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QUALITATIVE UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR THE WINDOWED
OPDAM-CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM ON WEIGHTED MODULATION
SPACES

SHYAM SWARUP MONDAL AND ANIRUDHA PORIA

ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to establish a few qualitative uncertainty principles for the
windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on weighted modulation spaces associated with this
transform. In particular, we obtain the Cowling—Price’s, Hardy’s and Morgan’s uncertainty
principles for this transform on weighted modulation spaces. The proofs of the results are based
on versions of the Phragmén—Lindl6f type result for several complex variables on weighted mod-
ulation spaces and the properties of the Gaussian kernel associated with the Jacobi-Cherednik
operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical uncertainty principle states that a non-zero function and its Fourier transform
cannot both be sharply localized. Several forms of the uncertainty principle can be formulated
depending on various ways of measuring the localization of the function. Mainly, there are two
types of uncertainty principle: qualitative and quantitative uncertainty principles. Qualitative
uncertainty principles imply the vanishing of a function under some strong conditions on the
function. In particular, Cowling and Price [1], Morgan [2], Hardy [3], and Beurling [4] theorems
are examples of qualitative uncertainty principles. On the other side, quantitative uncertainty
principles tell us information about how a function and its Fourier transform are related to each
other. For example, Donoho and Stark [5], Slepian and Pollak [6], and Benedicks [7] theorems
are quantitative uncertainty principles.

One of the celebrated uncertainty principles in harmonic analysis is Hardy’s theorem [3]. This
theorem is about the decay of a measurable function and its Fourier transform at infinity. More
precisely, let a and b be two positive constants and suppose that f is a measurable function on
R such that

[f(@)] < Ce™” and |f(¢)] < Ce™,

for some constants C' > 0 and where f is the Fourier transform of f formally defined by

o0
o= [ roeea,
— 0o
Then f = 0 almost everywhere if ab > %, flx) = Ce=%" for some constant C if ab = %,
there are infinitely many non-zero functions satisfying the assumptions if ab < %. Later, an LP-
version of this theorem was proved by Cowling and Price in [1]. It states that: let 1 < p,q < oo
with min(p, ¢) is finite, and f be a measurable function on R such that

and

2 2 A
€9 fllp < 0o and [[e* fllg < oo

Then f = 0 almost everywhere if ab > %, and there are infinitely many non-zero functions

satisfying the assumptions if ab < i.
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The Hardy’s and Cowling—Price’s uncertainty principles were extended to different settings by
many authors (see [8]). Particularly, Morgan in [2] obtained the following uncertainty principle
alz|®

by replacing the function eae’ by e , where a > 2 in Hardy’s theorem. It states that for two
positive real numbers «a, § such that « > 2 and 1/a+1/8 =1, if

e f e L®(R) and ebwﬁf € L>°(R),

then f = 0 almost everywhere for (aa)/*(b3)"/5 > (sin (5(8 — 1)))1/6. Further, LP—L9-version
of Morgan’s theorem was proved by Ben Farah and Mokni in [9]. For a more detailed study on
the history of the uncertainty principle, and many other generalizations and variations of the
uncertainty principle, we refer to the book of Havin and Joricke [10], and the excellent survey
of Folland and Sitaram [11].

Considerable attention has been devoted to finding generalizations to new contexts for the
Hardy’s, Cowling—Price’s, and Morgan’s uncertainty principles. For example, these theorems
were investigated in [12] for the generalized Fourier transform, and in [13] for the Heisenberg
group. Further, an L? version of Hardy’s theorem was proved for the Dunkl transform in [14].
In [15], Daher et al. have obtained some uncertainty principles for the Cherednik transform as
a generalization of Euclidean uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform. These results are
further extended to the Opdam—Cherednik transform in [16] using composition properties of
the Opdam—Cherednik transform and classical uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform.
Moreover, these types of uncertainty principles for the Opdam—Cherednik transform on modula-
tion spaces were studied by the second author in [17]. Recently, the second author introduced the
windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform and discussed the time-frequency analysis of localization
operators associated with this transform on modulation spaces in [18]. Further, we have investi-
gated some quantitative uncertainty principles for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform
in [19]. However, upto our knowledge, qualitative uncertainty principles for this transform have
not been studied in weighted modulation spaces. In this paper, we extend the Cowling—Price’s,
Hardy’s, and Morgan’s uncertainty principles for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform
on weighted modulation spaces associated with this transform.

