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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a few versions of the uncertainty principle for the win-
dowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. In particular, we establish the uncertainty principle for
orthonormal sequences, Donoho—Stark’s uncertainty principle, Benedicks-type uncertainty prin-
ciple, Heisenberg-type uncertainty principle and local uncertainty inequality for this transform.
We also obtain the Heisenberg-type uncertainty inequality using the k-entropy of the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform.

1. INTRODUCTION

Uncertainty principles play a fundamental role in the field of mathematics, physics, in addition
to some engineering areas such as signal processing, image processing, quantum theory, optics,
and many other well known areas [6,11,13,18,41]. In quantum physics, it says that a particle’s
speed and position cannot both be measured with infinite precision. The classical Heisenberg
uncertainty principle was established in the Schrédinger space (the square-integrable function
space). It states that a non-zero function and its Fourier transform cannot be both sharply local-
ized, i.e., it is impossible for a non-zero function and its Fourier transform to be simultaneously
small. This phenomenon has been under intensive study for almost a century now and exten-
sively investigated in different settings. One can formulate different forms of the uncertainty
principle depending on various ways of measuring the localization of a function. Uncertainty
principles can be divided into two categories: quantitative and qualitative uncertainty princi-
ples. Quantitative uncertainty principles are some special types of inequalities that tells us how
a function and its Fourier transform relate. For example, Benedicks [5], Donoho and Stark [13],
and Slepian and Pollak [43] gave quantitative uncertainty principles for the Fourier transforms.
On the other hand, qualitative uncertainty principles imply the vanishing of a function under
some strong conditions on the function. In particular, Hardy [21], Morgan [36], Cowling and
Price [9], and Beurling [25] theorems are the examples of qualitative uncertainty principles. For
a more detailed study on the history of the uncertainty principle, and for many other generaliza-
tions and variations of the uncertainty principle, we refer to the book of Havin and Jéricke [22],
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and the excellent survey of Folland and Sitaram [15].

Considerable attention has been devoted to discovering generalizations to new contexts for quan-
titative uncertainty principles. For example, quantitative uncertainty principles were studied
in [31] for the generalized Fourier transform. Over the years, discovering new mathematical for-
mulations of the uncertainty principle for the windowed Fourier transform have drawn significant
attention among many researchers, see for example [7,22,44] and the references therein. Un-
certainty principles are further extended and studied in different settings by many authors. For
instance, one can look [32] for the Dunkl Gabor transform, [8] for two sided quaternion windowed
Fourier transform, [4,19] for the continuous Hankel transform, [16,17] for the windowed Hankel
transform, [20] for the Hankel-Gabor transform, and [28] for the Heckman-Opdam transform.

As a generalization of Euclidean uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform, Daher et al. [10]
have obtained some qualitative uncertainty principles for the Cherednik transform. Also, quali-
tative uncertainty principles for the Opdam—Cherednik transform have been studied by Mejjaoli
in [29] using classical uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform and composition properties
of the Opdam—Cherednik transform. These results have been further extented to modulation
spaces by the second author in [39]. Moreover, the Benedicks-type uncertainty principle for the
Opdam—Cherednik transform has been investigated by Achak and Daher in [1]. Recently, the
second author introduced the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform and discussed the time-
frequency analysis of localization operators associated with the windowed Opdam—Cherednik
transform in [40]. However, up to our knowledge, quantitative uncertainty principles have not
been studied for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform. In this paper, we extend some
quantitative uncertainty principles for this transform.

The motivation to prove these types of quantitative uncertainty principles for the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform in the framework of the Opdam—Cherednik transform arises from
the classical uncertainty principles for the windowed Fourier transform and the remarkable con-
tribution of the Opdam—Cherednik transform in harmonic analysis (see [2,37,38,42]). 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 [12,24]) and they provide a useful tool in the study of special functions
with root systems (see [14,23]). These describe algebraically integrable systems in one dimen-
sion and have gained considerable interest in mathematical physics. Other motivation for the
investigation of the Jacobi—Cherednik operator and the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform
is to generalize the previous subjects which are bound with the physics. For a more detailed
discussion, one can see [33].

Uncertainty inequalities are some special class of uncertainty principles that give us information
about how a function and its Fourier transform relate and have got considerable importance in
signal analysis, physics, optics, and many other well-known areas [6,13,18,26,41]. A well-known
example of uncertainty inequality is the Heisenberg inequality. Considerable attention has been
devoted to discovering generalizations to new contexts for uncertainty inequalities for various
generalized transforms by several researchers. For instance, these uncertainty inequalities were
obtained in [28] for the Heckman—-Opdam transform, and in [35] for the Opdam—Cherednik
transform. Some recent work on the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform [34,40] motivates
us to study a few quantitative uncertainty principles for this transform.

