > Yo,

__ &

g(x, y15 1)

or, since g(x, y;; t)>0,
[e(y2) —a(y)]lg(x; y158) < e

Further, g(x, y2; t) <g(x, y1; t) since g(x, y; t){ for y; £y <y,, and so
[e(y2) — ()] (x, y25 1) < e

Hence

le(y2)| g(x, ya5 1) S |e(y2)—a(y1)|&(x, ya; t) +|e(y1)| 8(x, Y25 1)

< e+|a(y))| g(x, y25 1).

Since |a(y,)|g(x, y2; t) =0 as y, — o, by (3.18), we have (6.5). To verify that
a(0*) exists, we choose numbers y,, y; such that 0 <y, <y,<x and so small that
g(x, y; 1)} for y, <y=<y,. Then by an appeal to the mean value theorem,

1 Vg
(1) —a3) = s f g(x, y; 1) da(y),

where y, <7 =<y,. From this it follows that as y, — 0,
a(yz)—a(y1) = o(1)
and hence «(0*) exists.

7. Asymptotic estimates of dual Poisson-Laguerre transforms. We now study
the growth patterns of convergent dual Poisson-Laguerre transforms. To this end,
we need the following elementary inequalities.

Lemma 7.1. For B>0,

@ [ ewi-s0rr-ar1ay < 35 w2
and

© 1 212
1.2) f 77 exp [~ B~ A1 dy < Ty

Proof. (7.1) is established by a simple change of variable. We have
[Tewi-sor-ay1ay s [~ ewp 1= BUy12- 21 dy
0 -
2 [° _af 0
~gm) e ’2(3—1,2+A) do

= 24n'2/B3,
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and (7.2) similarly,

® : 12 _ 4)2 @ ®
[eel 1;92 ANy _ [[emans2 [ e an = 2mimypee,
] -4 -®

We now develop our first asymptotic estimate.

THEOREM 7.2. Let
(13) u(x, 1) = f gx, ¥; 1) da(y)

converge for (xo, ty), 0= xo <00, t,>0. Then for t fixed, 0<t<t,,
(7.4 u(x, t) = O(xV-@? exp [x/(1—e€t~%)]), x—o0.
Proof. We have

u(, 1) = f . gg(fj‘—;’tz) B,

where
B(Y) = f  g0xo, ¥ 10) da(y).

Integrating by parts and noting that the integrated term vanishes, we find that

o gx,y; 1)
ux, 1) = _f Al )3yg(xo,y,to) .

An appeal to (4.7) and (4.8) yields, since B(y) is bounded for 0<y < oo,

exp [xélo/(elo—e')] [® elo— ¢t et)L/2 eo)l/2\ 1
lu(x, )| < K P)[:(‘alz)/f(m) ) f T ((x) +():go :) )W

elo— ¢t [ " x2et2(gto — 1) — x3/2¢to/2(e! — 1)] }d
1)

X exp {(e‘ D(eo— do_é

where K is dependent on ¢, ¢y, and x,, but not on x. Applying the preceding lemma,
we have (7.4), the result sought.
The conclusion of the theorem may be sharpened as in the following corollary.

COROLLARY 7.3. Let
.5) ux, 1) = f g(x, y; 1) da()

converge for 0<t<c, 0= x<co. Then for any fixed t and for any t,, 0<t<t,<c,
(7.6) u(x, t) = O(exp [x/(1—e~%)]),  x—o0.
Proof. Since we have, by the theorem,

ux, 1) = OG- @ exp [x/(1—¢W)),  x—>on,
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and this implies for a smaller ¢,,
u(x, t) = O(exp [x/(1—€t~%)]), x—>o0

the proof is complete since ¢, is arbitrary.
This may be extended further to yield the following estimate.

COROLLARY 7.4. Let

.7 u(x, t) = fo ) g(x, y; t) d(y)

converge for 0<t<c, 0<x<oo. Then, if 0<8<c/2,
(7.8) u(x, t) = O(exp [x/(1 —e~%2))), X — 00,
uniformly for 8<t=<c—34.
Proof. By the preceding corollary, taking #,=c— /2, we have
|u(x, 1)| = A1) exp [x/(1—e'=c*9)],
or, for 5t<c¢—$6
u(x, 1)] = A exp [x/(1—e~*3)],

where A is the maximum of A(¢) in the interval § ¢ < ¢— 8, and is finite, as is clear
from the inequality of the theorem.

