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WEIGHTED NORM INEQUALITIES FOR THE OPDAM-CHEREDNIK
TRANSFORM

SHYAM SWARUP MONDAL AND ANIRUDHA PORIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study several weighted norm inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik
transform. We establish different versions of the Heisenberg—Pauli-Weyl inequality for this
transform. In particular, we give an extension of this inequality using weights with different
exponents and present a variation of the inequality that incorporates LP-norms for the Opdam—
Cherednik transform. Also, we prove a version of the Hardy—Littlewood inequality for this
transform. Finally, we give other variations of the Heisenberg-Pauli-Weyl inequality such as
the Nash-type and Clarkson-type inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform.

1. INTRODUCTION

Uncertainty principles have long been a mainstay of mathematical physics and classical Fourier
analysis and have been studied from different points of view by several authors [8,12]. The
classical uncertainty principle is an essential restriction in harmonic analysis and it states that
a non-zero function and its Fourier transform cannot be simultaneously sharply localized, i.e.,
it is impossible for a non-zero function and its Fourier transform to be simultaneously small.
Depending on various ways of measuring the localization of a function, one can obtain different
interpretations of the uncertainty principle in different contexts. Some classical uncertainty
principles for the Fourier transform are Hardy [11], Cowling and Price [5], Morgan [20], and
Beurling [14] theorems. 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
[3,7,10,28]. A well-known example of uncertainty inequality is the Heisenberg—Pauli-Weyl
(HPW) inequality. The remarkable Heisenberg uncertainty principle [13] was generalized by
Weyl in [35] and attributed the result to Pauli. The HPW inequality states that for every
f € L*(R"), we have

(/Rnx?\fu)\? dx) (/R A FV)? d)\> > (/n\f(x)\Q dx>2, je{l,....n}

Another variation of the HPW inequality states that for every f € L?(R") and a > 0, there
exists a positive constant C, such that

-1 F 2 -1 Fll2 = Call£13.

A strong additive version of this inequality for the classical Fourier transform on R" was proved
by Cowling and Price in [5] and it states that for all p,q € [1, o0] and for all tempered functions
f for which f is a function, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

-1 Fllp + U - 1°Fllg > IS, ab>0

ifandonlyifa>%—%andb>%—%.
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Considerable attention has been devoted to discovering generalizations to new contexts for
the HPW inequality and its weighted variations for various generalized transforms by several
researchers. For instance, these uncertainty inequalities were obtained in [27] for the classical
Fourier transform, in [23] for the Fourier transform associated with the Riemann-Liouville op-
erator, in [21] for the Fourier transform associated with the spherical mean operator, in [16]
for the Heckman-Opdam transform, in [30, 32] for the Dunkl transform, and in [29] for the
generalized Hankel transform. Further, Wiener in [36] established the HPW inequality using
the Hermite polynomials for the classical Fourier transform. Building on the ideas of Ciatti—
Ricci-Sundari [4], Soltani in [33] proved a more general form of the HPW inequality for the
Dunkl transform using weights with different exponents. Moreover, Johansen in [15] proved
several weighted inequalities and uncertainty principles for the (k, a)-generalized Fourier trans-
form. In this paper, we study the HPW inequality and its several weighted variations for the
Opdam-—Cherednik transform.

Recently, various uncertainty principles were investigated for the Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. Daher et al. in [6] studied some qualitative uncertainty principles for the Cherednik
transform as a generalization of the Euclidean uncertainty principles for the Fourier transform.
Mejjaoli in [18] obtained some qualitative uncertainty principles for the Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. These results were further extended to modulation spaces by the second author in [26].
Moreover, the Benedicks-type uncertainty principle for the Opdam—Cherednik transform was
investigated by Achak and Daher in [1]. In this paper, we establish several weighted norm
inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. We prove different versions of the HPW in-
equality for this transform. In particular, we give an extension of this inequality using weights
with different exponents and present a variation of the inequality that incorporates LP-norms for
the Opdam—Cherednik transform. Also, we study a version of the Hardy—Littlewood inequality
for this transform. Finally, we give other variations of the HPW inequality such as the Nash-type
and Clarkson-type inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. Mainly, we establish the
following uncertainty inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. First, we prove that for
every f € L*(R, Aq ), there exists a constant C'(c, ) > 0 such that