A common key to obtain uncertainty principles for the Opdam—Cherednik transform or some
other generalized transform is to use the Holder inequality and show that this transform is
an entire function on C (see [17]). In the case of the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform,
the main difficulty is that, the time-frequency shift of the window function in the integral
representation of this transform does not satisfy the exponential decay condition, whereas for
the Opdam—Cherednik transform the eigenfunction in the integral representation satisfies the
decay condition. To overcome this difficulty, we consider the non-zero window function g from a
suitable modulation space and apply Holder’s inequality to show that this transform is an entire
function on C2,

An important motivation to prove these types of qualitative uncertainty principles for the
windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on weighted modulation spaces arises from the classical
uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform on the Lebesgue spaces. Over the years, modu-
lation spaces have become one of the most active branches of research in modern contemporary
mathematics due to their appearances in current topics such as pseudo-differential operators,
partial differential equations, etc., and used extensively in several areas of analysis, engineering,
and physics. Uncertainty principles have implications in two main areas: quantum mechanics
and signal analysis, and weighted modulation spaces are broadly used in these areas. We hope
that the study of uncertainty principles for the weighted modulation spaces makes a significant
impact in these areas. Another important motivation to study the Jacobi—Cherednik operators
arises from their relevance in the algebraic description of exactly solvable quantum many-body
systems of Calogero-Moser—Sutherland type (see [20,21]) and they provide a useful tool in the
study of special functions with root systems (see [22,23]). These describe algebraically integrable
systems in one dimension and have gained significant interest in mathematical physics. Other
motivation for the investigation of uncertainty principles for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik
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transform is to generalize the previous subjects which are bound with the physics. For a more
detailed study, we refer to [12].

Since weighted modulation spaces are much larger spaces than the weighted Lebesgue spaces,
a natural question to ask is: can we determine the functions f such that f and the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform of f satisfying the conditions of Hardy’s, Cowling—Price’s, and
Morgan’s theorems for the weighted modulation spaces? In this paper, we give affirmative an-
swers to all of these questions. The natural key to obtaining extensions of uncertainty principles
for the Opdam—Cherednik transform is a slice formula, that is, this transform is decomposed
as a composition of the classical Fourier transform and the Jacobi—Cherednik intertwining op-
erator (see [16]). However, without using a slice formula, we obtain uncertainty principles for
the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform by using an estimate for the Gaussian kernel [24].
Since the standard weighted modulation spaces are not suited to this transform, here we con-
sider the weighted modulation spaces associated with this transform. We prove uncertainty
principles by using versions of the Phragmén—LindIof type result for several complex variables
on weighted modulation spaces and the properties of the Gaussian kernel associated with the
Jacobi—Cherednik operator.

Apart from introduction, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some basic
facts about the Jacobi—Cherednik operator and give the main results for the Opdam—Cherednik
transform. Then, we discuss the results related to the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform
and give some properties of the Gaussian kernel associated with the Jacobi—Cherednik operator.
In Section 3, we study the weighted modulation spaces associated with the windowed Opdam-—
Cherednik transform. In Section 4, we establish a few qualitative uncertainty principles for this
transform on weighted modulation spaces. First, we prove a version of the Phragmén—Lindlof
type result for several complex variables, and using it, we obtain the Cowling—Price’s theorem
for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on weighted modulation spaces. Then, we prove
an analogue of the classical Hardy’s theorem for this transform on weighted modulation spaces.
Finally, we give another version of the Phragmén—Lindlof type result and obtain Morgan’s
theorem for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on weighted modulation spaces.

2. HARMONIC ANALYSIS AND THE WINDOWED OPDAM—CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM

In this section, we collect the necessary definitions and results from the harmonic analysis re-
lated to the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. For a detailed discussion on this transform,
we refer to [18].

Let T, g denote the Jacobi-Cherednik differential-difference operator (also called the Dunkl-
Cherednik operator)

] f(.%') — f(_x) _ pf(—CC),

Topf(x) = %f(x) + [(2& +1)cothx 4+ (26 + 1) tanh x 5

where «, f are two parameters satisfying @ > g > —%, a > —%, and p=a+ 8+ 1. Let A € C.
The Opdam hypergeometric functions Gi"ﬁ on R are eigenfunctions TaﬁGi"B(:c) = i)\Gi"ﬁ(:v) of
T, g that are normalized such that Gi"ﬁ (0) = 1. The eigenfunction Gi{’ﬁ is given by

I d ap I

p+ i\ a+1,5+1
p——i)\%%‘ (z) =¥y (z) + L ()

)

where goi’ﬁ () = oF] <H_’TM, %M; a + 1; — sinh? :U) is the classical Jacobi function. For any A € C

and x € R, the eigenfunction Gi"ﬁ satisfy ]Giﬁ(x)\ < C e PlrlemOlizl | where C is a positive
constant. Since p > 0, we have \Gf\‘ﬁ(m)] < C el

Let C.(R) denotes the space of continuous functions on R with compact support. The Opdam—
Cherednik transform is defined as follows.
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Definition 2.1. Let a > § > —% with a > —%. The Opdam-—Cherednik transform Hopf of a

function f € C.(R) is defined by
Hapf(A / flx —x) Ag g(x)dx  for all X € C,

where Ay p(z) = (sinh|x|)?*+ (cosh |z])?**L.  The inverse Opdam-Cherednik transform for a
suitable function g on R is given by

/H;,lﬁg(x) = /Rg()\) Gi’ﬁ(x) doog(A)  for all z € R,

where

p d\
pu— 1 - N Q2
dog,s(N) < Z‘)\) 87[Ca,p(N)[?

and

27T (o + 1)T(3N)