The main aim of this paper is to study a few uncertainty principles related to the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform. More preciously, we prove the uncertainty principle for or-
thonormal sequences, Donoho—Stark’s uncertainty principle, Benedicks-type uncertainty prin-
ciple, Heisenberg-type uncertainty principle and local uncertainty inequality for the windowed
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Opdam—Cherednik transform. We study the version of Donoho—Stark’s uncertainty principle and
show that the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform cannot be concentrated in any small set.
Also, we obtain an estimate for the size of the essential support of this transform under the con-
dition that the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform of a non-zero function is time-frequency
concentrated on a measurable set. Then, we investigate the Benedicks-type uncertainty principle
and show that the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform cannot be concentrated inside a set
of measures arbitrarily small. Further, we study the Heisenberg-type uncertainty inequality for
a general magnitude and provide the result related to the L?(R, Aq p)-mass of the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform outside sets of finite measure. Finally, we obtain the Heisenberg-
type uncertainty inequality using the k-entropy and study the localization of the k-entropy of
the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.

The presentation of this manuscript is divided into four sections apart from the introduction.
In Section 2, we present some preliminaries related to the Opdam—Cherednik transform. In Sec-
tion 3, we recall some essential properties related to the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.
Some different types of uncertainty principles associated with the windowed Opdam—Cherednik
transform are provided in Section 4. In particular, we prove the uncertainty principle for or-
thonormal sequences, Donoho—Stark’s uncertainty principle, Benedicks-type uncertainty prin-
ciple, Heisenberg-type uncertainty principle and local uncertainty inequality for the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform. We conclude the paper with the Heisenberg-type uncertainty
inequality using the k-entropy of this transform.

2. HARMONIC ANALYSIS AND THE OPDAM—CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM

In this section, we recall some necessary definitions and results from the harmonic analysis
related to the Opdam—Cherednik transform, which will be used frequently. A complete account
of harmonic analysis related to this transform can be found in [2,27,30,37-40,42]. However, we
will use the notations given in [39].

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

Topf(x) = %f(:v) + [(2& +1)cothx + (25 + 1) tanh x 5

where «, 8 are two parameters satisfying o > [ > —% and a > —%, and p = a+p8+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

. _ ap 1 d a,f _ ap p+ iAo a+1,6+1
Gy (@) = o7 () — o indz A (x) = )" (@) + ot D) sinh 2z ¢} (),

where wf\"ﬁ(m) =9I (#, %; a + 1; — sinh? x) is the classical Jacobi function.
For every A € C and x € R, the eigenfunction Gi"ﬁ satisfy
’Gi’ﬁ(.’ﬂ)‘ < C e PlelemVllz]
where C' is a positive constant. Since p > 0, we have
|G§f’ﬁ(x)| < C MmOzl (2.1)

Let us denote by C.(R) the space of continuous functions on R with compact support. The
Opdam—Cherednik transform is the Fourier transform in the trigonometric Dunkl setting, and
it is defined as follows.
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Definition 2.1. Let o > 3 > —% with o > —%. The Opdam~—Cherednik transform Ha g(f) of a

function f € C.(R) is defined by
= / f(x) Gi"ﬁ(—x) Aqplx)dx  for all X € C,
R

where Ay p(z) = (sinh|x|)?*+1 (cosh |z])?*F1.  The inverse Opdam-Cherednik transform for a
suitable function g on R is given by

M, 5(9)(x) = /R g(\) G2 (2) dogs(N)  for all x € R,

where A
p
doggN) = (1 — <) =5
0a,8(A) < z)\) 87|Ca,5(N)|?
and i
20~ AT (a + 1)T(iN)

Cop(N) = , AeC\iN.
s r <M> r (a75+1+i)\> \i
2 2
The Plancherel formula is given by
/ @ Aaplae = | Hos( DO Has (7)) doas(N), 2:2)
where f(z) = f(~2
Let LP(R, Aq,g) (resp LP(R,043)), p € [1,00], denote the LP-spaces corresponding to the

measure A, g(x)dx (resp. dloggl(x)).
The generalized translation operator associated with the Opdam—Cherednik transform is de-

fined by [3]
— /R £(2) duleP)(2), (2.3)

where du(;?,’yﬁ) is given by

Kaop(x,y,2) Aap(z) dz if 2y #0
AP (z) = < do,(2) if y=0 (2.4)
ddy(z) if =0

and

Ko p(x,y,2) = M, g|sinhx - sinhy - sinhz\%‘/ g(x,y,z,x)i_ﬁ_l
0

L—oy, oy, +ok, .+ 5——Iio-l cothz - cothy - coth z(sin x)? | x (sin x)?* dy
2

if z,y, z € R\ {0} satisfy the triangular inequality ||z|—|y|| < |2| < |z|+|y|, and Ky g(z,y,2) =0
otherwise. Here

. cosh:v-CQShyf.coshz-cosX if Ty 7& 0
Yz

X

sinh z-sinh y

for z,y,z € R, x € [0, 7],
0 if 2y =0 Y X € [0,7]

g(x,y,z,x) =1— cosh? x — cosh? y — cosh? z 4+ 2 cosh z - coshy - cosh z - cos x, and

_Jg ifg>0
7o itg<o.