Next we establish the growth behavior of the incomplete Poisson-Laguerre-
Stieltjes transform (3 g(x, y; t) da(y), A>0.

THEOREM 7.5. Let
A
19 u(x, 1) = f g6, y; ) da(y), O0Sx<wm, A>0,
0

where «(y) isv of bounded variation in every finite interval of [0, o). Then, for 0<t<c,
(7.10) u(x, t) = O(1/x*+1), X — 00,
Proof. We have
8x, 73 1) S K(xy)™ =0 exp {— [x3— (yeyI2Ff(¢~ D},

But, clearly,

k
exp {—[x"2—(ye)'?P/(e - 1)} < X2 (yé) 22+ D

Hence

. e¥(xy)~ @ -wo
gx,y;t) < K (P —(ye)2)FarD

In addition, for 8> 0, it follows from the definition (2.22) that, for 0=y <3,
g(x, y; 1) £ Kexp [(2(x3¢)2—x)/(e!—1)].
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Hence
[(2(x8e) 2~ )/~ 1] (*
exp [(2(x8e')2 — x)/(e! — 1)] J; |de(p)|

Ke [} |de(y)|
|x1/2 - (Aec)1/2|2(a + 1)(Ae08)(¢I2) +(1/4)

= 0(1/x**Y), x-—>o0

and (7.10) is established.

luCx, )] < Kexp

+ x > Ae°

8. Dual Laguerre temperatures. We study now solutions of the Laguerre
differential heat equation. We introduce the following notation for the class of
such functions.

DerINITION 8.1. A C2 function u(x, ) which satisfies the Laguerre differential
heat equation

3.D V,u(x, t) = ou(x, t)/ot,

where V, is defined in (2.5), in a domain D, is said to belong to class H there and
is called a dual Laguerre temperature. The function u(x, t) € H in a region R if
there exists a domain D with R<D and u(x,?)e H in D. A convergent dual
Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes transform is a dual Laguerre temperature as established
in the following theorem.

THEOREM 8.2. Let « be of bounded variation in every finite interval and let

u(x, 1) = f “gr,y; ) de(y), 05 x<oo,
0

the integral converging for 0<t<c. Then u(x, t) € H there and u(s, t), s=o+it, is
analytic in any bounded domain.

Proof. The analyticity of u(x, t) follows from Theorem 5.2. Membership in H
is a consequence of the fact that

fo ) V.g(x, y; t) du(y)

converges uniformly for x in any finite interval and 0 < ¢ < ¢. That this is so may be
established by noting that, by hypothesis,

J g(x,y;t0)de(y) <0, 0=x< o0,
]

for ty such that 0<8<t<c—8<t,<c. Now

2 T2 V.8(x, y5 1)
I = Vx 2 t d =f , Vs t
J;l g y; D ddy)= | =Ty B Vs o) d(y)

_ _V.gx, y;0) s (T2, 0 [Vig(x, p51t)
T gx 5t ﬁ(y)]n+ Ty B(y)ay[g(x,y;to) ]dy’
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where
B = f " gt yit)dy = ol),  y—>co.

Since by (4.2), (4.4), (4.5), (4.6), we have for 0< x < R, R any positive number and
forO0<t<e,

v.8(x,y;1)
=22 ) — 0(1),
g(x, y; to) O

2 V806558 _ o)

oy g(x,y;to)

uniformly, limz, 7, » /=0 uniformly and the proof is complete.

We next prove that a dual Laguerre temperature, in a strip 0 <¢<¢, which
vanishes along #=0%, vanishes identically throughout the strip. To this end, we
need a preliminary result.

Y — 0,

y — 0, A a positive constant,

THEOREM 8.3. Let u(x, t) e H for 0Sx< R, 0<t=c, and let

8.2) u(R,t) 2 0, 0<t=eg

8.3) liminf u(x,?) 20  forall xo,0 < xo £ R.
t—=0+;x—x0

Then

8.9 u(x,t) = 0, 0=x=RO<t=c

Proof. By (8.3), it follows that for e>0, there is a number >0 such that

u(x,t) > —e¢ for0 = x<R0<t=3.

