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This paper gives a survey of various group theoretical interpretations of the classical hypergeometric
orthogonal polynomials which occur in the Askey scheme. Furthermore, a natural extension of the scheme
is discussed, where families of hypergeometric functions are allowed which may be orthogonal in a gen-
eralized sense and which may be of nonpolynomial nature. Limit transitions and group theoretic interpreta-
tions are also given for this extended scheme. It turns out that the scheme contains many triples of kernels
of integral transforms for which the composition yield identity.
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1. Introduction

The concept of classical orthogonal polynomials changed quite drastically during the last decade (cf.
Andrews and Askey [1]). The present consensus about what should be included in this class can be
neatly summarized in the Askey scheme of hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials, cf. Askey and Wil-
son [4, Appendix], Labelle [27] and §5, Table 3 in the present paper. A remarkable aspect of this
scheme are the arrows indicating limit transitions between the various families of orthogonal polyno-
mials, starting at the top with the Wilson and Racah polynomials and ending at the bottom with the
Hermite polynomials.

Almost all members of the Askey scheme have group theoreretic interpretations. The present

paper gives a partial survey of these connections with group theory, but, at the same time, it tries to
illustrate a philosophy and a research program. The philosophy consists of the following:

1. Almost any identity for special functions in, say, the Bateman project [12], [13] has a deeper mean-
ing in (i) the harmonic analysis of orthogonal systems of special functions and (i) some group
theoretic context.

2. The Askey scheme is a subgraph of a much bigger scheme of families of unitary integral
transforms with hypergeometric kernels. From this point of view the selection criterium that these
kernels should be of polynomial nature is quite arbitrary.

3. The integral transforms occurring in the (extended) Askey scheme can be grouped together in tri-
ples (in many different ways) such that the three transforms in a triple, when performed successively,
yield identity. The limit transitions in the scheme often extend to limit transitions for these triples.

The research program naturally follows from this philosophy. Its main task is to make the three
above items concrete and to fill them in as completely as possible. Partly this can be done by a
search through the literature, partly new research is needed. However, there are also related problems
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of more fundamental nature, for instance the following one:

The spectral theory of second order difference operators on Z. and of second order differential
operators on an interval (possibly with singularities at the end points) is quite well understood nowa-
days. The first theory is closely related to the general theory of orthogonal polynomials and the
second theory to the integral transform theory with respect to the eigenfunctions of a second order
differential operator, cf. for instance Triméche [32]. Classical orthogonal polynomials p,(x) are not
only eigenfunctions of a difference operator in n but also of a second order diferential or difference
operator in x. “Classical” eigenfunctions ¢,(¢) of a second order differential operator in 7 are also
eigenfunctions of a second order differential or difference operator in A. What would be helpful, but
is still missing, is a general spectral theory of second order difference operators, not just on Z, but
also on C, with the difference operator being analytic, possibly with singularities. Recent work by
Ruijsenaars [29], related to completely integrable systems in relativistic quantum mechanics, also
shows the need for such a theory.

The guiding formula for this paper is an identity yielding Wilson polynomials as Jacobi function
transforms of Jacobi polynomials, cf. Koornwinder [24, §9], [26] and formula (4.20) in the present
paper. We gradually approach this identity in sections 2, 3 and 4, starting with formulas which con-
tain a differential operator p,(i d / dt), where p; is an orthogonal polynomial (based on joint work
with E. Badertscher [6]). At the end of §4 we have already seen some illustration of the philosophy
developed above and we are now ready to discuss in §5 the Askey scheme and its possible extensions.
Until here, not much group theory did enter, except some in §3. In section 6 we discuss some funda-
mental ways to construct orthogonal systems from group representations. The rest of the paper gives
examples of these constructions which yield orthogonal systems of hypergeometric functions fitting
into the (extended) Askey scheme: at the end of §6 for SU(2) and the Euclidean motion group
Io(R?), in §7 for the discrete series representations of SL(2,R) (following Basu and Wolf [7]), in §8
the Hahn and Racah polynomials and, finally, in §9 the Wilson polynomials, where the above-
mentioned identity finds its proper setting.

The group theoretic interpretations discussed in this paper only use SU(2), SL(2,R), I o(R?), the
rotation groups and the generalized Lorentz groups. By lack of space and time many other groups
relevant for the Askey scheme are not discussed here, for instance the Heisenberg group and the sym-
metric group. We also avoided discussion of g-Wilson polynomials, mainly because known group
theoretic interpretations for orthogonal polynomials of g-hypergeometric type are restricted to Cheval-
ley groups and homogeneous trees.

The analysis in this paper remains at the formal level. The convergence of series and integrals,
the precise sense in which one family of the Askey scheme approximates another family and the
interpretation of inner products of distributions are not considerd here. However, the author is
preparing a paper, where these questions will be dealt with.

2. Continuous Hahn polynomials: Playing arcund with some remarkable formulas
Consider Bessel functions
14 4\k
Tt := i/;c—’,L oFy(k +1; =12 Q.1
of order k =0,1,2, - - - with integral representation

Jo@) =alitk }e"m\” cos(ky) dy 22
0

(cf. [12, Vol.2, 7.3(2)]). Substitute the expression for the Chebyshev polynomial
T (cos ¥) := cos(ky) 2.3)




in (2.2) and make the change of variable x : = cos ¢ in the integral. Then we obtain

1
Je@®) = a7tk [ T(x)(1—x*) " dx. 2.4)
-1

In particular, for k =0:
1
Jo@) = 77! [ (1—x*) T dx. 2.5)
-1

Let us now build from the polynomial T} the differential operator with constant coefficients
T.(—id /dt). If we let this operate on (2.5) then we obtain

1
Tu(—id /di)Jo(t) = 77! [ ™ Ti(x)(1—x%) " dx.
-1

Hence, in view of (2.4), we get the curious formula
T(—id /d)J o) = i* T (2). (2.6)

Observe that, by (2.5), J, is the Fourier transform of the orthogonality measure for which the polyno-
mials T are orthogonal.

We try to play the same game with the associated Legendre functions

27k 1"(1}\+k +4)
k .= 2
X o F(iA+k +l/z, —iAtk+Y 3k +1; —(sh(%))), QN
where teR, AeC, keZ,, with integral representation
A+
PX_4(cht) = 9——-—)5 f( ch ¢ + sh 7 cos Y)* % cos (k¢) dy 2.8)

(cf. [12, 3.6(1), 3.7(14)]). Make again the substitution (2.3) in (2.8) and make the change of variable
th y := —cos ¢ in the integral. Then (2.8) becomes

) (A +%
Phowieny = SO T eyt 1yt ) ety A D)

-0

which we recognize as a convolution product on R. In particular, for the Legendre function
Pj_y := P3_y we obtain

Pop_y(cht) = o1 7 (ch(t —=y) % (chy) % ap. (2.10)

-0

Hence

(id /dty Pp_y(cht) = a! 7 (ch(t —y)* % (id / dy) (chy)"* % dy.

-0
One easily proves by induction with respect to k that
(ch yY % (id / dy) (chy) ™% = (—i)f (}A+%) (th p)* + lower degree in th y.

It follows that, for each AeC with —iA—% ¢ Z, there are unique polynomials p; of degree k such
that

pelid / dy)(chy)~ ™% = const. Ty(th y)(ch y) 7%, @.11)




e

For these polynomials we conclude:
pilid / df)Pa_y(ch t) = const. Ph_y(ch ?). (2.12)

We will show that the polynomials p; are orthogonal on R with respect to a weight function w
which can be explicitly determined. Observe from (2.7) that the function ¢ > P& _y (ch?) has a zero

of order k at 0. Let I <k. Then
—

0 = const. (id./dt)’Pﬁ—w(Ch 0';:0

= (id /df) pu(id / df) Pa_y(ch t)|t=0

=@n7' [ i peywdp,
where

w(p) = 7 Py _y(ch t)ei"‘ dt

(™! [ 7 (ch ryr% ¥ dt] [ T (ch t)~ % ¢ dt]

by (2.10). Hence, by [12, 1.5(26)] we obtain

w(p) = const. T(4(ip+iA+%) T(A(—ip+id+14)

X T(Mh(ip—iA+%) T(A(—ip—iA+%)). (2.13)
Here, for convergence of the integrals, we require that |Im A| <%. It follows that the polynomials py
are orthogonal on R with respect to the weight function w. In particular, if A e RU(—%i,%i) then

this weight function is positive. The polynomials orthogonal with respect to the weight function given
by (2.13) are particular cases of the continuous symmetric Hahn polynomials

pe(eiab) = i* 3F, [“k’ k +§“+*;),2”2;1’ a—ix | 1], (2.14)

which are orthogonal on R with respect to the weight function x v | [(a +ix)I'(b +ix)|? (a,b>0 or
b=a, Rea>0), cf. Askey and Wilson [3]. From this reference we find that our polynomials p; can
be written as

Pr(p) = const. p(op; Ya+%iX, Ya—Y2i)

. - Yo+ Yoik—Yai
= const. lk3F2[ k’kl/’z,Al/z-I{zil;: é”"ll],

(2.15)

So, similarly as with (2.6), the function f +» Pi_y(ch f) in (2.12) is the Fourier transform of the
orthogonality measure for which the polynomials p; in (2.12) are orthogonal.