The kernel K, g(z,y, 2) satisfies the following symmetry properties:
Koplx,y,2) =Kapy,z, 2), Kapg(z,y,2) = Kop(—2,y,—2), Kapgz,y,2) =Koz, —2z,—y).

For every =,y € R, we have
T f ) =70 f (@), (2:5)
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and
Ha,s(TLP F) (V) = G (@) Hap(F)N), (2.6)
for f € C.(R).
If f e LY(R, Ay ), then
/ 7P f(y) A p(y) dy = / f(y) Aap(y) dy. (2.7)
R R

For every f € LP(R, A, g) and every x € R, the function nga’ﬁ)f belongs to the space LP(R, A, )
and

P f

LP(R,An ) < Cap HfHLP(R,Aa,B) ) (2.8)

where C, g is a positive constant.
The convolution product associated with the Opdam—Cherednik transform is defined for two
suitable functions f and g by [3]

(f *a5 9)(z) = /R B f(—y) g(y) Aap(y) dy

and

Ha,ﬁ(f *a,p g9) = Ha,ﬁ(f) Ha,ﬁ(g)' (2.9)

3. 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 [40].

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

MEDg =1l (P aslo)l). (3.1)

Then, for every g € L*(R, A, 5) and & € R, by using the Plancherel formula (2.2) and the
translation invariance of the Plancherel measure do, g, we obtain

e

L2(R,Aw5) = H9HL2(R,AQ’5) : (32)

Now, for a non-zero window function g € L?(R, A, ) and (z,€) € R?, we consider the function
giagﬁ ) defined by

gifzﬁ) (O"B)Méa’ﬁ)g. (3.3)
For any function f € L*(R, A, ), we define the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform by
w8 = [ 16) 57 (5) Aasls) ds (@.6) € B2 (3.4)
which can be also written in the form
WD (1)) = (500 METg) ). (3.5)

We define the measure A, 3 ® 04,3 on R? by
d(Aa,B ® Ua,ﬁ)(w7 5) = Aa,ﬁ(x)dx daa,ﬁ(g)' (3'6)

The windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform satisfies the following properties.
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Proposition 3.1. [/0] Let g € L*(R, Ay 5) be a non-zero window function. Then we have
(1) (Plancherel’s formula) For every f € L*(R, Ay ),

-0

L2(R2, A, @00 s) 1 f 2, A0 5) 19122 (R A, 5)- (3.7)

(2) (Orthogonality relation) For every f,h € L*(R, Aa.5), we have

/ [ D). ) W (). €) (A © 005) (2.6) = llEace, ., / F($)A(3) Aqp(s) ds.
(3.8)

(3) (Reproducing kernel Hilbert space) The space Wéa’ﬁ) (L%(R, A ) is a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space in L*(R?, Ap 3 ® 045) with kernel function K, defined by

1 a, «,
Ky €):(0.6) = T (g;f)(— )t MG %) ()
INr2(R,A, 5)
1 o
= W0 (80 ) @ ). (3.9)

2
IV z2 g4, )

Furthermore, the kernel is pointwise bounded

[Ky((a,€); (2,6)| <1, for all (z,6); («/,¢) € R%. (3.10)

The windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform also satisfies the following boundedness proper-
ties.

Proposition 3.2. [/0] Let g € L*(R, A, ) be a non-zero window function. Then for every
f € L*(R, A, ), we have
(1)

[wiea )| < l2en ) lolliza, - (3.11)

L (R?,Aq,3®04,5)

(2) The function Wg(,a’ﬁ)(f) € LP(R?, Ap g ®0ap), p € [2,00) and

ot

Lo(R2 A, 5@005) <N fllzer aap) N9llL2® A0 5)- (3.12)

4. UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR THE WINDOWED OPDAM—CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM
In this section, we obtain various uncertainty principles for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik

transform.

4.1. Uncertainty principle for orthonormal sequences. In this subsection, we establish
the uncertainty principle for orthonormal sequences associated with the windowed Opdam-—
Cherednik transform. First, we consider the following orthogonal projections:

(1) Let P, be the orthogonal projection from L?(R?, A, s ® 04 5) onto Wéa’ﬁ) (L* (R, Anp))
and Im P, denotes the range of P,.
(2) Let Ps be the orthogonal projection on L?(R?, A, g ® 0,.3) defined by

PsF =xsF, FeL*(R? Ayp®045), (4.1)

where ¥ C R? and Im Py, is the range of Ps.

Also, we define

HPEPQH = sup {HPZPQ(F)HLQ(RQ,AmB@oaﬁ) F e LQ(RQ’ Aa,g &® 0'0,75), HFHLQ(R{AQ,B@%M;) = 1} .

We first need the following result.
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Theorem 4.1. Let g € LQ(R,Aaﬂ) be a non-zero window function. Then for any ¥ C R? of
finite measure Ay g ® 04 5(X) < 00, the operator Ps Py is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Moreover,
we have the following estimation

IPePyl* < Aays ® 0a,5(E).