Ca,s(A) = : ., AeC\iN.
T <ﬁL,TM> T (a 5§1+M>
The Plancherel formula is given by
/ F@F Aapl@de = | HopFOVHaaF() doa s, (1)

where f(z) = f(—a
Let LP(R, Aq,8) (resp LP(R,043)), p € [1,00], denote the LP-spaces corresponding to the

measure A, g(x)dx (resp. dloggl(x)). The Schwartz space Sq g(R) = (cosh ) "S(R) is defined
as the space of all differentiable functions f such that

A

sup (1 + [a]) e/ |

z€eR

< 00,

for all m,n € Ny = NU {0}, equlpped with the obvious seminorms. The Opdam-—Cherednik
transform H, g and its inverse HL ap are topological isomorphisms between the space S, g(R)
and the space S(R) (see [25], Theorem 4.1).

The generalized translation operator associated with the Opdam—Cherednik transform is de-

fined by [26]
= [ 1@ ausp ) (2)

where du(ﬁ’yﬁ) is given by

Kop(®,y,2) Aa,p(2) dz  if zy #0
Al (z) = 4 doy(2) if y=0 (3)
doy(z) if =0

and
s
Ko p(x,y,2) = My g|sinhx - sinhy - sinh z’—m/ g(x,y,z,x)?‘fﬁ*l
0

Ll coth z - coth y - coth z(sin x)? | x (sin x)?* dy,

X X X
X |1— amyz+ax,z,y+az7y,x+ﬁ+_
2

where

B I'a+1)
Mes = AT a— AL (51 1)
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if z,y, z € R\ {0} satisfy the triangular inequality ||z|—|y|| < |2| < |z|+|y|, and K4 g(z,y,2) =0
otherwise. Here

cosh z-cosh y—cosh z-cosx
N { . : if xy#0
7y z

sinh z-sinh y

forxz,y,z € R, x € [0, 7],
0 if zy =0 Y X € (0,7

g(x,y,z,x) =1— cosh? z — cosh? y — cosh? z 4+ 2 cosh z - coshy - cosh z - cos x, and
g ifg>0
I+ = {o it ¢<o0.
The kernel K, g(z,y, 2) satisfies the following symmetry properties:
Kap(@,y,2) = Kap(y, 7, 2), Kap(2,y,2) = Kap(=2,y, =2), Ka s (2,9, 2) = Kap(2, =2, —y).

For every z,y € R, we have Tm(a’ﬁ)f(y) = Téa’ﬁ)f(x), and 7—[@75(7'3&&’6)!)")()\) = Gi"ﬁ(x) Hap(f)(N),
for f € C.(R). For a more detailed study on the Opdam—Cherednik transform, we refer to [25,27].

Let g € L%(R, A p) and € € R, the modulation operator of g associated with the Opdam-—
Cherednik transform is defined by

Méoz,ﬁ)g _ 7.[&75_1 <\/T£(a’ﬁ)’7'[a,5(g)’2> :

Then, for any g € L*(R, A, 3) and £ € R, using the Plancherel formula (1) and the translation

invariance of the Plancherel measure do, g, we get H./\/l(a’ﬁ)gHLz(R Aag) = l9llz2m a, ) - Now,

for a non-zero window function g € L*(R, A, g) and (z,€) € R?, we define the function g( P by
(e,8) _ (a,B)Méaﬂ)g'

Ize
For any f € L*(R, A, ), the windowed Opdam-Cherednik transform is defined by
w6 = [ £6) 659 Anals) s, (2.6) < B2 @

We define the measure A, 3 ® 04,3 on R? by

d(Aas © 0a,5)(,€) = Aa,p(w)da dlog,s|(€).
The windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform satisfies the following properties (see [18]).

Proposition 2.2. (1) (Plancherel’s formula) Let g € L*(R, A, p) be a mon-zero window
function. Then for every f € L*(R, Ay ), we have

i)

L2(R2,A, 5000 ) [flz2® A, ) 19022 @ A, 5)- (5)

(2) (Reconstruction formula) Let g € L*(R, Ay ) be a non-zero positive window function.
Then for every F € L*(R* Ay 3 ® 04.5), we have

1 «
WD THF)() = 7/ F(z,¢) gif( ) d(Aap ® 0a,8)(T,8),
H9||L2 R,Aq ) Y /R?

weakly in L*(R, Ay ).

Let t > 0. The Gaussian kernel E}" ¥ associated with the Jacobi-Cherednik operator is defined
by
Eta’ﬁ(s) = Wéa’ﬁ)_l(e_t()‘2+“2))(s), for all s € R. (6)
For all ¢ > 0, Ef’ﬁ is an C'°°-function on R. Moreover, for all ¢ > 0 and all A\, x € R, we have

o a, (22,2
W DB ), p) = e 1), (7)
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We refer to [28] for further properties of the Gaussian kernel E;' # From ( [24], Theorem 3.1),
there exist two real numbers p; and peo, such that
2 2
e“lt ef% 6M2t e 4t
< BMP(z) <
2201 (o + 1)t /B, 5(z) @) < 22001 (a + 1)ttt /B, 5(z)’

where B, g(z) = (sinh |z|/|z[)?*+! (cosh |2|)?#*+! for all 2 € R\ {0} and B, (0) = 1. Further,
we have A, g(z) = |2[**T1 B, 5(x) and for all x € R, B, g(x) > 1.