We now have three formulas of the same structure:

Ji(t) = const. Tp(id /dt)Jo(2), (2.16)
Pk _y(ch t) = const. p (i d / dt; Ya+Y%ik, Ya—"iN) Pp_y(ch 1), 2.17
Pk(cos ) = const. Qy(%sn +%id /dO; —Y%,—%, n) Py(cos 0. (2.18)

Here (2.17) is obtained from (2.12) and (2.15), while (2.18) is obtained from (2.17) by taking iA—% as
an integer=>k and by taking ¢ purely imaginary. Then P, in (2.18) becomes the Legendre polynomial
while
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Ou(ten +Yom s —%, —1h,n) 1= 4 F; [_k’kl;z‘“l/’"_‘/”" 1] 2.19)

, —n
is a special Hahn polynomial, orthogonal on {—n, —n+2, ... ,n} with respect to the weights
v = GoYyin +m hyn —vom
™ (%n +Yam)! (Yon —Yam)!

— ’
cf. Karlin and McGregor [19] except for the standardized notation, which is given in Askey and Wil-
son [4]. Note that the weights w,, are the Fourier coefficients of P,(cos ):

P,(cos ) = > W €™, (2.21)

(2.20)

cf. Szegd [31, (4.9.19)].

Formula (2.16) is a limit case of both (2.17) and (2.18): Replace ¢ (or §) by A 't (orn716) and
let A—o00 (or n—>00).

3. Orthogonal polynomials of argument id/dt: A group theoretic interpretation

Corresponding to the formulas (2.16), (2.17), (2.18), respectively, we consider the Lie groups G =
I(R?), SO¢(1,2) and SO(3). Here I(R?) is the group of orientation preserving Euclidean motions of
R2, SO((1,2) is the connected component of the group of linear transformations of R* which leave
invariant the quadratic form —x?+y2+22 and SO (3) the group of rotations around the origin in R’.
These groups G have natural transtive actions on certain spaces £, i.e., respectively, on R2, on a sheet
of the hyperboloid —x?+y2+22 = 1 and on the unit sphere S? in R*. In all cases the subgroup X of
G leaving some point of £ fixed is isomorphic to SO(2), the group of rotations of the circle. So & can
be identified with the homogeneous space G / K.

By a unitary representation w of G on a Hilbert space 3(=3(x)) we mean a mapping = of G into
the group of unitary transformations of I which is a group homomorphism (i.e. m(g182) = m(g1) 7(g2)
for all g;,g,€G) and which is strongly continuous (i.e. for all veJ( the mapping g - m(g)v: G-I is
continuous).

The representation = of G is called irreducible if the only closed G-invariant subspaces of ()
are 9(w) and {0}. The set of all irreducible unitary representations of G_(more precisely, of all
equivalence classes of irreducible unitary representations of G) is denoted by G.

We can identify the group K with the group SO(2) of matrices

. cos § sin @
U -~ | —sin@ cosd | eR.

It can be shown that the three pairs (G,K) as considered above share the following property: For each
7€G there is a subset ] of Z and an orthonormal basis {ey }x; of () such that

a(ug)er = e*%e,, kel, GeR.
Otherwise stated: For each 7eG the restriction of 7 to K is multiplicity free.

Definition. Let 7eG and denote the inner product on 3(m) by (.,.). Suppose that ey occurs in JC
Then

(g) := (m(g)eg, e0), gEG, @3.1)

denotes the spherical function ¢ for the pair (G,K) and the representation . If, for some k€Z, ¢, also
occurs in JC then

#(®) := (n(g)eo, &), g<G, (32)

denotes an associated spherical function for (G,K) and =.
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Note that ¢ and ¢* are right invariant with respect to K, so they can be considered as functions on
G / K. Moreover, the spherical function ¢ is left invariant with respect to K.

For each group G as considered above there is a one-parameter subgroup 4 ={a,},eg of G such
that we have the Cartan decomposition G =KAK, i.e., each geG can be written as g =k a,k, for some
ki,k,€K and teR. Now it can be shown that, after possibly rescaling of {a,}, the associated spheri-
cal functions ¢*, when restricted to 4, only change by a constant factor if k is replaced by —k and
that, up to a constant factor, ¢*(a,) with k=0 equals

Ji(At) for some AR or
PX_y(ch ) for some AeR | J[—1i,%i] or
Pk(cost) for some neZ.,,

according to whether G=1I1y(R?), SO((1,2) or SO(3). These are essentially the left hand sides of
(2.16), (2.17) and (2.18). So, roughly stated, we have

¢*(a,) = const. p(id / dt) (ay), (3.3)
where p; is an orthogonal polynomial with respect to a measure which is the Fourier transform of
t H¢(d,).

In Badertscher and Koornwinder [6] it is shown that, with eg,e; and p, as above, we have

e = const. p(id / drym(a,)eq 11_0 (.4)

(the function ¢ —m(a,) eq: R—ICis C*). Hence, in view of (3.1) and (3.2), we get
#(g) = const. py(id /diydla-®)| _. 86,

which implies (3.3). Formula (3.50) provides us with an explicit right-invariant differential operator
on G which sends the spherical function ¢ to the associated spherical function ¢*.

In the case that G is an arbitrary connected semisimple Lie group with finite center and K a
maximal compact subgroup, Helgason [17, section 4] has a definition of associated spherical function
(there called generalized spherical function) which generalizes our definition (3.2) and it is proved in
[17, Theorem 4.1] that, under certain conditions for the corresponding representation, there exists a
right-invariant differential operator on G which sends the spherical function to the associated spheri-
cal function. However, Helgason does not specify this differential operator in any sense.

4. Integral transforms mapping systems of orthogonal polynomials onto each other
1t follows from (2.11) and (2.15) that

Ty (thy)(chy) "% = const.p(%id /dy;Ya+%ik, %a—"%i)) (chy) A%, @.1
Take Fourier transforms on both sides and use [12, 1.5(26)]. It follows that
o0
/ Ty (thy)(chy) 2% e® dy = const. T(%(ip+iA+%))
-
X TA(—ip+iA+ %) pe(hp; Yat+ AN, Ya—Yil). 4.2)

It is clear from the orthogonality relations for the Chebyshev and continuous symmetric Hahn poly-
nomials that the functions

y Ti(thy)(chy) 7%, £=0,1,2, -~
form an orthogonal basis of L?(R,dy) and the functions




o> TCAGp+ A+ 1) TOA(—ip+ih+ %)) pe(hp; %+ %ik, a— i), k=0,1,2, - - -

an orthogonal basis of L2(R,dp) and that the Fourier transform maps the first basis onto the second
basis.

More generally there is an identity of type (4.2) for Gegenbauer polynomials

2y = gl
CRe) := o=k k+2as et o= hx), @43

which are orthogonal on (—1,1) with respect to the weight function x (1 —x2)*"%. We have (cf. [6])
w0
[ [CE(thy) (chy) 2~ #]e® dy = const. T(h(ip+iA+a+%))

X TA(—ip+ir+a+ %)) pu(op; Yo+ Yoa+ ik, Ya+Yoa—15iN). 44

Here the functions of y occurring in square brackets at the left hand side form an orthogonal basis of
L%*(R,dy), while the functions of p at the right hand side form an orthogonal basis of L*(R,dy), and
the two bases are mapped onto each other by the Fourier transform.

A much more elementary result of this type is the well-known formula
0
@M [ Hy)e™ eWdy = i~ Hi(e ™, 49
—o0
where H), is the Hermite polynomial, orthogonal on R with respect to the weight function y e

Actually, (4.5) can be obtained as a limit case of (4.4). Just replace y by a~ %y and p by o*p in (4.4)
and let a—oc0. Schematically we display the result in Table 1 below.

Gegenbauer continuous symmetric
polynomial Fourier Hahn polynomial

: ! :

1 1 i

1 1 |

Y ) 1)

Hermite Fourier . .

polynomial Hermite polynomial

Table 1

There is a further generalization of (4.4) which takes the Jacobi function transform of Jacobi
polynomials rather than the Fourier transform of Gegenbauer polynomials. Jacobi polynomials are
given by

(at+1),

PB)(x) := -

2Fi(—n,n+a+B+1;a+1;%(1—x)), n=0,12,---. 4.6)

For a,8>—1 these are orthogonal polynomials on (—1,1) with respect to the weight function
x> (1—x)*(1+x)P.