Assuming that the conclusion of the theorem is false, there must exist a point
(x1, t1), 0= x, <R, 0<t, = ¢ for which

u(xy, ) = —A4 < 0.
Let
v(x, t) = u(x, t)+r(t—ty),
where >0 is such that rt, < 4, and let ¢ be such that e< A —rt,. Now
v(xy, 1) = u(xy, 1) = —A.
Also
v(x, t) = u(x, t)+r(t—t)
> —e+trt—rt,
> —e—rty

> —A
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for 0Sx< R, 0<t<6. Hence v(x, t) must assume a minimum at a point (x,, ;)
with 0= x, < R, §<t,<c. We then have,

ov(x4, t5)/0x = 0, 0<x; <R 8<t;<ec,
Po(xg, 1)/0x2 20, O0<xy<RS<ty<ec

whereas, if the minimum occurs along x,=0, then

av(0, t,)/ox = 0, 8§ <t 2
and if the minimum occurs along ¢, =c, then
ov(xg, t)fot < 0, 0=<x, 2R

It thus follows that
(v 0 1) = X or 0(xa, 1)+ (at 1 —x9) 2 0(xg, te)—2 D(oxg, 1) Z 0
x—gt‘)v(xz, 2 —xzaxzvxz, 2 a X 3xvx2’ 2) Ty X2, I2) = U.

On the other hand,

0 0
(Vx—a)v(xz, ty) = (Vx—a)u(xza t)—r=—-r<0,

since u € H. The contradiction negates the assumption that the conclusion of the
theorem is false and (8.4) is established.
We now prove the principal result.

THEOREM 8.4. Let u(x, t) € H for 0<t=c, and assume that

(8.5) lim  u(x,t) =0 forall xo,0 £ xy < 0,

x-x0;t—-0+

(8.6) fx) = max |u(x, )| = 0(e**),  x — oo, for some a.
O<tsc

Then

u(x,t) =0, 0<t=¢0=x<on

Proof. By the asymptotic estimates for g(x, x; t), there exists a constant K such
that Kg(R, R; t)=1 for >0, RZ R,. Let v,(x, t)=Kf(R)g(x, R; t) + u(x, t).
Then, clearly, v,(x, t) € H for 0Sx< R, 0<t=<c. Further,

v.(R, 1) = Kf(R)g(R, R; t) u(R, t)
2 f(R)+u(R,1) 20,
since Kg(R, R; t)21 and f(R)=max, ;<. [u(R, t)|. We have, also,

liminf v,(R,t) 2 liminf [+u(x,?)] = £ liminf u(x,t) =0,
t-0+; x—xg t=0t;x—xo

t=0+;x—+x0
by hypothesis. The conditions of the preceding theorem are thus satisfied and

v.(x,8)20, 0=x=RO<t=Zc¢
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or, by the definition of vi(x, t),
Kf(R)g(x, R; 1) 2 |u(x, 1)|.
Now (8.6) and (4.10) yields
|u(x, t)] < Ke®® exp [— R/(e'*°—1)].

Holding x and ¢ fixed and letting R — oo, we have u(x, t)=0 for ¢<In (1+1/a) -8,
or since 8 may be chosen arbitrarily close to zero, for ¢ <In (1 +1/a). The proof is
thus complete if ¢ <In (1+ 1/a). Otherwise the result may be derived by repeating
the argument for u(x, ¢+1In (1+ 1/a)) instead of u(x, ¢).

9. Positive dual Laguerre temperatures. A nonnegative dual Laguerre tempera-
ture which vanishes at time zero, vanishes identically. To establish this fact, we
need, first, the following result.