Ve eR, (8)

3. WEIGHTED MODULATION SPACES ASSOCIATED WITH THE WINDOWED OPDAM—CHEREDNIK
TRANSFORM

For z,§ € R, let M¢ and T}, denote the operators of modulation and translation. Then, the
short-time Fourier transform (STFT) of a function f with respect to a window function g € S(R)
is defined by

Vof(2,€) = (f. McTag) = / FOgE—z)e 2t (x,€) € B2,

The modulation spaces were introduced by Feichtinger [29,30], by imposing integrability con-
ditions on the STFT of tempered distributions. Here, we are interested in weighted modulation
spaces with respect to the measure A, g ® 0,,3. We define the measure A, 3 ® A, 3 on R? by

d(Aa,p @ Aap)(2,§) = Aap(x)dr Aa,p(§)dE.

Definition 3.1. Let m be a non-negative function on R?, g € S(R) be a fized non-zero window
function, and 1 < p,q < co. Then the weighted modulation space My (R, A, g) consists of
all tempered distributions f € S'(R) such that V,f € LY (R?* Ay s @ Aap). The norm on
MEA(R, Ay ) is

Ifllazawan sy = IVafllzame A, s04a.0)

1/q

- ( / ( / |Vg,f<:c,s>|p|m<:c,s>|pAaﬂ<x>dx>q/pAaﬁ(é)df) < oo,

with the usual adjustments if p or q is infinite.

If p = ¢, then we write Mh, (R, A, ) instead of MEP(R, Ay ). When m = 1 on R?, then we
write MP9(R, A, ) and MP(R, A, g) for MBY(R, A, ) and M}, (R, A, 3) respectively. Also, we
denote by M}, (R, 0, 3) the weighted modulation space corresponding to the measure d|o, g|()
and M}, (R) the weighted modulation space corresponding to the Lebesgue measure dz.

We define the measure (A, 5 ® 045) * (Aas ® 0a,5) on R? x R? by

d((Aa,p @ 0a,8) * (Aap @ 0a,8))((21,61), (T2,82)) = d(Ans ® 0a,8)(71,61) d(Aap @ 0a,)(T2,82).

Then M}F7(R?, Ay 3®043) denotes the weighted modulation space on R? with respect to the
measure A, g ® 04 5. The norm on My (R? A, 3 ® 04.5) is given by

1 aez9 82, A0 s000.5) = VoSl L2R4 (A0 000 5)%(An. s 80a.5))

([ ([] mastre. o epPim(on &), oz, )P didas @aaﬁ)(m,gl))m

1/q
X d(Aa,ﬁ ® Ua,ﬁ)($2,§2)> < 00,

with the usual modification when p = oo or ¢ = oc.

The definitions of MEY(R, A, 5) and MEY(R? A, 3 ® 0,45) are independent of the choice of
g in the sense that each different choice of g defines equivalent norms on Mp*(R, A, 3) and
Mﬁ{q(RQ,Aa,g ® 04,3) respectively. Each weighted modulation space is a Banach space. For
p=q =2, we have M2 (R, A, ) = L2,(R, Ay ). For other p = ¢, the space M}, (R, A, 5) is not
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LE, (R, Ay g). In fact for p = ¢ > 2, the space M%,(R, A, ) is a superset of L2 (R, A, ). We
have the following inclusion

S(R) € ML(R,Ang) C ME(R, App) = LA (R, Ay ) C MP(R, Ay 5) C S'(R).

In particular, we have M} (R, Ay3) — LhL(R,A,p) for 1 < p < 2, and LY, (R,A,5) <
Mp(R, A, g) for 2 < p < oo. Moreover, the dual of a weighted modulation space is also a
weighted modulation space, if p < oo, ¢ < oo, (M,’,’{q(]R,Aaﬂ))/ = Mﬁl’ql(R, Aq ), where p/, ¢

denote the dual exponents of p and ¢, respectively. For further prope;nties and uses of weighted
modulation spaces, we refer to [31].