Jacobi functions are defined by

oP(1) := L F (Y(a+B+1+iN), (a+B+1—iN);a+1; —sh?s). 4.7
We will always assume that a>—1 and BecRUIR. Let
A, p(®) := (2she?*+1 (2chry?A*1. (4.8)

Then ¢{*# is an even C®-function on R which satisfies




$=P(0) = 1 4.9

and
P B o
dt> D p@t) dt
and ¢{*P is uniquely defined by these properties. Let
20 TBH1=A (g + 1) T(iN)

+ A2 + (a+ B+ 12| 6P 1) = 0, (4.10)

<8O = Tosintat B D) TG +a—B+1) @10
Then, for a>—1, Be[—a—1,a+1]UIR we have the integral transform pair
o]
gN) = [ fO5P () Ay p(r) dt
’ 4.12)

f@& =0n7" [ gM)e{P@) |cap®)| 72 dN
0

This establishes a 1-1 correspondence between the space of even C®-functions on R with compact
support and its image under the Fourier-cosine transform, as characterized by the classical Paley-
Wiener theorem. . The mapping f+>g (which we call the Jacobi function transform) extends to an
isometry of Hilbert spaces between LX(R., A,p(t)df) and LR, 2m) ™' |cap(R)| "2dA). In the
case that a>—1 and |B|>a+1, (4.12) remains valid except that we have to add to the right hand
side of the second formula a term

Snen, ENesM),

where the finite subset D, g of iR, and the weights d, g(A) can be explicitly given. See [21], [24] and
[16, Appendix 1] for further details about Jacobi functions.

Noteworthy special cases of Jacobi functions are

o8B (@) = cos(M), (4.13)
%)y = SIDAT) |

o) = 2E .14
o> 7B(t) = Pp_y(chr). (4.15)

Thus, for 8= —¥%, (4.12) reduces to the Fourier-cosine transform pair if a= —1%, to the Fourier-sine
transform pair if «=% and to the Mehler-Fock transform pair if a=0.

As a generalization of (4.4) we now want to evaluate

[ [(they** (chr)=0 ! P9(1—2th?1)]
0

X l"(l/z(a+,B+l+z}i}zll}:§%(a—ﬁ+l+zh)) (Sht)a+’/z (cht)ﬂ+% (I))(\a’ﬁ)(t) dr, (4.16)

where B,A,peR and «,6>—1. Indeed, (4.16) reduces to the left hand side of (4.4), up to a constant
factor, if B=—1%, a==% and § is replaced by a—'%. (Use (4.13),(4.14) and the quadratic transfor-
mations for Jacobi polynomials.)

Let moreover |B|>a+1 in (4.16). In view of the orthogonality relations for Jacobi polynomi-
als and the isometry property of the Jacobi function transform, the functions of A defined by (4.16)
for n=0,1,2, - - - will form an orthogonal basis of L%*(R,). One can evaluate (4.16) (cf. [26]) as




st. L(h(a+B+1+iA) T(h(a—B+1+iM) TA@ +ip+ 1+ T(H@—ip+1+id)

con TGA)

X W,,(%A2 sWB(@+ip+1), L@ —ip+1), Y(atB+1), la—B+1)), “4.17)
where

Wa(x?;a,b,c,d) := (a +b), (@t ) (@a+td),
—n,n+a+b+ct+d—1l,atix,a—ix
XaF3 , a+b,atc,a+d !
is a Wilson polynomial, a polynomial of degree n in x? (cf. Wilson [34] except for the standardized
notation which is taken from Askey and Wilson [4, Appendix]). If the parameters a,b,c,d all have
positive real parts and if they are all real or one or both pairs of them consist of complex conjugates

then the functions x - W,(x*) form a complete orthogonal system of functions on R, with respect to
the weight function

I(a +ix)T(b +ix)T(c +ix)T(d +ix) |?
= T(2ix) :

(4.18)

X

(4.19)

So we have the identity
(4.16) = (4.17), (4.20)

where the constant in (4.17) is independent of A, but does depend on n,a,B,5,u. Observe that the
orthogonality of the Jacobi polynomials and the isometry property of the Jacobi function transform
imply the orthogonality relations for the Wilson polynomials. On the other hand the isometry pro-
perty of the Jacobi function transform is implied by the orthogonality properties for the Jacobi and
Wilson polynomials.

If |B|>a+1 then one of the parameters of W, in (4.17) becomes negative. Then the discrete
terms in the inversion formula for the Jacobi function transform will correspond to discrete com-
ponents of the orthogonality measure for the Wilson polynomials. These discrete mass points do
indeed occur if one of the four parameters in (4.18) is negative, cf. Wilson [34, (3.3)].

Just as (4.5) was a limit case of (4.4), we can take limits in the identity (4.20) by replacing ¢ by
8%t and A by 8”A and by letting —00. Then both the Jacobi polynomials and the Wilson polyno-
mials tend to Laguerre polynomials, which are defined by

(a+1),

Li(o) = —y

1Fi(—n,a+1;x) 4.21)

and which are orthogonal polynomials on R .. with respect to the weight function x >x*e™*. Furth-
ermore, Jacobi functions tend to Bessel functions

= (A" C Yy
Jo(x) : T+ oF1(a+1; —%x*) (4.22)
and the Jacobi function transform pair to the Hankel transform pair
gN) = [fO)TA) Q)" dt
0

- (4.23)
fO = [gMTQNA)* dA
0

The limit identity (cf. [26]) is

o0
fet® e % LY T A dt = (— 1) A2 e LE), 4.24)
0
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This identity is quite classical, cf. [13, Vol.2, 8.9(3)].
We can summarize our results in Table 2 below.

Jacobi function

Jacobi Wilson
polynomial transform polynomial
—
1 1 ]
1 [} [}
| ] [}
v v v
Laguerre Hankel Laguerre
polynomial transform ‘ polynomial
Table 2

Remark. There is another limit case of (4.20), in which Jacobi polynomials, Jacobi functions and Wil-
son polynomials tend to Laguerre polynomials, Whittaker functions of the second kind and continu-
ous dual Hahn polynomials, respectively (cf. [26, §5]).

5. The Askey scheme of hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials

There are many indications that the Wilson polynomials introduced in (4.18), are the most general
orthogonal polynomials which can be written in terms of a ,F, -hypergeometric function. In Table 3
below we reproduce Askey’s scheme of hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials, as (almost) given in
Askey and Wilson [4, Appendix]. The arrows denote limit transitions. Of course, shortcuts can be
made in these limit transitions by at once going down more than one level.

(a) Wilson W,(x?;a,b,c,d) (b) Racah R,(A\(x);a,B,7,5)

/

(c) Continuous dual
Habhn S, (x%;a,b,c)

(d) Continuous Hahn (e) Hahn (f) dual Hahn
Pa(x:a,b, Eb) On(x ;0,8,N) Ry(A(x);7,8,N)

(g) Meixner- (h) Jacobi @) Me1xner><(j)Krawtchouk
Pollaczek P(")(x H)] aﬁ)/wn(x ;By¢) K, (x;p,N)
(k) Laguerre Lg(x) (1) Charlier C,(x;a)

o~

(m) Hermite H,(x)

Table 3
Let us give the explicit expressions and weight functions of the orthogonal polynomials in the
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Askey scheme.
(a) Wilson polynomials. See (4.18), (4.19).
(b) Racah polynomials.
—n,ntatf+1, —x,x+y+d+1
Ry(A(x); 0. 8,7,8) 1= 4F; |

at+1,B+6+1,y+1 ; (5.1)

Ax):=x(x+y+8+1), B+8+1=—N, n=0,1,...,N
The functions x»R,,(X(x)) are orthogonal on {0,1,...,N} with respect to weights which can be
explicitly given.
(¢) Continuous dual Hahn polynomials.

Sp(x%;a,b,c) 1= (a +b), (a +c), 1F; [_"(; E‘F;;f’;’_f_’c‘ﬂ 1 ] (5.2)

where a,b,c have positive real parts; if one of these parameters is not real then one of the other
parameters is its complex conjugate. The functions x +» S,(x?) are orthogonal on (0, ) with respect
to the weight function ,

T(a +ix) (b +ix)T(c +ix) |?

e T2ix) (5.3)
(d) Continuous Hahn polynomials.
— 7 (@+@n@+b), —n,n+a+a+b+b—1,a+ix
- = jn ] — ?
pu(x; b3 B) = in T E AL L)

where a,b have positive real part. The polynomials p, are orthogonal on R with respect to the weight
function x> |I'(a +ix)['(b +ix)|2. In Askey and Wilson [4, Appendix] only the symmetric case
(a,b >0 or a =b) of these polynomials occurs. Under these restrictions on a,b, the polynomials (5.4)
reduce to (2.14), up to a constant factor. The general continuous Hahn polynomials were discovered
by Atakishiyev and Suslov [5]. See Askey [2] for notation, but read @ +ix instead of @ —ix in his for-
muia (3).