THEOREM 9.1. If u(x,t)=0is in H for 0<t=<c, 0<x<o0, then

fo " g(x, y; Dy, 8) dA()

converges for 0<t<c—8,0<8<c, and
©.1) f " gx, y: u(y, 8) dA(Y) < u(x, 1438), 0 <t <c—8,
0
Proof. Set
A
o, 1) = ulx, t+8)— [ gz, y; D0y, 8 dAG),
0

where 4 and 8 are arbitrary positive numbers with 8 <c. We will show that
v(x, )20 for 0<t<c—38. Clearly v(x, t) € H there and by the proof of Theorem
6.1, we have

lim o v(x, 1) = u(x,, 8) = 0, Xo > A,

x—+x0:t—
= 0, Xo < A.
Also
A
limsup | g(x, y; Du(y, 8) dA(y) < u(4, 9),
x—+Ait-0%+ JO
so that

liminf o(x, 1) Z u(4, §)—u(4, 8) = 0.

x> A3 t-0
Hence for all x,,
liminf o(x,t) = 0.

x—+x0;t—=0+
Let us now assume that v(x, ¢) is not nonnegative for 0 <¢<c— 8 so that

9.2) v(xo, io) =—-a<0
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at some point (x, ), 0 <, <c—38. Since, by (4.5), [a g(x, y; Du(y, 8) dA(y) con-
verges uniformly to zero for >0, as x — oo, and since u(x, t)=0, we can choose
R so large that

v(R, t) = —af2, 0<t<c—é.

The function v(x, t)+a/2 satisfies the conditions of Theorem 8.3 and so v(x, ¢)
= —af2 for 0= x =00, 0<t<c—3, contradicting (9.2). It follows that our assump-
tion must be false and

f: g6, y; Dy, 8) dAQY) < u(x, 1+9)

for 0<t<c—38, and since the integral increases with A4, the convergence of
I3 &(x, y; yu(y, 8) dA(y) is assured and the theorem is established.
We now have the means to prove the principal result.

THEOREM 9.2. If u(x, )20 is in H for 0<t=c, and if u(x, 0)=0, 0<x <00, then
u(x, 1)=0for 0=x<ow,0<t=c.

Proof. Let
t
v(x, t) = f u(x, z) dz, O0<t=Ze
1]
Then v(x, )20, 0<t=c, and v(x, 0)=0. Also,
ov(x, t)/ot = u(x, t)

and

t
V,0(x, 1) = f V,u(x, 7) dz
0

t o
=fo-a—zu(x,z)dz

= u(x, t)—u(x,0")
= u(x, t)

so that v(x, t) € H for 0=t=c. Hence v(x, ?) satisfies all the hypotheses of the
theorem. Furthermore, v(x, )1 as a function of ¢. Also, since

0 0
—_ Yy~ GpX ___ a+l,—-x .
V.o(x, t) = x~ % P [x e o v(x, t)]
we have
a X
x*tle=* —yp(x, t) = f x%e~*u(x,t) dx = 0,
ox 0

so that v(x, ¢)1 as a function of x. Since u(x, t)=0 if v(x, t)=0, there is no loss of
generality in assigning to u(x, ) the additional monotonic properties of v(x, t).
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Now, since u(x, t) 20 and is nondecreasing in ¢, it follows that, for an arbitrary
5,0<d<e,
f(x) = max u(x, t) = u(x, ).
0Stss
Further, since f(x) is nondecreasing, we have, for x>0,

2011 —2xya+1
Fempf@e s [ A0 dao),

or, for ty,, 0<to<c—38,

Ty /e gxi 1) S [ 20 10/0) dAG)

= 7 g3 100, 9 aA )

< j " g(y; to)u(y, 8) dA(Y).

By the preceding theorem, with x=0, the integral on the right converges. Hence
f(x) = O(exp [2xeto/(eo—1)]),  x — 0.

The hypotheses of Theorem 8.4 thus hold, and it follows that u(x, t)=0 in the
strip 0 <#< 8 and since 3 is arbitrary, the proof is complete.

As a consequence of this result we may strengthen the preceding theorem as
follows.

COROLLARY 9.3. If u(x, t)20is in H for 0<t=c, then
U, t+6) = f: gCx, y; Du(y, ) dA(Y), 0 <t < c—b.
Proof. We have, by Theorem 9.3, that
v(x, t) = u(x, t+8)—f°00 glx, y; Hu(y, 8) dA(y) = 0, 0<t<c—0.

Then, clearly, v(x, t) € H, 0<t=c, and v(x, 0)=0. The hypotheses of Theorem 9.2
thus hold for v(x, ¢) so that v(x, t)=0 for 0<t<c—38, and the conclusion of the
corollary is valid:

10. The Huygens property. We consider next a subclass H* of the class H of
dual Laguerre temperatures, consisting of dual Laguerre temperatures u(x, ) for
a<t<b for which

(10.1) u(x, 1) = f * g0 y; 1=y, ') dAy),

the integral converging for every ¢, ¢, a<t’ <t <b. Such functions are said to have
the Huygens property for a<t<b.
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We establish that a function represented by a dual Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes
integral belongs to the class H* in the region of convergence of the integral. To
this end, we need a preliminary theorem.