4. QUALITATIVE UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR THE WINDOWED OPDAM—CHEREDNIK
TRANSFORM

In this section, we obtain the Cowling—Price’s, Hardy’s and Morgan’s uncertainty principles
for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on weighted modulation spaces associated with
this transform. From onwards, we consider the weight function m such that m(z,£) > 1 on R?
(resp. R*). We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let f(t1,t2) = 1 and g(t1,t2) = e ™) Then
ng(($1,fl), (22,&)) = e~ 2mi(z172+81€2) e—n(g:§+§g)'

Also, for p € [1,00) and p1,p2,0 > 0, we have

’—“ﬁlw
N'BIM

||f||Mi([p107 p1(o+1)]x[p20, p2(o+1)]) S pip

Proof. Using the definition of the STFT, we get
Vof((21,1), (22,82)) / / (t1=an)*+(t2=61)%) o=2mileatitéate) gy, g,
// (s2+s2) *27|'i[332(51+331)+£2(52+£1)} dsy dso

_ o 2mi(z1z2+E1€2) //671'(8%4*8%) e~ 2mi(w251+€252) dsy dso
— e 2mi(z172461€2) e—ﬂ(xg‘f'f%).
Further, we have

112, (10, p1(+1))x (020, pa(o+1)])

= VoS L2, (1010, pr(o+D)]x[p20, pa(e+D)]x[p10, p1(o+1)]x[p25, p2(o+1)])

p1(o+1)  prp2(o+1) rpi(o+1) rp2(o+1) 9 .o
< / / / / D) gy ey day dés
p1o p1o p20
1
p1 U+1 p2(0’+1) p1(0’+1 p2 U+1 D
/ / / dxy d&; dxo dés
p1o P20 P10 p20

2 2
=p{’p§-

B =
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4.1. Cowling—Price’s theorem for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. In
this subsection, we obtain an M}, M} -version of Cowling-Price’s theorem for the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform. First, we establish the following lemma of Phragmén—Lindlof
type using a similar technique as in [1]. This lemma plays a crucial role in the proof of Cowling—
Price’s theorem. An LP-version of the following lemma proved in [1], however here we prove the
lemma for the weighted modulation space M}, (R?, Anp ®0qap).

Lemma 4.2. Let ® be analytic in the region Q = {(r1e",r9¢%2) : 11,79 > 0, 0 < 01,05 < 5t
and continuous on the closure Q of Q. Assume that for any p € [1,00) and constants A,a > 0,
we have

1B (2 + iy, u + )| < A e for z iy utiv e Q,
and

1Rzl ap, (v2, 40 @00, 0) < A
Then

o+1 o+1 ) ) i,
/ / |B(pre™t, pae™?)| dprdps < A maX{€2a7 (c+1)r }
for 1,12 € 0,5] and o € RT.

Proof. Using the definition of M}, (R?, Anp ®04,) and the fact that there is a constant &y > 0
such that |Cy s(N)|72 > ki |A?T! for all A € R with [A| > 1 (see [32], page 157), and A, g(z) > 1
for any = € R, we get

HCI)URQHMP (R2,A, 5®00q,5) ”Vh@”m (Aa 000, )*(Aa 300 a.5))

/ / / / V(21 61), (22, E))]” [m((z1,61), (22, 2))P”
§1|>1 fg\>1
X Aqp(ry)dry Ag g(xe)das dloggl(€1) dloa,s|(&2)

> /R /R /g . /M VA (1, £0), (22, E2))P (21, 61), (w2, €))P dry ey

(P d o p | d
i&1 | 87(Ca,p(&1)[? i&2 | 87(Ca,p(&2)[?
o kikS

Z il /// >1/ ‘>1|Vh‘1) (21,&1), (22, E)IP |m((z1, &), (22, &)
X dml de |£1|2a+1 |£2|204+1 d£1 d£2

k‘Qk‘
o L L L &) e e (6, (o2,
647T e1|>1 Jjea|>1
X dml d$2 dgl d£2, (9)
where h € S(R?). This shows that [|® g2 [ a2, 2y < A. Next, we define a function f on Q by
f(z1,22) = ®(21, 22) exp (z’aei€ (z%ﬂ_ze)/g + zéﬂ_ze)/g) +iacot(f) (27 + 23) /2) ,
for 6 € (0,7/2) and € € (0,7/2 — 6). Then for ¥,y € [0, 0], we get
[f(pre™", pae™?)]

S AeXp {a COSQ(,[/}I)p% - ESil’l(E + (7‘[’ o 2€)¢1/0)p(7r—26)/

X

0

-a<xm(e)snmz¢q)p%/z}
X exp {a cos? (1) p3 — esin(e + (m — 2¢)1h2/0) py (r=2¢)/6 _ acot(f) sin(21/12)p§/2}
< Aexp {a(p} + p3) — esin(e + (m — 22) /0)p{" 2" — esin(e + (r — 2e)un/0)p§ "}

Applying a similar approach as in [1] to the function f, we get the subsequent estimates.
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For p1,pa > 0, | f(p1e™, poe™2)| < A and thus we obtain
o+1 o+1 o+1 o+1
/ / |f(p17’1,p27’2)| dTld’TQ < / / A dTld’TQ = A.
g ag ag g
Similarly, if p1, p2 € [0, (0 + 1), then

o+1
/ / | (p171, pam2)| dridra < sup{|f(p1, p2)| < pr1,p2 < 1} < A,

Finally, for p1, p2 > (o + 1)7!, using Hélder’s inequality for M}, and Lemma 4.1, we get

o+1 o+1
/ / |f(p171, po12)| dTidTo

1 pi(o+1)  rp2(o+1)
:—/ / |f(T1,m2)| dridro
P p

P1P2 10 00
1
< s WMt oo, pr o vixioao. patorv)) 1M oo, pr o 0] x(pacr pator1)
< (p1p2) Hq)HMp(pla p1(c+1)]x[p20o, p2(c+1)])
< Ao+ 1)P
Now the remaining part of the proof follows similarly as in [1]. O