(e) Hahn polynomials.
. S —n,n+ta+pB+1, —x -

Q,,(x,a,B,N).—3F2[ kB |1] n=0,1,...,N, (5.5)

orthogonal on {0,1, . .., N} with respect to the weights
+ —x+

X ["‘x"] {NfoB]. (5.6)

() Dual Hahn polynomials.
Ry(x(x +a+B+1);aB,N) := 3F, ["x’xai"‘ﬁﬁ*];," _"| 1 ] n=0,1,...,N, (5.7

i.e., as (5.5) but with » and x interchanged. The functions x - R,(x (x +a+ B+ 1)) are orthogonal on
{0,1, ... ,N} with respect to weights which can be explicitly given.

(g) Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials.
P@(x;¢) := e™,Fi{(—na+ix;2a;1—e %), a>0, 0<¢<m, (5.8)

orthogonal on R with respect to the weight function x 1> @ ~™% | T(a +ix) | 2.
(h) Jacobi polynomials. See (4.6).
(D) Meixner polynomials.
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My(x;B,c) := 2F1(—n, —x;B;1—c7 1), 0<ce<1, B>0, (5.9)
orthogonal on Z . with respect to the weights x —(B), ¢* / x!.
() Krawtchouk polynomials.

K,(x;p,N) := 2Fi(—n, —x;—N;p~ 1), 0<p<l1,n=0,1,...,N, (5.10)
orthogonal on {0,1, . . . , N} with respect to the weights —
X [g]p"(l—p)lv”". G.11)

(k) Laguerre polynomials. See (4.21).
() Charlier polynomials.

Cy(x;a) := 2 Fo(—n, —x;—a™ '), a>0, (5.12)
orthogonal on Z, with respect to the weights x »a™ /x!.
(m) Hermite polynomials.

Hy(x) := (x)' 1Fo(—%n,%(1—n);—x72), (5.13)

orthogonal on R with respect to the weight function x e x

Note that the number of parameters on which the families of orthogonal polynomials depend,
declines from 4 to O as one goes down in Table 3. The families in the left half of the table (including
the Hermite polynomials) have continuous weight functions, while the ones in the right half have
discrete orthogonality measure. Jacobi, Laguerre and Hermite polynomials are the hard-core classical
orthogonal polynomials, but most of the other families also have a long history. Only Wilson, Racah,
continuous Hahn and continuous dual Hahn polynomials are recent inventions. See Andrews and
Askey [1] for more information about the concept “classical orthogonal polynomial”.

The limit behaviour as shown in Table 3 is oversimplified, since, in fact, there are three types of
Wilson polynomials W,(x?; a,b,c,d) (cf. (4.18)), namely the type (a,b,c,d), where a,b,c,d are real, the
type (a,a,¢,d), where c,d are real, and the type (a,a,c,c), where we have two pairs of complex conju-
gates. (Of course there are overlaps.) There are also two types of continuous dual Hahn polynomials
S,(x2; a,b,c) (cf. (5.2)): the type (a,b,c) with a,b,c real and the type (a,d,c). With this refinement the
left half of Table 3 can be rewritten as Table 4 below.

Each system of orthogonal polynomials p,(x) in the Askey scheme can be considered as an
orthogonal basis {p,} of some Hilbert space. After trivial transformations these Hilbert spaces take
the form L2(R), L2(Z ) or L*({1,...,N}). Expansion of an arbitrary element of the Hilbert space
in terms of the basis can be considered as an isometry of L*(R) or L?*(Z) onto L*(Z.) or of
L*({1,...,N}) onto itself. The limit transitions in Tables 3 and 4 can now be considered as taking
weak limits of the isometries. Sometimes the two Hilbert spaces do not change in this limit transition,
but sometimes they do, cf. in Table 3:

(©)—(), (), (G)—() and (e)—(h) (from L?({1,...,N}) to L*(Z, ) once or twice);

(e)—(h) (from L%({1, ...,N}) to L}(R));

(D)—(m) and ()—(k) (from L*(Z ) to L2(R)).

Schematically the possibilities for types of isometries and limit transitions are given in Table 5 below.

This table strongly suggests that isometries of L?(R) onto itself might also be obtained as limit
cases of isometries occurring in the Askey scheme. The following example shows that this is indeed
possible, at least formally. We have

. —n,%(a+B+1D)+iA, Y(a+B+1)—iA
Am 3F; Yo(a+B+1)+nsh 2, a+1 ll
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(al) Wilson (a2) Wilson (a3) Wilson
(a,b,c,d) (a,a,c,d) (a,a,¢,¢)
(cl) Cont. dual (¢2) Cont. dual (d) Continuous
Hahn (a,b,c) Hahn (a,q,¢) Hahn
(g) Meixner- .
Pollaczek \(h: Jacobi
(k) Laguerre
(m) Hermite
Table 4
L*({0,1,...,N}) L*{0,1,...,N})
I
{
i
]
|
|
i
Vg
LAR)
Table 5

= ,Fi(%(a+B+ 1)+, (a+B+1)—ik;a+1; —sh?),

where the limit is taken formally by power series expansion and termwise limits. Hence, in view of
(5.2) and (4.7) we obtain

_ S,(4N; Y(a+B+1), nsh T2, a(a—B+T))
n—00 (*%(a+pB+1)+nsh _zt),, (at+1),

e=P(), (5.14)

i.e., Jacobi functions are limits of continuous dual Hahn polynomials. In §7 we will find many more
examples of unitary integral transforms with hypergeometric kernel as limits of hypergeometric
orthogonal polynomial transforms and we will be able to give an extension of the Askey scheme such
that these integral transforms are also incorporated. Moreover, in §6 we will find isometries of L*(Z)
and L*(Z . ) which are of hypergeometric but not of orthogonal polynomial type.
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6. Orthogonal special functions from group theory: two fundamental constructions

Let G be a Lie group and = a unitary representation of G on a Hilbert space 3(r) (cf. §3). Let H and
L be closed subgroups of G and suppose that the restrictions of = to H and L are multiplicity free.
Then we can write = restricted to H as a direct sum or integral of irreducible representations y of H
uniquely, and similarly for §, cf. Table 6 below.

Table 6

In the very special situation that all these representations y of H and 8 of L are one-dimensional, we
have two orthonormal bases for () (in the ordinary sense in case of a direct sum and in the general-
ized sense, with distribution vectors, in case of a direct integral). We write these bases as {Vay} with ¥
in some subset of H and {w, s} with § in some subset of L, such that

W(h)vﬂ,y = Y(h)v‘lf,‘}" W(I)WW,S = 8(l)w7r,8' (61)

There are now two ways to construct orthogonal special functions adapted to the group G and its
subgroups H and L.

Method 1.
¢, 1) 1= (7(g)Vary» Wns), gEG, G, yeH, dL, (6.2)

Here v,8 are considered as parameters which are held fixed, while we get orthogonality and dual
orthogonality with respect to the variables g and =, respectively. In case of a compact group G,
orthogonality of the functions ¢"%(.,m) is just the Schur orthogonality for matrix elements of irreduci-
ble representations and completeness of the system follows from the Peter-Weyl theorem. In case of a
noncompact group G, the integral transform with ¢"%(g,7) as kernel is a specialization of the Fourier
transform on the group and the inversion formula is a particular case of the Plancherel formula on
the group. Part of the game in all these cases is the restriction of ¢%3(.,m) to a suitable subset of G
which (for the particular v,8) already completely determines the function. If this subset can be
identified with a subset of Euclidean space and the essential part of the Haar measure for G can be
determined on this subset, then we have made the identification of the orthogonal system (6.2) with a
system which can be described without group theoretic terminology.

I v,, and w, 5 are generalized elements of 3() then the inner product in (6.2) can be given a
meaning as a distribution by testing it against C*-functions f with compact support on G. This test-
ing yields (#(f)Vy.y » Wr,s), then w(f)v,, is a C*-vector and its inner product with the distribution
vector w5 is well-defined.

Method I1
WB"(1,8) 1= (@(gWay> Was)r gEG, G, yeH, SeL. (6.3)

Now g and 7 are held fixed as parameters, while y and & are the variables with respect to which
orthogonality and dual orthogonality are obtained. Note that {m(g)v,,} and {w,s} are both (gen-
eralized) orthonormal bases of J(w), so y#"(y,8) is the matrix element or integral kernel of the unitary
transformation which maps the one basis onto the other.