Proof. Since P, is a projection onto a reproducing karnel Hilbert space, for any function F' €
L?(R?, Anp ®0q4.8), the orthogonal projection P, can be expressed as

Pg(F)('Iag) = /]R2 F(x,’gl)Kg((x,’gl); (x’g)) d(AOé,B ® O-Oc,ﬁ)(xlagl),
where Ky((2/,¢'); (x,€)) is given by (3.9). Using the relation (4.1), we obtain
FoP(F)(w.6) = [ xsle 0P )0, €0 0.6)) dlAas © 0 €),

This shows that the operator PsP, is an integral operator with kernel K ((2/,¢');(x,§)) =
xu(z, &) Ky((2,&); (x,€)). Using the relation (3.9), Plancherel’s formula (3.7), and Fubini’s
theorem, we have

= [0 N ks © 7000 b © 700060
Z//RQ/W s (2, )2 | Ky (2, €); (2,€))] d(Ang © Tap) (@', €)d(An g @ Tap)(2,E)

! @ «, 2
= JL UL () e
2w A, 5) 7/ R2

X d(Aa,p ® 0a,5)(@,§)

d(Aap ® aa,ﬁ)(:c',g')>

191172 v, 4
< i A 5 © 04,5(8) = Aas @ 0as(5).
9122 & A, )

Thus, the operator Px Py is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Now, the proof follows from the fact
that [|PoPy | < | PoPyllys: O

In the following, we obtain the uncertainty principle for orthonormal sequences associated
with the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.

Theorem 4.2. Let g € L*(R, Ay 3) be a non-zero window function and {¢y,},,c be an orthonor-
mal sequence in L*(R, An g). Then for any ¥ C R? of finite measure Ay p ® 04,(3) < 00, we
have

N
> <1 = [P (9n)

n=1

for every N € N.

< A »
L2(R27Aa,[3®aa’/3)> - Oé,ﬁ ® O-avﬁ( )7

Proof. Let {en}, oy be an orthonormal basis for L? (]RQ, Anp ® O'aﬁ). Since Py P, is a Hilbert—
Schmidt operator, from Theorem 4.1, we get

tr (PHPEPH) = Z <PQPEPgena e">L2(R2,A
neN

2
0,880a,8) 1PePyllirs < Aap © 0a,5(3),
where tr (Py Ps; Py) denotes the trace of the operator Py Py Py and (-, ) 12(r2 4, ;00, ;) denotes the
inner product of L?(R?, Ay 3®04,3). Since {¢y},,cn be an orthonormal sequence in L? (R, A, g),
from the orthogonality relation (3.8), we obtain that {Wéa’ﬁ ) (¢n) nen is also an orthonormal
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sequence in L?(R?, A, 3 @ 04,5). Therefore

> (R (9n) Wi (60)

L2(R?,Aq p®00a,p)

- i <p PPy () , WS ()

L2(R27Aa,6®0a,[3)

Thus, we have

N
a?/B
S (B (6n) WD 0n) oS A @ 00 (B),

n=1

Moreover, for any n with 1 <n < N, using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

(a,3)
(IS (90) , W (9)) o
—1- <chwgaﬂ> (60) , W™ (60))

> 1= W (60)]

L?(R?,Aq,5804,8)

L2(R2,Ay 5Q@04,5)

Therefore
N N
> (1 e @) o ) < S (B (00 W On)) s
<Ay ®0q8(2).
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

4.2. Donoho—Stark’s uncertainty principle for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. Here, we study the version of Donoho-Stark’s uncertainty principle for the windowed

Opdam—Cherednik transform. In particular, we investigate the case where f and Wéa’ﬁ )( f) are
close to zero outside measurable sets. We start with the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let g € L*(R, A, 5) be a non-zero window function and f € L? (R, Ay p) such
that f # 0. Then for any ¥ C R? and € > 0 such that

2
JL e @ o] ditas ® 0@ = 0 - Dl B, loliam a,
we have
Aaﬁ (39 0’0{75(2) >1—e.
Proof. Using the relation (3.11), we get

2
(=M B, pllolom o < [[ P0G didas @ 0as)@.0)

< e Aoy 032

L‘X’(R VAL BROq, ﬁ)
< Aas © 00s() 1F12gn, 90z,
Therefore, Ay 3 ® 04 5(X) > 1 —¢. O

The following proposition shows that the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform cannot be
concentrated in any small set.
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Proposition 4.4. Let g € LQ(R,Aaﬂ) be a non-zero window function. Then for any function
f € L3R, Anp) and for any ¥ C R? such that Ay p ® 045() < 1, we have

[xsewied ()

oot o) 2 VT A @0s(D) W li2e a pllolliee, )

Proof. For any function f € L?(R, A, 3), using the relation (3.11), we get

2 2

i)

) = [ + Wi

L2 (R2,Aa75®0aﬁ
2

L2 (R2,Aa,ﬁ®0a’ﬁ)

= HXEVVéa’B)(f)‘ .