THEOREM 10.1. Let u(x, t) € H, |u(x, t)| < Ke* for a<t<b. Then
(102)  u(x,t) = f g, y; t—tYu(y, 1) dA(Y), a<t <1<b,
0

the equality holding over that part of t'<t<b for which the integral converges
absolutely.

Proof. Let
o(x, 1) = f gCx, y; 1—)u(y, 1) dA(y),

with the integral converging absolutely for t' <t<p=<b. If (x,, #,) is a point such
that 0<x,<o0, t'<t<ty<p=<b, then

© gxy;t—t) ' '
| = 7 , Vs to—t)|u(y, t')| dA
o6, 0] 5 [ BEIEZE g,y to— )y, )] dAG)

® x+y x0+y 2(xye‘“')”3]
< _ aXe )y
=KJ; exp[ e“"—l 1]ep[ P
x g(Xo, ¥ to—1t")|u(y, t")| dA(y)
°) t—t\1/2 __ 2
0

] Fot—1

x g(xo, ¥; to—1")u(y, 1')| dA(y),
or taking, in inequality (4.12), A=1 /(e‘o“' —1), we have

+
o(x, )] = Kf exp [ o= e‘ - e‘O‘J‘i—I] exp [x+et ST y
% 8(x0, y; to—1")|u(y, t')| dA(y)
v—1 x
<Kexp[ e‘ P ,_1]

ot

X fo g(xo, y; to—1")|u(y, t")| dA(Y).

By the assumed convergence of the integral on the right, it follows that |v(x, ?)|
< Ke#* uniformly for ¢’ <t<p—38. Now, set

w(x, t) = u(x, t)—v(x, t).

Since u € H by hypothesis and v € H by virtue of being a convergent dual Poisson-
Laguerre transform it follows that we H. Further |w|<Ke** uniformly for
t' <t<p—238. Moreover, by Theorem 6.1 lim,_,.+ w(x, t)=0, so that the hypotheses
of Theorem 8.4 are satisfied and w(x, t)=0 for ¢’ <t<p—38. Since & is arbitrary,
the theorem is proved.
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We now establish that a dual Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes transform belongs to H*
in its region of absolute convergence.

THEOREM 10.2. Let

(10.4) u(x, 1) = f ” g(x, y; 1) da(y),

the integral converging absolutely for 0 <t <c. Then u(x, t) € H* there.

Proof. That u(x,?)e H for 0<t<c is a consequence of Theorem 8.2. To
complete the proof, we must show that for all 7, ¢', 0<t’' <t <,

u(x, 1) = f g6, y; t—tYu(y, t') dA().
Now, we have,

I= f " g(x, y; t—tu(y, ') dAy)
- f: g(x, y; 1— 1) dA(Y) f: g0y, z; t') da(?)

= [ dote) [ gx, 33 1= 100, 73 1) dAGH,

with the change in order of integration valid by the assumed convergence of the
integral defining u(y, t'). Hence, an appeal to Theorem 3.4, yields

I= f ® g(x, ; 1) da(z)

which is u(x, t) by hypothesis and the proof is complete.
The theorem may be strengthened by extending membership in H* in the region
of conditional convergence of the dual Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes transform.

THEOREM 10.3. Let
(10.5) u(x, 1) = j gx, y; 1) da(y),

the integral converging for 0<t<c. Then u(x, t) € H* there.
Proof. By Corollary 7.4, we have, for 0<é<¢/2,
u(x, t) = O(exp [x/(1—e~%3))), X — 00,
uniformly for 8 <#=<c¢—34, and by Theorem 8.2, u(x, t) € H for 0<t<c. Hence

Theorem 10.1 establishes that

u(x, 1) = f 06y t—u(y, ) dAGY), 0 <t <1<e
0
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if the integral converges absolutely over that interval. That this is so is a consequence
of Corollary 7.2 which for 0 << ¢, < c gives the estimate

u(x, 1) = O(exp [x/(1-€¢"%)]),  x—>oo,

and therefore u(x, t) e H*.
We complete the section by proving that the integral of products of certain
functions of H* is a constant.