Our requirement that the representations y and & are one-dimensional is too restrictive, although
it is surprising how many special functions already come out with this assumption, mainly for
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G=SL(2,R), SU(2) or I,(R?). More generally we assume that we have two chains of closed sub-
groups and corresponding irreducible representations, cf. Table 7 below.

G,m
/ N\ -

Hy,7 L,,8,

| |
H2,YZ L2982

H ]

i 1

1 1
Hp,vp Ly,5,

Table 7

Here we assume that the representation y; of H;, when restricted to H;.i, has a multiplicity free
decomposition in terms of irreducible representations v;+, of H;+, and the irreducible representa-
tions v, of H, which occur are one-dimensional, and similarly for the other chain. Thus we obtain
(generalized) orthonormal bases {Vn,y, ...y} and {wags, ... 8, } for 3(m) and we can write, on the one
hand,

TR 7 [T . X . —
¢7 K (ga 77') - (W(g)v'lr,'y,, Y ’w'lr,sl ..... 8, )a (64)
where vi, ..., ¥, 615 - - - ,8, are considered as parameters, and, on the other hand,

‘l’g"”(Yl, .. ,Yp;sl, B ,Sq) = (ﬂ(g)v'lr,*/. ..... 'y,,w'rr,8,,. . .,8‘_,), (65)

where g7 are considered as parameters.
Let us discuss a number of special cases of the constructions I and II.

Ia. Let K:=H =L be compact and let (G,K) be a Gelfand pair, i.., in each 7eG the trivial represen-
tation 1 of K occurs at most once. Take y=8=1 in (6.2). Then ¢"!(.,7) becomes a spherical function
for (G,K), <f. (3.1).

Ib. Let K:=H =L, be compact and take p =1, ;=1 in (6.4). Then ¢1;8‘ """ % becomes an associ-
ated spherical function for (G,K), cf. (3.2).

Ic. Let H and L be non-conjugate subgroups of G, let H be compact and take y=1=4 in (6.2). Then
ol1(.,m) is a so-called intertwining function for the triple (G,H,L).

Id. Let H;=L; (i=1,...,p; p=¢). Then ¢"" ~%d % (o) as given by (6.4) denotes a (general-
ized) matrix element of w with respect to the basis {v,,, ...}, with the dependence on g
emphasized.

IIa. Assumptions as in case Id. The function y&7 in (6.5) is again a (generalized) matrix element of =,
but here with the dependence on vy, . . . ,v, and 81,...,9 emphasized.

Iib. Let H and L be non-conjugate subgroups. Then y&#” as given by (6.5) is called a mixed basis
matrix element (possibly generalized) of 7. Note that, without loss of generality, we may assume g =e
in (6.5). Then the functions Y7 in (6.5) are called the overlap functions for the bases {v,,, ..., %}

and {w'rr,8., . ,8,} of J(x).

The spherical function case Ia is already so rich that whole books can be written only about this
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case. See for instance Helgason [18], Faraut [15] and Koornwinder [24]. Let us here just make the
observation that spherical functions always satisfy a product formula

$g1,mMe(g2.m = [o(gikgs)dk (6.6)
K
with corresponding commutative positive convolution structure for the K-biinvariant functions on G
and a linearization formula —
95(& 771)¢'(g, 7’2) = j::;‘ﬁ(g,‘ffs)c(ﬂl 9772’773)‘1‘](7’3) (67)

with ¢ (m,m,m3)=0 and corresponding positive dual convolution structure. If we can identify the
spherical functions with special functions then we have, of course, also two positive convolution struc-
tures associated with the expansions in terms of these special functions.

In case II we may have the situation of a third subgroup chain. In the simple situation we
started with in this section, for instance, we may have a diagram as in Table 8 below and three
corresponding (generalized) orthonormal bases {u,g}, {vn,} and {w,s}.

Table 8
Then the three functions of type (6.3) (with g =e) related to these bases satisfy an identity of the form
(uw,BaW'lr,S) - fil (u-lr,ﬁ:vﬂ,y) (Vﬂ,y’ww,S)dp'(Y)° (68)

In section 7 we will meet concrete examples of this.

Mixed case. There is a third way to obtain orthogonal systems from the inner products
(m(g)VzysWas). Fix m and y as parameters and consider

X"7(g,0) := (@(gWrysWas)- 6.9
We might as well fix 7 and some u €J3({(7) and then consider

Xi’r’u(g9 Y) = (W(g)u,vvr,y)a Xé”,u(ga 6) = (”(g)U,Ww,a)- (610)
Then a Schur type orthogonality yields

[xP(& ) x3*(g,8)dg = const. (Wn5,Vsy)- (6.11)

G

Again we have produced an identity involving three orthogonal systems: two of mixed type and one
of type II. It will turn out later that (4.16), (4.17) can be brought into this form.

As an example of (6.2) versus (6.3) consider G:=SU(2), the group of 2X2 unitary matrices
with determinant 1. (See Vilenkin [33, Ch. 3] as a reference for this example) Let
K:=H =L=U(l), the subgroup of diagonal matrices in SU(2). For each /€'AZ, there is, up to
equivalence, a unique irreducible unitary representation 7' of G with (2/ +1)-dimensional representa-
tion space JU(T'). We can choose an orthonormal K-basis {v _;,v_;41, . . . ,¥} of H(T") such that

T'(diag(e "% ,e" )y, = e™v,, n=—1L, —1+1,...,1L (6.12)
Then (T(g)v,,vm) as a function of geG is already completely determined if we know it for g
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restricted to the matrices
_|eos by —sinlay
Uy sinsy cosly |
So write
¢y, TT) 2= (T 0y Wy V) =1 7 (n,m). - (613

Then the functions ¢™" (fitting into case Id) can be evaluated in terms of Jacobi polynomials (cf.
(4.6)) by

%
n,m — [ —mW({ +m)!
¢y, T') [ —m'(+n)

X (sinYy)™ ~" (cos Yyy" " Pfm—nm+tn)(cosy), m +n,m—n=>0. (6.14)

Orthogonality of the Jacobi polynomials is here an immediate consequence of Schur’s orthogonality
relations for matrix elements of the inequivalent irreducible representations 7".

On the other hand, as was shown in [23, §2], the functions Y*' (fitting into case Ila) can be
evaluated in terms of Krawtchouk polynomials (cf. (5.10)) by

_ [ 2 (2"
¥Himm) = (l+m] [1+n]
X(—=1) 7 (sin Yoy T+ (cos o) T ™ K 1 i(n +1;5in Y5y, 20). (6.15)

The orthogonality of the Krawtchouk polynomials is now an immediate consequence of the fact that
T'(u,) is a unitary operator and the basis {v,} is orthonormal.

It is possible to contract the group SU(2) such that it tends to the Euclidean motion group
Io(R?), while the subgroup U(1) of SU(2) becomes the subgroup SO(2) of I o(®R?) and the matrices
u, tend to the translations #,. Then the irreducible representations T ' of SU(2) also tend to an
irreducible unitary representation m, of I o(R?) (cf. the representation = of Iy(R?) which we met in
section 3). The orthonormal basis {v_;,v_;41,...,v} of J(T") tends to an orthonormal basis
{Vn}nez Of I(m)) which behaves nicely with respect to the subgroup SO(2) of 1 o(R?). We obtain, by
taking limits in (6.14) or (6.15) that

lljglo(T"‘(ux /DVnsVm) = (& WVnVm) = (= 1" 7" Ty m(AX), (6.16)

where J, .., is a Bessel function (cf. (2.1)). When we emphasize the dependence on A,x in J, +,(Ax)
then we get the generalized orthogonal system which yields the integral kernel for the Hankel
transform (cf. (4.23)). However, when we emphasize the dependence on n and m then we get the
extremely simple orthogonality relations

0
2 Jn+k(x)‘]n +l(x) = 6k,b k,lEZ’ XER, (6'17)
n=-00
which are not widely known, although they are hidden in the formula books. Indeed, start with
- - w .
exsing — 2 elnd Jn(x) (6.18)
n=-—00
(the Fourier series expansion implied by (2.2)). Hence

.. 2. s w 'y
etxsm¢e—1k¢ — 2 em¢J” +k(x)-

n=-—o00

So, by Parseval’s formula for Fourier series,
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. o0 21’ . . . R Iy
S Jark ) pai(x) = @m)7H [ Rt e e T dp = 5y .
0

n—=—0o0

By (6.17) we have, for each x€R, an orthonormal system {ne—J,(x)}kcz in L*(Z), which
consists of oF-hypergeometric functions and is a limit case of the Krawtchouk polynomials, but is
definitely not a system of orthogonal polynomials. Still it naturally fits into an extended concept of
the Askey scheme. ~

One may wonder what else might be included in such an extended scheme. Here is another
example, not (yet) coming from group theory. From the Jacobi polynomials we build two orthogonal
bases of L2((0,1)). A simple computation yields the transition matrix:

1
[x*Q — x)%B PB(1—2x) x " (1—x)"8 P@D(1—2x)dx
0

(=1 (B+1), T(a+m + D) TA(B+8)+ 1) (—m +%(B—8)+ Dy
B n!'m!T(a+%(B+8)+2+m)

—n,n+a+B+o+1,%B+E)+1,KB—8)+1
B+1, m+a+B(B+8)+2, —m+H(B—8)+1

X 4F3 1]. (6.19)

This yields an orthogonal system on L2(Z..) of hypergeometric but non-polynomial type. One can
derive a limit case of (2.8) with Laguerre polynomials at the left hand side and a 3 F, of argument 1
at the right hand side.