Theorem 4.3. Let g € Mi (R, A, ) be a non-zero window function and 1 < p,q < oo with at

least one of them finite. Su}l)pose that f is a measurable function on R such that
eam2f c M&(R, Aa,ﬁ) and eb()\2+u2)W§a75)(f) c M%(R2,Aa,5 ®0_aﬁ)’ (10)

for some constants a,b > 0. Then the following results hold:

(i) If ab > i, then f =0 almost everywhere.
(i) If ab < i, then for all t € (b, 4a) the functions f = E;' o satisfy the relations (10).

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step 1: Assume that ab > %. The function

WD = [ F6) 057 (-9) Ausls) ds, for any Ap e C.
is well defined, entire on C2, and satisfies the condition

W) (£)(A, )|
< /R )] 1957 (=5)] Anys(s)ds

2
[1m(A)] 2+ 1) 2 2 ( 2+W)
S ) KOl W) 0D ()] A p(s)ds,

so by Hélder’s inequality,

[1m () 2+ [Im ()2 —a( 2.4 ImQ) P im () )
4a e 4a? | (aﬁ |H (11)
Mp R,A, 5)

E fH

MPE,(R, A 5)



10 SHYAM SWARUP MONDAL AND ANIRUDHA PORIA

where p’ is the conjugate exponent of p. Since M Ii (R, A, g) is invariant under translations and

modulations, we get

Im(\ Im(p)|?
e_a( 2+%)

<[]

|’\ |HMP (R,Aq )

(R,Aq. 8)
< gl g < uguM% oo < 00
We consider the function ® defined on C? by

DA ) = ¢ 5 WED(F)(\, ). (12)

Then ® is an entire function on C? and using the relation (11), we find that there exists a
constant A for which
(Re(A)?+(Re())?

[P\, u)| < Ae T , forall \,u € C. (13)

In the following, we consider two cases.
i) Let ¢ < oo. Using ab > % and the hypothesis (10), we get
g 1 Y g
2 s

191k .0, 00 = [ 5 WD) |
M&(RQ,Aaﬁ@O’a’B)

— [P lesB) () e(F=0) (V%)

M7, (R?,Aq,5®04,8)

b(A?+4%) Yp)(a,B)
= e ' Wg (f)HM;]n(R27Aa,5®O'a,5) = A (14)

By applying Lemma 4.2 to the functions ®(\, u), ®(—\, —p), ®(\, ) and ®(—\, —f), we obtain
that for all 11,19 € [0,27] and large o

o+1 . . 4_9
/ / D(pre™, pee'?)| dprdps < B(o + 1)1~

for some constant B. Now, applying Cauchy’s integral formula for several complex variables
(see [33], Theorem 1.3.3), we get

27 27 ) )
DM (0)] < nl(2m)2 /0 /O B(pre™t, poci®=)]| ™ oy " dipy i,

Hence, for large o,

27 2T o+1 o+1 ) )
D) <niem) [ ( [ [ e o) prmos dmdm) diprdpy
0 0 o o

< Bn!lo ?"(o + 1)§_2. (15)

Let 0 — oo. If ¢ > 2, then there exists a constant B; such that (O’—i—l)%_l < B4i, and consequently
DMW(0) = 0 for n > 1. Thus ®(\, u) = D, for some constant D. From (14), ®(\, p) = 0 for
all A\, u € C. Further, if ¢ < 2, then D™ ®(0) = 0 for n > 2. Hence ®(\, u) = C1A + Cop + D,
for some constants C1,Cy, and D. From (13) and (14), ®(A, u) = 0 for all A, u € C. Therefore
Wéa’ﬁ)(f)()\,,u) =0 for all A\, x € R. Thus f = 0 almost everywhere on R by (5).
(i) Let ¢ = co. As ab > 1, then from (10), we have
b(A?+4%) p)(e,B)

1952 otz 2, 00, < | WEDD [ <o (16)
If ¢ = oo, then we can refined the estimate obtained in Lemma 4.2 such that max{e?®, (O‘—{—l)%_Q}
is replaced by 1. From (15), we get

IDM®0) < Anl o™
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Then D™ ®(0) = 0 for n > 1, and this implies that ®(\, ) = C for all A, € C and for some
constant C. Therefore

eb(/\2+u2)W§a,B)(f)()\7 p) = C =)W +u)

for all A, u € R. Since ab > %, this function satisfies the relation (16) implies that C' = 0. Thus
from (5), we get f = 0 almost everywhere on R.

Step 2: Assume that ab = %.

(a) If ¢ < oo, by the same proof as for the point (i) of the first step, we get f = 0 almost
everywhere on R.