) + HchWS(,“’B)(f)‘

L2 (R27Aa,6®0a,[3
2

L2 (R27Aa,6®0a,[3)

(or8) ?
< Aoy © 00 p(3) WA (f)

) + HXZcWéa’ﬁ)(f)

LDO(R2,AQN8®UQ’B LQ(R2,AQ75®O’Q’B)

2

L2 (RQ,Aaﬁ@Ja’B)

< A0y @ 00p(D) 1 Bamoa, p) I9032mn, 0 + X WED(0)]

Thus, using Plancherel’s formula (3.7), we obtain

HchWS(,a’ﬁ) (f)‘

L2(22.An 000 5) V1= Aas @ 00s(2) 12, a0 902 @ )

O

Definition 4.5. Let E be a measurable subset of R and 0 < ¢ < 1. Then we say that a
function f € LP(R, A, 3),1 < p <2, is ep-concentrated on E in LP(R, A, g)-norm, if

IxEeflloe,a, 5) < €EIf e A, 5)-
If eg = 0, then E contains the support of f .

Definition 4.6. Let ¥ be a measurable subset of R? and 0 < ey < 1. Let f,g € L*(R, Aq ) be

two non-zero functions. We say that Wéa’ﬁ )( f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on X, if

HchWé,a’ﬁ) (f)‘

<ey HWg(O"ﬁ)(f)‘

L2(R27Aa,[3®ao¢,,3) LQ(R2,AQ75®O’Q’/@)

If Wéa’ﬁ)( f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on 3, then in the following, we obtain an
estimate for the size of the essential support of the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.

Theorem 4.7. Let g € L*(R, A, ) be a non-zero window function and f € L*(R, Ay ) such

that f # 0. Let ¥ C R? such that Aap ® 04 5(X) < 00 and ex; > 0. If Wga’ﬁ)(f) is ex-time-
frequency concentrated on X, then

Aa,ﬁ &® Uoz,ﬁ(z) > (1 — 62 )

Proof. Since Wg(,a’ﬁ ) (f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on 3, using Plancherel’s formula (3.7),
we deduce that

2

2 2 _ (a,8)
[N e 7 SLC3]

S AU alll] WO

) + HXEWéa’ﬁ)(f)‘

2

+ HXZW,S,O"ﬁ)(f)(

L*(R?,Aq p®00a,p)

2 2

<<t |weo )

LQ(RQ,Aaﬁ@O’a’B LQ(R2,AO¢’5®0’Q’5)
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Hence, using the relation (3.11), we obtain

2

(1= BN, 1902280, < Vi) ot o (4.2)
<[wes | Ao ® 0ap(2)
L>(R2,Aq 5804,5)
< HfH%%R,AM) HQH;(R,AQ’B) Ao p @ 0a,p(%),
which completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.8. Let ¥ C R? such that An s @ 00 () < 00, e > 0, g € L*(R, Aa 5) be a non-

zero window function, and f € L*(R, A, ) such that f # 0. If Wé(,a’ﬁ)(f) is ex-time-frequency
concentrated on X, then for every p > 2, we have

Aap ® 0ap(S) > (1 - )72,

Proof. Since Wéa’ﬁ)( f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on X, from (4.2), we have

2
(1= D Baga, g 1902 ma, ) < V=P ()

L2(R27Aa,6®0a,[3)

Again, aplying Holder’s inequality for the conjugate exponents & and 19%2, we get

2 2 p—2

w2 )] (Aap @ 00 5(2) "7

< ]

L2(R%,Aq, @00, 5 LP(R2,Aq,5®04,5)

Now, using the relation (3.12), we obtain

2 p—2

Wi (s)| < B2, 19132 @ . ) (Aas @ 0as(2) 7 .

L2(R2,Aa’f3®0’a75)
Hence,
Aap ® 00 p(S) > (1 - 3)77.

U
Theorem 4.9. Let ¥ C R? such that Ay g ® 045(3) < 00, g € L*(R,Anp) be a non-zero
window function, and f € L'(R, Ay 5) N L*(R, An5) such that HWéa’ﬁ)(f)HLz(Rg’Aa s@0as) = 1-
Let E C R such that Ay, 3(E) < oo. If f is eg-concentrated on E in L'(R, A, g)-norm and
Ws(,a’ﬁ)(f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on %, then

Aap(B) 2 (1= ep) IfEr o, ) 19172, 1)
and

HfH%Q(R,Aa’B) ||9H%2(R,Aa’ﬁ) Aap ®0ap(8) > (1 - %),

In particular,
A0 (B) Aap ® 00s(D) [ fl22gn, = (1= 6) (1= 22) IF 121 gn -

Proof. Since Wéa’ﬁ )( f) is ex-time-frequency concentrated on 3, from (4.2), we have

2

L?(R?,Aq,5804,8)

(1= 21220, 1912280, ) < Wi 20)]
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Since HWéa’ﬁ)(f)HLz(Rz,Aa’B@%’B) = 1, using the relation (3.11) and Plancherel’s formula (3.7),
we obtain

(1-23) < e )

L?(R?,Aq,5804,8)

2
< (O"B) A E
< || ot oy A ©Tas(E)
< ||f||%2(R,Aa73) ||9H%2(R,Aaﬁ) Aap ® 0a,p(X). (4.3)