7. Orthogonal special functions related to the discrete series of SL(2,R)

The paper [7] by Basu and Wolf is a rich source of special functions related to representations of
SL(2,R) (the group of real 2X2 matrices of determinant 1). In particular, the special functions
related to the discrete series of SL(2,R), discussed in [7, section 3], are very neat, much related to the
Askey scheme and a good illustration of the framework we developed in §6. I feel justified to repro-
duce here some of the formulas in [7], since the orthogonality properties, limit relations and
identifications with known special functions are not much emphasized there.

The discrete series representations Dif (k ='%,1,3/2, - -) of SL(2,R) are realized in [7, (2.5)]
as unitary representations on L2(R ., ):

b 0 , ,
02 z d]f)(r):= [f©e ™ b7 (rs)*
0
X exp (b ~N(dr? +as?) o —1(b ' rs)ds, feL*(R.), b5£0, (7.1)
and, by taking the limit as b—0:
0 s
i [‘c’ d]f)(r):= (sgnay* |a|#e¥e e f(la|'r), feL’R.). (12)
Further specializations of (7.1) and (7.2) yield:
10 ,
05 |, 1] F)r) = % f(r), feL*Ry), (7.3)
L
(a 0
(D ga_1 }f)(r)=(sgna)2k|a|_%f(|a[_1r), feL’R,), (74
(cos v —sin A - _
OF | gartr  costhr ]f)(r) = [ f(s)et™ sin¥hy) ! (o)
L 0

Ea
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X e ~HORENC+) o (sinay) " lrs)ds, feL*Ry), ye2rZ, (1.5)
0 —1 o _
i {1 o]f)(r) = [ f)e™ Iy 1(s)(s)ids, feL’Ry). (7.6)
0

The transformation (7.1) is built up from the Hankel transform (7.6) (cf. (4.23)) and the elementary
transforms (7.3) and (7.4) according to the Bruhat decomposition of SL(2,R): -

ab —-b 0 1 0] (0 —1 1 0
cd 0 —p! bd 1 1 0 (p7 g1

Write G:=SL(2,R). There are three conjugacy classes of 1-parameter subgroups in G: the par-
abolic, hyperbolic and elliptic ones. We choose representatives of these conjugacy classes as follows:

, ad —bc = 1, b5£0. (1.7)

10
parabolic: N := {n  := [c 1] | ceR};

e "B

hyperbolic: H := {hg := { 0 "B | BeR};

o coslsy —sinlhy
elliptic: K := {u, := sinty  cos%y | yeR}.

Following [7] we choose for L*>(R,)=9(D;) a generalized orthonormal N-basis (v}, | peR .} and

H-basis (v}, | peR} and an orthonormal K-basis {v£, | m =k,k +1, - - - } such that
Dif (nywvf, = efcr’ vl peR., n.eN, (7.8)
Df (hpyvh, = eyl peR, hgeH, (7.9)
Df u wEn = e™vE,, m=kk+1,--- ,u,ek (7.10)

Thus we are in the situation of Table 8 and the equations (7.8),(7.9),(7.10) are examples of (6.1). See
Table 9 below.

G, D}
/ 1T\
subgroups: N H K
labels of representations: P I m
corresponding N H K
basis vectors: Vo o Viep  Vkm
Table 9
For the N-basis we have
v,ﬁ’p :=38,, peRy, (7.11)

where 8, denotes the delta distribution with support {p}. Then (7.8) follows from (7.3).
For the H-basis we have

v (r) := a7 rTHYEE D >0, peR. (7.12)
Then (7.9) follows from (7.2).




20

For the K-basis we have an expression in terms of Laguerre polynomials:

n
K (.= | _2(m—k) %~ ~thr® | 2k —1(2 _ .
Vem(r) : n+E+ 1) r e L5 (r?), m=kk+1, . (7.13)

Then (7.10) can be obtained from the following generalization of (4.24) (cf. [13, 8.9(5)]:

oo 73 —
at %P T ags2y ShilcogXE ) T (NN (A7 :
([t € Li@)e J“(sin%y)sinl/zy a
— (_l)n ei(ﬂ—y)(n +Wa+1) )\a+‘/z e—'/z)\2 L:(}\Z) (714)

Consider now the matrix elements (Df (g)viy ,vEy) and mixed basis matrix elements
(DE (gWEw s vEr), where LL' are two of the subgroups N,H,K and where k and g are held fixed as
parameters, while the orthogonality is considered in the labels A\’ of the subgroup representations (cf.
cases IIa and IIb of §6). In Table 10 below we summarize which orthogonal special functions arise in
this way.

Dy (g)vllc\,,p' Dy (g)vl{,{#’ Dy (g)vlfm’
vi', | Bessel functions | Laguerre functions Laguerre
(Mellin if g =e¢) polynomials
vids Meixner-Pollaczek | Meixner-Pollaczek
functions polynomials
VE Meixner polynomials

Table 10
Let us quote these results more explicitly from the paper by Basu and Wolf. In each of the following

formulas g denotes the matrix element (‘cl D ofG

N-N matrix elements: Bessel functions:

(DF @Why ,vilp) = e 7™ b1 (o)t M0 Ty (6 pp), b0, (7.15)
This follows immediately from (7.11) and (7.1). The corresponding integral transform is essentially
the Hankel transform.

H-H matrix elements: Meixner-Pollaczek functions:

(Dit (gl ,vH,) = elementary factors X o Fi(k —ip, k +ip 52k ; (ad)™h). (7.16)

We call the right hand side, in its dependence on p or ', a Meixner-Pollaczek function because it
bears the same relationship to Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials (cf. (5.8)) as Jacobi functions do to
Jacobi polynomials (cf. (4.7),(4.6)). The corresponding unitary integral transform does not seem to be
widely known in literature.

K-K matrix elements: Meixner polynomials:
a’+b*+c?+d* -2
a’+b*+ct+d*+2

(Dif (gWwhw , vEm) = elementary factors X M, _(m' —k, 2k; ). 7.17)

N-H mixed basis matrix elements: Laguerre functions:
(D (gwh, . vl,) = elementary factors X | Fy(k +ip;2k; —Qab) " ip?), a,b40. (7.18)

Consider, for each peR, the right hand side as a function of p. It bears the same relationship to
Laguerre polynomials as Jacobi functions do to Jacobi polynomials. The limit case of (7.18) for g—e
follows from (7.11) and (7.12):

Of,  vl,) = oA, (7.19)
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This is the integral kernel of the Mellin transform, which is, by a trivial change of variables, just the
Fourier transform.

N-K mixed basis matrix elements: Laguerre polynomials.

In view of the Iwasawa decomposition G =NHK, these matrix elements, in their dependence on g, are
already determined when they are given for geH. As H acts quite trivially on v, (in view of
(7.4),(7.11)), it is sufficient to consider the matrix element at g =e. By (7.13) this equals

&n>vl,) = vEn(p) = elementary factors X L33! (0%). (7.20)
H-K mixed basis matrix elements: Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials:

2 .
(Di (g)En,vi,) = elementary factors X P ,(u; Yharccos( (“z j:l;j) 2+i ). (7.21)

Some remarks can be made at this stage. Of the six cases just discussed there are three orthogo-
nal polynomial cases (K-K, K-H and K-N), in correspondence with the fact that K is the only compact
group among K,H,N. The matrix elements satisfy second order differential equations in the p-variable
but second order difference equations in the p- and m-variables, where the differences in the case of p
are taken in imaginary direction. In case of a second order differential equation (first row of Table
10), the spectral theory of differential equations with regular singularities can be used, but, in particu-
lar in the H-H case, there is missing an analogous spectral theory of second order difference equa-
tions.