THEOREM 10.4. Let u(x, t) € H* for a<t<b and v(x, t) € H* fora< —t<b. If

(10.6) [ w01 a80) [ g0 236 = 1), =) dAG) < o0,
then

(10.7) fo ® ulx, tY0(x, —t')dA(), a<t<b,

is a constant.

Proof. By the definition of membership in H* we have, for a<t’<t<b

u(x, 1) = f " g0 y3 t— 1y, ') dAY),

and for a<t<t"<b,

o(x, —1) = f " g(x, 23 1" =)oz, —1") dAG).
0
Then

1) = fo * ulx, Do(x, —1) dAG)
= [ an) [ gy - rutr, 1) dA0) [ gtx 25 07— iz, 17 da)
0 0 0

= f: u(y, t') dA(y) f: oz, —t") dA(2) f g0, y; t—1)g(x, 2; 1" — 1) dA(),

where the interchange in order of integration is justified by (10.6). Now an appeal
to Theorem 3.4 yields

1) = f:’ u(y, ') dA(Y) f: oz, —t"g(y, z; 1" 1) dA(2),
and since v € H*, we have
1) = f: u(y, t(y, —t') dAQy) = I(t')

and the proof is complete.

11. Representation. Our goal now is to characterize those functions which are
represented by dual Poisson-Laguerre-Stieltjes transforms of increasing functions.
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THEOREM 11.1. A necessary and sufficient condition that

(1L.1) u(, 1) = j g,y de(y), 0 x<w,
0

with «(y)} and the integral converging for 0 <t<c, is that u(x, t)=0 be in H there.

Proof. The necessity of the condition is an immediate consequence of the fact
that the kernel of the transform is a nonnegative member of H.
We establish the sufficiency of the condition by setting

Bi(x) = f g3 to)u(y, 8) dA(Y),

0<d8<c, 0<ty<c—38. Then by Theorem 9.1, we have

0 < Byx) < j: 2(y; to)u(, 8) dA(Y) < u(O, to+9).

Moreover, by Corollary 9.3
e, 148) = [ gx,yi U, HAAD), 0 <1< e,
0

I CH))
D) B2

Hence

e [T &y )
u(x,t) = 61_1’13 . 2ot daB;(»), O<t<e

By the Helly and Helly-Bray Theorems [14, pp. 26-52], it follows that

ux,1) = [ EELD gpiy)

with B(»)1 and bounded. Thus
1) = [ g(x, 331 daly)
where
) = [ s O

It is clear that «(y)1 and so the proof is complete.
We next derive criteria for the representation of functions by dual Poisson-
Laguerre-Stieltjes transforms of functions satisfying an integrability condition.

THEOREM 11.2. A necessary and sufficient condition that

11.2) u(x, 1) = f” g, y; ) da(y), O<t<c
V]
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with
(11.3) f: 8(x; ¢)|da(x)| < oo
is that u(x, t) e H for 0<t<c and
(11.4) Lw lu(x, )] g(x; c—1) dA(x) < M, 0 <t<ec.
Proof. To establish the necessity of the condition, we note that by Theorem 5.1,

(11.2) implies the convergence of the integral of (11.1) for 0<t<e¢, so that by
Theorem 8.2 u(x, t) € H there. Further, by an appeal to Theorem 3.4, we have

[ o, 318683 -1y do) < [ st - aneo f " g6, y; 1)) da(y)|
= {7 1du) [ gxs e= 11805 93 1) dA)

= J:o g(y; o)|da(y)| < oo,

where the change in order of integration is valid by Fubini’s theorem. Hence the
condition is necessary.
To prove the converse, set, for A>0,

11.5) Walon, 1) = j g0, ; Wu(y, 1) dA().

Then condition (11.4) implies, as a consequence of Theorem 5.1, that the integral
defining wy(x, ¢) converges absolutely for 0 < ¢ <c—h. Now, by (3.5),

A1) sl s (527) e [ enp [ (e = ymyier~ iy, )] dAG),

or, by (4.12) with A=1/(e°~t—1), we have
eh a+l
(a5) o == )]
” D S
Xfo exp | (eH—l)]
e@(ec-t 1) a+1

Bl R ) €xp [(l P c+t)]

XL g(y; c=)|u(y, )| dA(y).