Similarly, since f is eg-concentrated on E in L'(R, A, g)-norm, using the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and the fact that || f||z2r A, ,)l9llL2® 4, 5) = 1, We get

1
1 Aa, (E)E
(1= eIl @iy < XS Liga, ) < Wliga, ) AasB)? = o =— (14)
INL2(R,Ay )
Finally, from (4.3) and (4.4), we have
Aap(B) A 005 | FBaga, ) > (1 —26)? =) 1F 2 gn, o
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

4.3. Benedicks-type uncertainty principle for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. In this subsection, we study Benedicks-type uncertainty principle for the windowed
Opdam—Cherednik transform. The following proposition shows that this transform cannot be
concentrated inside a set of measure arbitrarily small.

Proposition 4.10. Let g € L*(R,A,p) be a non-zero window function and ¥ C R% If
|PsPy|| < 1, then there exists a constant ¢(,g) > 0 such that for every f € L*(R,Anp),
we have

1121 19l 208, ) < (529) [z W2 (1)

L? (RQ,AO"B@UQVB)

Proof. Since Ps; is an orthogonal projection on L?(R? A, 5 ® 04.5), for any F € L*(R?, Ay 5 ®
Ta,8), We get

2 2 2
HPQ(F)HLQ(R27AQ,B®Ua,ﬁ) = HPZPg(F)HLQ(RQ,AmB@UQﬁ) + HPECPQ(F)HLQ(R{AO“B@UQ”B)'
Again, using the identity Py Py(F) = PoPy - Py(F), we get

HPEPg(F)Hiz(mAw@%ﬂ) < HP2P9H2||P9(F)Hi?(R%Aa,g@aa,ﬁ)'

Hence,

IP,(F)IE <

1
— __||PscP,(F)|?
L2(R2,Aq 5®00,5) ||P2Pg||2H z 9( )HL2(

R2,A44,5000,8) (4.5)

Since P, is an orthogonal projection from L*(R? A, 5 ® 0, ) onto Wéa’ﬁ) (L2 (R,Aaﬁ)), for
any f € L*(R, A, ), using the relation (4.5) and Plancherel’s formula (3.7), we get

HchVVg(,a’ﬁ) (f)‘

[ fll2® a0 s) 9l 22®, A, 5) <

1
1 —||PsPy|? L2(R2,Aq,5004,5) ’

The desired result follows by choosing the constant ¢(3,g) = S — O

VI=lPsPyll?”

Next, we obtain Benedicks-type uncertainty principle for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik
transform.
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Theorem 4.11. Let g € L*(R, A, 5) be a non-zero window function such that

Oa,5 ({Ha,p(g) # 0}) < .

Then for any ¥ C R? such that for almost every & € R, Jexs(@,§) Aap(x) de < oo, we have
WP (LA(R, Aa 5)) NIm P = {0}

Proof. Let F € Wéa’ﬁ ) (L*(R,Aqp)) N Im P be a non-trivial function. Then there exists a

function f € L*(R, A, g) such that F = Wé(ya’ﬁ)(f) and SuppF C Y. For any £ € R, we consider
the function

Fe(z) = WP (f)(2,€), z€R.

Then, we get SuppFe C {x € R : (z,&) € X}. Since for almost every £ € R, [ xu(2,£)Aqp(x) do <
0o, we have A, g (SuppFe) < oo. Using the relation (3.5), we get

Ho,p(Fe) = Hap(f) Has(MEPg)  ae.
Hence,
SuppHa,p(Fe) C SuppTg(a’ﬁ [ Has(9),

and from the hypothesis, we get o 3 ({Has(Fe) # 0}) < co. From Benedicks-type result for
the Opdam—Cherednik transform [1], we conclude that, for every ¢ € R, F(-,£) = 0, which
eventually implies that F' = 0. O

Remark 4.12. Let g € L*(R, A, ) be a non-zero window function such that

00,8 ({Ha,p(g) #0}) < 0.
Then, for any non-zero function f € L*(R, A, ), we have A, 5 ® Ja,ﬁ(SuppWS(,a’B)(f)) — o,

i.e., the support of Wg(,a’ﬁ)(f) cannot be of finite measure.
Proposition 4.13. Let g € L*(R, A, ) be a non-zero window function such that

00,8 ({Ha,p(g) #0}) < .

Let ¥ C R? such that Aa g ® 04.5(X) < 00, then there exists a constant ¢(X,g) > 0 such that

I 000 < €5 WD e

Proof. Assume that
||P2Pg(F)‘|L2(R27Aa,,8®0'a”3) = HFHL2(R27A(X,[3®UO¢”B), F S LQ(RQ,Aa7ﬁ & O-a7ﬁ).
Since Ps; and P, are orthogonal projections, we obtain Px(F) = P,(F) = F. Again, since

Anp ® 0q,8(8) < 00, for almost every & € R, [ xs(z,§) Aap(x) dr < co and from Theorem
4.11, we get F' = 0. Hence, for F' # 0, we obtain

PSPy (F)l 2 (22,40 p0a,5) < IFllL2(R2 .4, 5000 )

Since P5 P, is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, we obtain that the largest eigenvalue |A| of the
operator Py P, satisfy |A| < 1 and ||PxP,|| = |A| < 1. Finally, using Proposition 4.10, we get the
desired result. O



UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR THE WINDOWED OPDAM-CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM 13

4.4. Heisenberg-type uncertainty principle for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. This subsection is devoted to study Heisenberg-type uncertainty inequality for the win-
dowed Opdam—Cherednik transform for general magnitude s > 0. Indeed, we have the following
result.