Both the conjugacy class of elliptic and of hyperbolic subgroups have N in their closure:

A% 0 cos(cA) —sin(cd)] A* 0 7' cos(cA) —Asin(cA)
0 A% | [sin(ch) cos(cA)| [0 A% ~ A lsin(cAd)  cos(cA)

and
BV2ZNE —1BV2INE) [ 0 BVZN —BV2NETD ch(cA) Ash(ch)
BVZAE BV2ZA R |0 e™ | [BV2a% wVaa % | T |Alsh(ed) ch(cd)

10
tend both to | . ; | as AJ0. There are corresponding limit transitions for the matrix elements of Dy

with respect to the various subgroups. We display this in Table 11 below.

Of course, the various matrix elements encountered here offer ample illustration of formula
(6.8). In particular, we obtain integral transforms sending Laguerre or Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials
to polynomials of similar kind. Moreover, the various cases are connected by limit transitions, cf.
Table 12 below.

By (7.19) the Laguerre function transform simplifies into the Mellin transform for g =e. That partic-
ular case in Table 12 then corresponds to the well-known formula

nle ™™ e e~ ¥x(1+icotge) ya 7 2a—1 —1—iA
x®L ) x™ "dx
f (2a), §

= (@ ~N@—%m (25in g)* ~ T(a —ik) PSON;0). (7.22)

8. Group theoretic interpretations of Hahn and Racah polynomials

Hahn polynomials have a group theoretic interpretation as Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for SU(2).
We can understand these coefficients as overlap coefficients for bases with respect to two different
subgroup reductions of SU(2)XSU(2). Let T' be the (2! +1)-dimensional irreducible unitary
representation of SU(2) (cf. end of §6). Denote the (1-dimensional) irreducible representations of the
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M-P function M-P polynomial pg{l;nb(()n;iral
Laguerre Laguerre —
function polynomial
Bessel
function
Mellin
Table 11
M-P polynOmial M-P function
(K-H)
t £ H-
. ransform (H-H) \
| : M-P polynomial
' - K-H
’ v
' Laguerre function '
v / transfon,n (N-H) E
Laguerre | !
polynomial (K-N) ; \:’,
\ Hankel Laguerre
transform (N-N) polynomial (K-N)
Table 12
subgroup U(1) of SU(2) by 8,:
8,(diag(e ~*7,e%%)) := &M, newl. (8.1)

For SU(2)XSU(2), together with its irreducible unitary representations T ®T", Table 13 below
presents two subgroup reductions similar to Table 7.
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SUQXSUQ), T"®T"

TN

uxu(), §;, ®4;, diag(SUQ)XSUQ)), T

diag(U(D)X U(1)), §;

Table 13

There are corresponding orthonormal bases {v;, ;,.; .} and {wy, ;.;} of J(T" ®T"). Consider the
overlap coefficients (cf. case IIb in §6)

VG jah)) 1= Oy Vngo)-
It turns out that these overlap coefficients vanish if js%j;+j,, so we can fix j as a parameter, put
Jj2:=j —j; and only consider

WG LD 2= g Vit —i)-
By construction, the left hand side yields the matrix coefficient of a unitary matrix. It is usually
denoted by

C]lll:][:j = (wlnlz;l,j 2 vIl’IZ;jhjz)’ J :jl +j2’ . (8'2)

a so-called Clebsch-Gordan coefficient or (with slightly different notation) a 3j-symbol. It can be
evaluated as

L0 -1 +12—l, —ll+12+l+1 ) —l] +j
Cjijv; = elementary factors X 3F, ! —lL+h+j+1, =21, J1 !1 , 8.3)

11“12<j<12—11<1<11+12; —l] <j1<ll;j1 +j2=j.
By symmetries the general case can be reduced to (8.3). It follows from (8.3) and (5.5) that we have

obtained Hahn polynomials:

CH AN FarpLuthatB o = elementary factors X Q,(x;a,B,N). 8.4

The row and column orthogonality of the Clebsch-Gordan matrix yield the orthogonality relations for
Hahn and dual Hahn polynomials. See, for instance, Vilenkin [33, Ch.3] and Koornwinder [22] for a
more detailed treatment of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.

Racah polynomials (cf. (5.1)) were first obtained when it was recognized that the Racah
coefficients for SU(2) can be expressed in terms of orthogonal polynomials (see Wilson [34]). Racah
coefficients are the overlap coefficients for certain subgroup reductions of SU2)XSU2)XSU(2).
Write

G1XGy X Gy 1= SUQR)XSUQ)XSU(Q),
G,',j .= dlag (G, X Gj)’ l#j,
Gg = dlag(Gl XG2 XG3),

Ko := diag(UQ)X U)X U(1).

Use again the irreducible unitary representations T/ of SU(2) and 8; of U(1). Then we have three
subgroup reductions for the irreducible unitary representations TV®T"®T" of G,XG,XG3 as




24

given in Table 14 below.

G1XGy XG5, T"®T-T"

—
G12XG3, T QT" Gy 3X G, T*QT" G31 X G, T ®T"

\/

G, T"

Ko,8;

Table 14
There are three corresponding orthonormal bases uy, j, 1.1, 1.7 > Vibolsiysdojs Whilslilynlej - NOW COD-

sider /y,15,13,lp as parameters and define the Racah coefficients or Gj-symbols as the overlap coefficients

RIS o= (U gyttt Vbl (8.5)
These coefficients can be expressed in terms of 4F3-hypergeometric functions of argument 1, and can
next be written in terms of Racah polynomials (5.1). The row and column orthogonality of the Racah
matrix yield the orthogonality relations for the Racah polynomials. See Biedenharn and Louck [8,
Ch.3,§18] for the general theory of Racah coefficients and Wilson [34, §5] for a proof that these
matrix coefficients can be expressed in terms of Racah polynomials.

There is a fourth subgroup reduction from G; X G, X G3, T"®T"®T" to Ky,8; via the inter-
mediate stage K XK, X K3, §;,,8;,,8;, (K; being the subgroup U(1) in G;). This determines an ortho-
normal basis {e;, ; ®e, ;, Qe ; } (j1 +j2+j3=)) for the representation space and we have

bbby
Rll.l’ll.S - 2 (thlZ’lS;ll.ZJﬂsj » €l ®elz’jz ®e13,j3)

Jusjujs
X (elhjl ®elz,jz ®e13sj3 ? v’nlz,lsilu,lmj) (8'6)

(in the spirit of (6.8)). The two overlap coefficients occurring as factors in the sum at the right hand
side of (8.6) can be written as products of two Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and they must yield
orthogonal systems. These orthogonal systems can be written as functions depending on two discrete
variables which are products of elementary factors and two Hahn polynomials. It would be interest-
ing to see if these functions coincide with the orthogonal polynomials in two variables built from
Hahn polynomials which are obtained by Dunkl [10, §4] in connection with harmonic analysis on the
symmetric group. Anyhow, (8.6) shows that the two orthogonal systems of functions in two variables
can be expanded in terms of each other by means of Racah coefficients. We will shortly meet other
examples of this phenomenon.

It is natural to expect similar group theoretic interpretations for continuous Hahn and dual
Hahn polynomials and for Wilson polynomials. One might speculate about decompositions of two-
and threefold tensor products of representations of SL(2,R). As far as I know, it is still an open
problem to find such interpretations.

However, there is another group theoretic interpretation of Racah polynomials for which we
know how to imitate it in the case of Wilson polynomials. This interpretation was earlier given in
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[25, §4] and Nikiforov, Suslov and Uvarov [28, Ch.5, §3].. Let harm(n,p) be the space of spherical har-
monics of degree n on the unit sphere S?~! in R?. Let O(p) be the group of real pXp orthogonal
matrices and let 7§ be the natural irreducible unitary representation of O (p) on harm(n,p). Consider
in this way the representation 7§ *9*" of O(p +¢ +r). We have three subgroup reductions as given
in Table 15 below.

—
O +q+r)ap*tatr
0@ +9)X0( )/ |
q r 0(g+rXo(@) O(r +p)Xx0
o mion A
OP)XO0(@)XO(r),nf Qn] ®uy.

Table 15

Here
n—mg,n—my, R M3, M ~~N3—N3,My—NR3—N|,M3—N]—Hy,n—N]—Hy—Nn3&2Z,. 8.7

Fix n,ny,ny,n3 in Table 15. Corresponding to the three subgroup reductions there are three
orthonormal bases for 37 *4*") and the overlap coefficients turn out to be Racah coefficients again.
This can be shown by realizing 7 "4*" as a representation on harm(n,p +q +r) and then giving
explicit expressions for the three bases in terms of products of Jacobi polynomials.