IIA

Iwh(xa t)l

u(y, )| dA(y)
(11.7)

Hence, for 0 << c—h—e, since (11.4) holds, we have

(11.8) [walx, 1)| = Kexp [x/(1—e~?)].
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An application of Theorem 10.1, since w,(x, t) € H, yields

w(x, 1) = f g0, y; t—8)w(y, ) dA(Y), 0 <8<t <c—he,
0
or

(11.9) walx, 1+8) = f g(x, y; Owa(p, 8) dA(Y), 0 < 8 < 1+8 < c—h—e.
0

By (11.7), we have wy(y, 8)=0(exp [y/(1 —€"*~°*9]), y — o, and consequently,
the integral of (11.9) converges absolutely for 0<é<t+8<c—h. If we now let
h — 0+, referring to (11.5) and Theorem 6.1, we have

(11.10) lim wi(x, 148) = u(x; 1+9).

On the other hand, substituting the definition of w,(y, 8) in (11.9), we have, on
appealing to Theorem 3.4,

mx, 1+8) = [ g0xy: 1) dAG) f " g(, 23 hyu(z, 8) dAQ)

11.11) = f ? u(z, 8) dA(z) f: g(x, y; )g(y, z; h) dA(y)

- f " g(x, 3 1+ hyu(z, 8) dAQ)

provided that the interchange in order of integration is justified. That this is so may
be established by noting that

I= f " g(x, 23 1+ Bu(z, 8)] dAR)
0

[ g_()f’z—;t"'h)g(z; c—8)|u(z, 8)| dA(2)

o &(z;¢c-9)
et+h—c+6 ec—é_l a+1
< K( e ))

© — et+h _ »l/2)2
xfo exp [ ((x(eH?,_zl) ) ] exp [ec_i_l]g(z; c--8)|u(z, 8)| dA(z)
or by (4.14) with A=1/(e°~°—1), for O<t+h<c—3,

et+h—c+6 ec—-o_l) a+l xec—6
I= K( ez+n(_1 ) exp [m]

(11.12) 3
x J' g(z; c— 8)|u(z, 8)| dAE)

which is finite by (11.4). Thus, (11.10) and (11.11) yield

u(x, t+8) = lim f g(x, 3 t-+hyu(z, 8) dA(),
-0+ Jo
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or since the integral is a continuous function of A,

(AL13)  u(x, t+8) = f: g(x, z; Du(z, 8) dA(z), 0 <8< 1+8 < c.
Now, for some ¢’ <c, set

(11.14) 8. = [ 80wy, 9 dA()

Then

[T 1801 = [ g5 hlutn, &1 are)

- &cl)g(y; ¢~ 8)[u(y, 8)| dAY)

o 8(y;c—3
_ 'ec'—c+6(ec—6_1)‘ a+1J~uo _(ec—d_ec')y
G o exp [(e°~*—1)(e” - )]

x g(y; c—8)u(y, 8)) dA(y)

"ec'—c+6 ec—d__l'a+1 ©
% L 8(y; c=8)lu(y, 8)| dA(y)

IIA

for 0<é<c—c'. But the integral converges by (11.4), and so

© Cc—0 __ a+1l
J. |dBs(x)| = M(eec, 11) , 0O0<d<e-c,
0 _

(11.15)

C __ a+l
<M(e 11) .

The set of functions B;(x) thus has a total variation which is uniformly bounded.
An application of the Helly theorem enables us to select a subset of B,(x) converging
to a function B(x) of bounded variation on (0, o).

Letting 8 — O through this subset, we have

(¢ H)) tm (7 .
lim f g2 ) dp(y) = lim f g6, y; u(y, 8) dA(y)

= lim u(x, t+9).
60

By the Helly-Bray theorem we obtain thus

uGr, 1) = [ BV gy " g, 3 1) de(y)
0 g(y9c

where

) = [} e B0,
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and the representation is established. Moreover,

["esanao = [ 1asoil < m(E=5)

e’ —1

by (11.15). Letting ¢’ — ¢, we obtain (11.3) and the proof is complete.
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