(b) Let g = 0o and 1 < p < oo. We have || P2 || pre0(r2,4, 500, 5) < o°- Then by the point (ii)

of the first step, the relation (12), and the property (7) of the Gaussian kernel E‘iﬁ , we obtain

4a

2 2
WA () (A p) = C e Ty WEED(EYP) (A, p),  for all A, u € R, (17)

4a

for some constant C. Thus, using the injectivity of Wg(,a’ﬁ), we get
f(z)=C E%’ (), ae zeR. (18)
4a
By using the relations (8) and (18), we obtain

2Ce T a0t
I'(a+1)y/Bas(z)
For finite p, using the properties of the functions A, g and B, g, we get

< e‘””Qf(x), for all x € R.

1

—— = 00.
B, ()

M;;L(Ry Aa,ﬁ)

Moreover, from (10) we have \|e“x2f||M%(R7 An5) < 00, this is impossible unless ¢' = 0. Then we
obtain from (18) that f = 0 almost everywhere on R.
Step 3: Assume that ab < ;. Let t € (b, =) and f = Ef"ﬁ. From the relation (8), we get

Kle_(ﬁ%t—a)xQ < e“me(x) < ng_(%t_a)#, for all z € R,
for some constants K7, Ko > 0. Ast < ﬁ, we deduce that e“m2f € Mh (R, A, ). Using the
relation (6), we get
eb(AQJr“Q)Wéa’B)(f)()\,p) = e OO ) for all A, p € R.
The condition ¢ > b and the inequality |Cy 5(N)|72 < ko|A[?*T! at infinity (see [32], page 157)
imply that eb(A2+ﬂ2)Wéo"5)(f) € M4 (R?, Ay 5 ® 04.5). This completes the proof. O
4.2. Hardy’s theorem for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. Here, we obtain
an analogue of the classical Hardy’s theorem for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform on
weighted modulation spaces associated with this transform. In particular, we determine the
functions f satisfying the relations (10) in the special case p = ¢ = cc.
Theorem 4.4. Let g € M} (R, A, ) be a non-zero window function and f be a measurable
function on R such that
ax? 00 b(AZ4-12) Ay (0, B) 00 (T2
e f e Mm (R’Aaﬁ) and e Wg (f) € Mm (R aAoz,B ® Ua,ﬁ)’ (19)
for some constants a,b > 0. Then

(i) If ab > %, we have f =0 almost everywhere.
(ii) If ab = %, the function f is of the form f = C’Eoiﬁ, for some real constant C'.
4a

(iii) If ab < %, there are infinitely many nonzero functions f satisfying the conditions (19).
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Proof. (i) If ab > %, the result follows from point (ii) of the first step of the proof of Theorem
4.3.
(ii) If ab = 1 and Heb()\2+u2)W§a76)(f)‘|Mﬁ$(R27Aa s®00.5) < 00, then from (18) and Step 2(b)

of the proof of Theorem 4.3, we have f = CEOiB , for some real constant C'. Using the property
4a
B, g(x) > 1, from relations (8) and (18), we get

B2
2 da Oé+1
eafo(x) < Ceira , forall z e R.
[(a+1)y/Bas()

Moreover, from (19) we have [|e?®” f|| Mzs(R, A, 5) < OO, this is impossible unless f = CE%”. This
’ 1o
completes the result of point (ii).

(iii) If ab < %, the functions f = E}' Pte (b, ﬁ), satisfy the conditions (19). This completes
the proof of the theorem. O

4.3. Morgan’s theorem for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. The aim of
this subsection is to prove an M}, — M -version of Morgan’s theorem for the windowed Opdam-—
Cherednik transform. Before we prove the main result of this subsection, we first need the
following lemma.

Lemma 4.5 ( [9], Lemma 2.3). Suppose that p € (1,2), ¢ € [1,00], n > 0, M > 0 and
B >nsin5(p—1). If ® is an entire function on C? satisfying the conditions

(1) |®(x + iy, u + iv)| < Men W+ - for any z,y,u,v € R,
(ii) eB(IZI”HuI”)(p“R2 e LY(R?),
then ® = 0.

As an application of the above lemma, in the following, we obtain a version of the Phragmén—
Lindl6f type result for the weighted modulation spaces on R2.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that p € (1,2), ¢ € [1,00), n >0, M >0 and B > nsin5(p—1). If ® is
an entire function on C? satisfying the conditions

(i) |®(x + iy, u + iv)| < MW+ - for any z,y,u,v € R,

(if) eBUl" U PRy € MEL(R?, Ag g ® 00,8),
then ® = 0.

Proof. Let R > 0 be such that
B> n((R+1)/R)’sin g(p —1).