In fact, by iteration of [20, Theorem 4.2], we obtain that harm(n,p +¢ +7r) is spanned by the
functions
RP XRIXR"DSP 471D (x,p,2) s frh™ (.0, 2) YE, (x) Y, () Yr, (2), (8.8)

where n,ny,n3 satisfy the inequalities (8.7), Y} , Y7, Y, are harmonic homogeneous polynomials of
degree ny,n,,n3, respectively, and

2
1lzsMy o 2 22%(my—ny—ny) p(Bg—1+ny,Yp—1+ny)
x,9,2) = (|x |+ Py L 1-2
nmy ( 54 ) (] ] l.yl ) Ya(my —n,—ny) ( |X‘2+|y|2)
X P oo 0TI M (1 221212), xeRP, yeRY, zeR’, |x |2+ |y |2+ ]|z |2=1, 8.9)

with P{*# being a Jacobi polynomial. By cyclic permutation in (8.8),(8.9) we get, in correspondence
with Table 15, two other families {gn =" Y2 Y7 Y, } and {h,m>"™ YE Y3 Y.} of functions
which span harm(n,p +q +r).
Fix ny,n3,n3, Y2, Y4, Y} and write
w:=|z|>vi=|y|® p:=lhn —n —ny—n3), p=Y%(mz—n,—ny),
wi=Y%(my—n3—ny), a:=%r—1+n3, B:=%g—1+n,, y:=%p —1+n,.
Then fyim"™ (x,y,z) can be written as

PEBY(uy) i= PB4 (1 2y (1—u) PEN (12 11

" (8.10)

and h, "™ (x,,2) as

S @) 1= PEPH D (1) (1) PP (124712

). (8.11)

y

A
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Cm;xputation of the overlap coefficients now amounts to expanding Q%7 in terms of the functions
Py

Observe that, for arbitrary a,8,y>—1, both {P,‘,";,ff"’},,,zo,l ,,,,, » and {Q,‘if’,’,,g"’ Im=01,..., . form
an orthogonal basis of the space of all orthogonal polynomials of degree n on the triangular region
{(u,v)eR? | u,v, 1—u —v >0} with respect to the measure #*v#(1—u —v)'du dv. The two families are
obtained by choosing two different ways of orthogonalizing monomials. (In fact, there are-three such
families, reflecting the symmetry of order three of the triangle.)

Thus, for arbitrary a,8,y>—1 there is an expansion
I 4
05BY(uy) = 3 cnBy PABY (uv). (8.12)
»=0

The expansion coefficients are then obtained by elementary computations after putting u:=0 in
(8.12). The result is

cf,’f,}' := elementary factors X R,(W'(W+a+y+1);v,8,—v—Laty+v+1), (8.13)

where R, is a Racah polynomial. This result was first obtained by Dunkl [11, Theorem 1.7] as a limit
case of a similar formula for Hahn polynomials in two variables.

Following the limit transitions in the Askey scheme (Table 3) we can take limits in (8.12) and
(8.13). Thus we obtain that the two orthogonal bases

(,v)> Ly () LE()
and

u
u+v)

for orthogonal polynomials of degree n on R, XR. with respect to the measure u* v e ™" du dv
can be expanded in terms of each other with Hahn polynomials as coefficients. This was obtained by
Suslov [30] in connection with the Schrédinger equation for the Coulomb problem.

(,v) o> LEEBF2m 10y 4 y) (u +v)" PP (12

There are similar expansions for two orthogonal bases of the orthogonal polynomials on the
unit disk with respect to the measure (1 —x2 —y?2)* dx dy (using symmetric Hahn polynomials) and for
two orthogonal bases of the orthogonal polynomials on R2? with respect to the measure
exp (—x2 —y?)dx dy (using symmetric Krawtchouk polynomials).

9. Group theoretic interpretation of Wilson pelynomials

The group theoretic interpretation of Racah polynomials related to Table 15 in §8 admits a (formal)
analytic continuation such that it becomes a group theoretic interpretation of Wilson polynomials. 1
will now summarize the results of [25, §5], where this interpretation was given.

Let Hyp(p,q) := {(x,y)eRPXR? | —|x |2+ |y |?>=1}, an hyperboloid, and denote by
harm(A;p,q) the class of hyperboloid harmonics of degree iA—Y%(p +¢)+1, i.e. the class of functions on
Hyp(p,q) which are restrictions of C*®-functions on {(x,y)eRP XR? | — |x |2+ |y |?>0} that are
even, homogeneous of degree iA—'%(p +¢)+1 and annihilated by the differential operator

Let O(p,q) be the group of linear transformations of R? *¢ which leave the form — |x |2+ |y |? on
R? XRY invariant. Then O(p,q) naturally acts on harm(A;p,q). If A>0 then we can associate an
irreducible unitary representation 757 of O(p,q) with this action (cf. Faraut [14]).

Consider in this way the representation ¥ +%" of O(p +¢,r) on harm(A\;p +g¢,r) . By formal
analytic continuation of Table 15 one is led to three remarkable subgroup reductions of this
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representation. See Table 16 below.

O(p +q,r), 780"
/ | \ /
O(@p +q)X0(r) 0(g.r)X0(@) O(p,r)X0(q)
ﬂ'gm‘”q ®'ﬂ(’;\frﬂo"®‘ﬂg /74’”@776
OpP)XO0(@)XO(r), 7§ @nf®n{
Table 16

For simplicity we have restricted ourselves to the case that the representation of the subgroup
O(p)X0(q)XO(r) at the bottom of Table 16 is trivial. (The representations « in Table 16 are
representations on spaces of spherical harmonics as in §8.)

Now fix A>0 and p,q,r in Table 16. The three subgroup chains determine three different (gen-
eralized) orthonormal bases for the O (p)X O(g)X O(r)-invariant elements in harm(A;p +g¢,r). These
basis elements have explicit expressions which are analytic continuations of (8.8),(8.9) (with the Y-
factors trivial). In fact, the basis functions ¢y, (m€Z ) with respect to the first subgroup chain and
Y (neR ) with respect to the second subgroup chain are given, up to a constant factor, by

—u+v

Irm(y) 1= ¢fHP +OT2m LA =D (arcsh (u +v)*) (u +v)" PGP 1R TI( Ty ) 9.1)
P p(@v) := ¢f*P ~ 1 (arcshu”) (u + 1)HHHE +rth
%
y
X ¢, (Yaq —1,%r — 1)(arcsh m), 9.2)

where (x,y,z) € Hyp(p +¢,r) CRP XRIXR" and u:=|x |2, vi=1y |2. The functions P# and
&§*P) are Jacobi polynomials (4.6) and Jacobi functions (4.7), respectively.

The systems {¢x macr,.mez, and {¥a,}auer, can be viewed as generalized orthogonal bases
for L? on (R )* with respect to the measure

u® V% (L u +v) " dudv.

They are built as a kind of semidirect products from two orthogonal systems in one variable, just as
the orthogonal polynomials (8.10),(8.11) on the triangle are built from Jacobi polynomials. This
reduction to the one-variable case also makes it easy to invert the integral transform with (9.1),(9.2) as
kernel. In (9.2) one of the contributing one-variable transforms is the Jacobi function transform
(4.12) with B imaginary. This case of the Jacobi function transform seemed to be unobserved before
it occurred here.

The overlap coefficients between the systems in (9.1) and (9.2) can be given by Wilson polyno-
mials:

iy = 2, clementary factors

m=0

X Wm(%ﬂz; p +2i\ ’p—Zi}\ , q+r—2 , g—r+2

9.3)

4 4 4 4 )¢A,m ?

with weak convergencé, in analogy with (8.12) and (8.13). Essentially, the proof is also similar to that
of (8.13), but much more complicated. Instead of restricting the arguments in (9.3) to one of the
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boundary lines of (R )?, one has to restrict arguments to a boundary line of (R )* at infinity, i.e.,
one has to study the asymptotics of (9.3) for (u,v) large. In this way the identity (4.16)=(4.17) can be
interpreted as an asymptotic boundary case of (9.3) and the proof of (9.3) can be reduced to this
identity.

Remarks.

1. The case p =g =1 of (9.3) and its group theoretic interpretation were earlier obtained by Boyer
and Ardalan [9].

2. One remarkable difference of (9.3) with (8.12) is that (8.12) restricted to # =0 does not have an
interpretation as a unitary transform between two orthogonal bases for L2-spaces.

3. There is a limit case of (9.100, (9.2), (9.3) in which ¥, , tends to a product of two Laguerre func-
tions (cf. (7.18)) and ¢, ,, to a product of a Laguerre function and a Jacobi polynomial. The Wilson
polynomial in (9.3) tends to a continuous Hahn polynomial. See Suslov [30].

4. There is a challenging problem left by Table 16: What are the overlap coefficients relating the
second and the third subgroup chain in Table 16 to each other? They might be naturally called Wil-
son functions, but what are they like? Maybe of 4F;-type, but probably of an even higher hyper-

geometric type. One may expect that everything in this paper can be obtained as a limit case of these
yet virtual Wilson functions.
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