Theorem 4.14. Let s > 0. Then there exists a constant c(s,«, ) > 0 such that for all
f.g€ L*(R, A, p), we have

|

> (s, 8) 1/ 1Bag.a, » l91Ba@a, -

2 2

g

T WP ()

|

eWe(f)|

L2(R?,A0, 3®00,5) L?(R%,Aq,5®00,5)

Proof. Let r > 0 and B, = {(x,£) € R?: |(x,€)| < r} be the ball with centre at origin and
radius r in R?. Fix ¢y < 1 small enough such that Anp ®0a8(Bs,) < 1. From Proposition 4.4,
we have

2 2
1122 @A, ) 19122 R, A, )

WED(1)(@,6)| d(Ans © 00,5 (2,)

S el
[1—Aap®0a,8(Bs) |(,6)|>€0

! 2s
538 [1 B Aa,ﬁ ® O'aﬁ(Bao)] //(x,g)zm Kw, 5)’
WD () (a,€)

WP (f)(x, €)

| (e @ 00,0)(,6)

:

1 2s
5(%8 [1 - Aa,ﬁ @ Ua,ﬁ(Bao)] /Rz Km’ 5)‘ d(Aa’ﬁ ® Ua,ﬁ)(x’ 5)

Consequentely,
2

i@, oW ()|

2s 2 2
12(R2,A, 4800 ) > &5 [1 — Aap ®0a,5(Bs)] Hf”L?(R,Aaﬁ) HQHL?(R,Aa’B)-
(4.6)

Finally, using the fact that |a + b|® < 2% (Ja|® + |b|*) and from (4.6), we get
31— Aup © 00 5(B)] 1 ogen, ) 190ogn,

<[ arwen o)

L2 (RQ,Aaﬁ@Ja’B)

2 2

< 2° +2°
L2 (R27Aa,[3®0'a,[3)

e WO ()

eWe I (f),

LQ(R27Aa,B®Uo¢,,B) ‘
Hence, we get the desired result with c(s,a, ) = e2*27% [1 — An s ® 04.5(Bc, )] - O
4.5. Local uncertainty inequality for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.

Here, we discuss results related to the L?(R, A, g)-mass of the windowed Opdam-Cherednik
transform outside sets of finite measure. Indeed, we establish the following result.

Theorem 4.15. Let s > 0. Then there exists a constant c(s,a, ) > 0 such that for any
f,9 € L*(R,An ) and any ¥ C R? such that Ay p ® 04.5(X) < 00, we have

[wiens)| < (5,0, 8) [Aas @ G0 s (D)7 |1z, WA (1)

LQ(E,AQ,B) L2(R2,A, 5R04.5)

. «, a, 1 .
Proof. Since [Wi™ (1)l (5,4, so0as) < IV (Dl (2,4, y0n ) e ©0a,s(D)]2, using
the relation (3.11), we get

0

1
L2(5. A0 5) < [Aa,ﬁ ® Uaﬁ(E)]Q HfHL?(R,Aa,B) H9||L2(R,Aa73)-



14 SHYAM SWARUP MONDAL AND ANIRUDHA PORIA

Thus, using Heisenberg’s inequality (4.6), we get

1
[Aa7ﬁ ® UO(,B(E)] 2
L2(3,A08) — o 11— Aa,g ® O'a,ﬁ(Beo)]%

-0

(@, WD ()

L2(R2,A, p®00.3)

NI

This completes the proof of the theorem with ¢(s, o, 8) = ¢5°[1 — Ap g ® 04.8(Bs,)] O

The following result shows that, Theorem 4.15 gives a general form of Heisenberg-type in-
equality with a different constant.

Corollary 4.16. Let s > 0. Then there exists a constant cs o5 > 0 such that, for all f,g €
L*(R, An ), we have

s a,f3
[l O WD o o Z s @y Wolgay @)
In particular,
2
sya(a,B) ‘ syp(a,pB)
‘ Wy (f) L2(R2,Ay s®00 3) ‘ W (f)‘ L2(R2,Aq 300 0.5)

2
7/3
= 23 HfHL (R,Aq ) HQHL 2(R,Aq 5)"
Proof. Let r > 0 and B, = {(z,¢) € R? : |(z,¢)| < r} be the ball with centre at origin and

radius 7 in R?. Using Plancherel’s formula (3.7) and Theorem 4.15, we obtain
2

2 2 _ (a,8)
191w a0 1922000 = V52D o o

=[x w05 + s )|

L2 (R27Aa,[3®0'a,[3)