Let us consider the entire function F' on C? by

R+1 R+1
F(Zl,ZQ) = / / ‘P(tlzl,tQZQ) dtldtg.
R R

Then using Cauchy’s integral formula for several complex variables (see [33], Theorem 1.3.3),
we obtain that the derivatives of F' satisfy the condition

DMWF©0) = [(R+1)"' = R™™) /(n+1)]” D™®(0), for any n € N.
Therefore, ® = 0 if and only if F' = 0. By assumption (i), we get
\F (2 + iy, u—+ )| < M TV W) S for any 2y, u,v € R. (20)
Let z,u € R\ {0}. Then using the change of variables 1 = zt; and u; = ute, we obtain
(R4+1) /(R+1 u

1 )
F(xz,u) = E/R s O(x1,u1) drrduy.
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Hence,
(R+1)z  p(R+1)u
Fla.u r—-,muu\J/ el do
(R+1)z  p(R41)
/ Bl nl?) (=Bl )| b2y uy) | derduy
!wHU\ Rz
1 R+l)z  p(R4+1)u
- BBRp(poup)/ / B(\x1|p+\u1|”)|q>(x1’u1)| dridus.
- |x||u| Rz

Using Holder’s inequality and the relation (9), we get

|F (2, u)] < e~ PRI e g @]l g, g2 11211

[R:v (R+1)z] X [Ru,(R+1)ul)

L BRe(al+]ul?)
][] ¢ ‘|€B‘1)||M%(R2,Aa,a®oa,3) H1”Mi([Rac,(R—l—l)x}X[Ru,(R—i—l)u])’

IN

B(lz1|P+[uil?)

where eg(z1,u1) = e and ¢’ is the conjugate exponent of ¢q. Since

[y < Cla¥ Jul7

[Rx (R+1)z] % [Ru,(R+1)u])

for some constant C' > 0, we have

¢ ~BR?(Je )7 +ul?)
’F(x U)’ < ’x‘l_z/q/’u‘l_z/q/ € HeB(p”M&(RQ,Aaﬁ®oa’5)'
Since F is continuous on R?, using assumption (ii), we obtain

BRI By € L°(R?). (21)

Using the inequalities (20) and (21), and applying Lemma 4.5 for ¢ = oo to F, we get F' = 0,
thus @ = 0. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Theorem 4.7. Let g € M (R, A, 5) be a non-zero window function, p € [1,00], q € [1,00),

a>0,b>0, and let o, 8 bemposz'tz've real numbers satisfying o > 2 and 1/a+ 1/ = 1. Suppose
that f is a measurable function on R such that

" f € MP(R, Aag) and eb("\‘M'“lB)Wg(/aﬁ)(f) € M (R, Ao © 00, p).

If
(a0) /2 8)/? > (sin (T3 - 1)) "
2 )
then f = 0.
Proof. Assume that f is a measurable function on R such that
el f € ME(R, Aq,p) (22)

and

SINHHOWB) (1) € M (R, Ag g ® 0ag)- (23)

To prove that the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform of f satisfies the conditions (i) and
(ii) of Lemma 4.6, we use conditions (22) and (23), and we deduce that f = 0 almost everywhere.
The function

WD () (A ) = / £(5) 6P (—s) Apls) ds
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is well defined, entire on C?, and satisfies the condition
WO < [ 167 (5)] Aap()ds
eals|® fH

< e~lsl) (8 , by Holder’s inequality,

MP2,(R,Aq 5) |HM"1/ (R,Aq )

L P s

where C'is a constant and p’ is the conjugate exponent of p.

Let
Cel= ((55)1/6 (sin <g(ﬁ - 1)))1/6 , (aa)l/a) .
Now

—als|*| ,(a.B) H
He l9 | MY (R, Aa,p)

e—alsl® o= Is|(| Tm(A) |7 +| Im(u)\ﬁ)% els1( Tm(N) [P +| Im(u)\ﬂ)% | (.

1.
HMi (R,Aqn.8)
m

< [[e=lsl® (sl m) -+ Im (o)) B 9\ |H (25)
Mp R,A, ,3)
Applying the convex inequality
1 1
tyl < (=) 1t1“+ (3 ) |vl?
ol < () e+ (5)
to the positive numbers C|t| and |y|/C, we get
ce
ty] < — [t|*
and thus
H ~als|? oJsl(| Tm(N) |7+ Im (1)} )5 g W)‘H
MIJ (R,Aq,8)
m )B m( B
oo g
1 Ao, B
Since C' € I , it follows that a > C%/«, and thus
e(a=Co/e)ls|* | o ( |H < HTﬁQﬁ)Mf‘aﬁ)gH ,
MP (R,Aq p) MP (R,Aqp)
<Nl 1, ) < W9l s <20 (20)

From (25), (26) and (27), we get

b g <

Mp (R,Aq,8)

Moreover,
Lm0 [P+ 1m ()|

]Wéa’ﬁ)(f)()\,u)] < Const. e sch for any A\, € C. (28)
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Using the condition (23) and inequality (28), we obtain that the function ®(\, u) = Wéa’ﬁ) (A )
satisfies the assumptions (i) and (ii) of Lemma 4.6 with p = 8, n = 1/(8C?), and B = b. The
condition C € I implies the inequality

b > Lsin (E(ﬂ— 1))7

BCP 2
which gives Wéa’ﬁ )( f) = 0 by Lemma 4.6, then f = 0 by (5). This completes the proof of the
theorem. 0
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