L2 (R27Aa,[3®aa,,8)

@ OPWEd (5|

c(s,a,,@)z[ 045@00475( )] L2(R2,A, s®04,3)

£ @ P ()|

We get the inequality (4.7) by minimizing the right-hand side of the above inequality over r > 0.
Now, proceeding similarly as in the proof of Theorem 4.14, we obtain

ewed(f)|

L?(R?,Aq,5804,8)

L2(R2 A, BT, 5)

2
2 xswga’ﬁ)(f)‘ + 2

L?(R?,Aq,5®04q,8)

> g HfH%Q(RAa’B) \\9”%2(1&,%,5)7

and this completes the proof. O

4.6. Heisenberg-type uncertainty inequality via the k-entropy. In this subsection, we
study the localization of the k-entropy of the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform over the
space R?. Before going to prove the main result, we first need the following definition.

Definition 4.17.
(1) A probability density function p on R? is a non-negative measurable function on R?

satisfying
//R2 p(,8) d(Aap ® 0ap)(2,§) = 1.

(2) Let p be a probability density function on R?. Then the k-entropy of p is defined by

~ [ w0t ) pl.6) (a5 © 30)0.).

whenever the integral on the right-hand side is well defined.
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In the following, we prove the main result of this subsection.
Theorem 4.18. Let g € L*(R, Ay 5) be a non-zero window function and f € L*(R, Ay ) such
that f # 0. Then, we have
Ek(‘Wg(;a’ﬁ)(f)P) > —2In <HfHL2(R,Aa,B) HgHLQ(R,Aaﬁ)> HfH%P(RAa”B) HQH%%R,AM)- (4.8)

Proof. First, we assume that [|f|2r 4, 5) = [l922®, 4, 5 = 1. For any (z,§) € R?, using the
relation (3.11), we get

WD ()@ O < 2@ aup) 912 @00 = 1

Consequently, ln(\Wg(,a’ﬁ )( ) < 0 and therefore Ek(‘Wéa7ﬁ )( f)) = 0. The desired inequality
(4.8) holds trivially if the entropy Ek(|W£$a’ﬁ )( f )|) is infinite. Now, suppose that the entropy
Ek(|W£$a’ﬁ)(f)|) is finite. Let f and g be two non-zero functions in L*(R, A, ). We define
p=— I mdy=—9
£l 22 A, ) 1911 22 (&, A, 5)

Then ¢, 1 € L*(R, A, 5) with [0l z2® A, 5) = ¥l 2(R 4, 5) = 1 and consequently

B (Wi (#)]) > 0. (4.9)
: (a.B) 1y _ 1 ()
Since Ww (¢) = ”fHLQ(RAQ,B)”g”LQ(R,Aa’B)Wg (f), we have

B @) = | /R (WP (@)@, OP) W (@)@ O d(Aas © 00)(.6)
1

_ Ex (WD (£)2)
1R enn 192y

+2In (|| fll 2@ g 192 A0 )
Finally, from (4.9), we obtain

Ek(‘Wg(;a’ﬁ)(f)‘z) > —2In <Hf”L2(R,Aa,5) H9”L2(R,Aa,5)) Hf”%Q(]R,Aaﬂ) HQH%%R,AM)-
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

4.7. Application in signal processing. Here, we present an application of these uncertainty
principles in compressive sensing. Mainly, we show that uncertainty principles can be used for the
separation of signals. The signal separation problem is an extremely ill-defined signal processing
problem, which is also important in many engineering problems. It consists in splitting a signal
f into a sum of components f; of different nature: f = f; + fo +--- 4+ f,,. Since this notion
of different nature often makes sense in applied domains, it is generally extremely difficult
to formalize mathematically. Sparsity offers a convenient framework for approaching such a
notion. More precisely, signals of different natures can be sparsely represented in different
waveform systems. Given a union of several frames U, Y@ ... Y™ in a Hilbert space
H, the separation problem can be given various formulations, among which the analysis and
synthesis formulations (see [41]).

Let U%) denotes the analysis operator of frame k. In the case of n frames, applying these
uncertainty principles and using the similar method as in [41], it can be proven that if one frame
gives a splitting f = f1 + fo +--- + f,, obtained via any algorithm, if HU(I)ﬁH + HU(2)f2H +
R HU(") an is small enough, then this splitting is necessarily optimal. More precisely, we
have the following result. Let UM, 4@ ... U™ denote n frames in H. For any f € H, let
f=fi+fo+---+ fn denote a splitting such that

HU(l)f1H + ’U(2)f2H N HU(n)an L
i
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where i, is the generalized coherence function (see [41]). Then, using these uncertainty prin-
ciples for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform, we obtain that this splitting minimizes
HU @ £, H + HU @ £, H 4+t HU (n) an Similarly, using these uncertainty principles one can study
sparsity-based algorithms for window optimization in time-frequency analysis. Many other appli-
cations can be given using uncertainty principles for the windowed Opdam—Cherednik transform.
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