I 1f 2, a0 0) 1 1 Hasf 200 5) = C(%ﬁ)”f”%?(R,AQ,B)-

Then, we give another variation of the HPW inequality using weights with different exponents
as follows: for every f € L*(R, A, ) and a,b > 1, there exists a constant C(c, ) > 0 such that

a b a _ab_
-1 fIILﬁbRAM Il "Has “’R%B) > Cla, B) o | fllL2(r,Aq 5)-

Moreover, using the heat kernel decay estimates, we obtain a version of the HPW inequality
which incorporates LP-norms and it states as follows: let p € (1,2],b > 0,0 < a < %, where ¢

is the conjugate exponent of p. Then for every f € LP(R, A, ) and any t > 1, there exists a
constant C'(a,b) > 0 such that for all b < 2, we have

1

2—1q+1
”HOéﬁfHLq(R,oaﬁ) < C(a,b) ty

and for all b > 2, we have

b
S (R T [

1
3 b(a+1)

blat1) 1_ aafb 35t 2pt{ \ Tatd
oo s < Clas )55 oo 131 (471550

b a
b b _a
X1 Fl Eo g a, o) 1T PHas I Ea(R o o)

2 |||'|af||[pR4a,3 2 .
— — (&) a+b (R, .B) a+b —
VVhere tO to(a7 b) (b) (N ||||b’H 7 f” . | : ) 7]\[ S N and tl - tO(a, 1) Fllrther, we give

some other variations of the HPW inequality that involves a mixed of L' and L? norms estimate.
In particular, we prove the Nash-type and Clarkson-type inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik
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transform. The Nash-type inequality states as follows: for every f € LY(R, A, ) N L*(R, Ay )
and s > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

2(2043)

2
e F P, ) < CIAIERT - *HasfIEG L -

Finally, we prove the Clarkson-type inequality as follows: for every f € L!(R, Aaﬁ)ﬂLQ(R, A )
and s > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 and N € N such that

2
2 15
gy < Cow o (W No@ans )L ot e

Ll(R,Aa,,B) — PypP HfHLQ(]RA B) L2(]R,Aa5 Il RAaB

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries related to
the Opdam—Cherednik transform. Also, we recall some basic definitions and properties of the
weak type LP-space for o-finite measure spaces. In Section 3, we prove several weighted norm
inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. First, we establish a version of the Hardy—
Littlewood inequality for this transform. Then, we prove a version of the HPW inequality for the
Opdam—Cherednik transform and give an extension of this inequality using weights with different
exponents. Also, we present another variation of the HPW inequality for this transform, which
incorporates LP-norms. Finally, we study other variations of the HPW inequality. In particular,
we give the Nash-type and Clarkson-type inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Harmonic analysis and the Opdam—Cherednik transform. In this subsection, we
collect the necessary definitions and results from the harmonic analysis related to the Opdam—
Cherednik transform. The main references for this subsection are [2,17,24,25,31]. However, we
will use the same notation as in [26].

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

Fo) = I)

where «, 8 are two parameters satisfying o > [ > —% and a > —%, and p = a+p8+1. Let A € C.

Topf(x) = %f(x) + [(204 + 1) cothz + (28 4 1) tanh x]

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

1 d p+iA

G5 (@) = ¢37(0) = s ped @) = @) + gy sinh 22 T (@)

)

where ¢f B(2) =Py (pJ;)‘ L=y 4+ 1; — sinh? > is the classical Jacobi function.
For every A € C and x € R, the eigenfunction Gi"ﬁ satisfy
’Gi’ﬁ(.’ﬂ)‘ < C e PleleMmVllz]
where C' is a positive constant. Since p > 0, we have
G ()] < € eltmllel, (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.

Definition 2.1. Let a > > —% with o > —%. The Opdam-—Cherednik transform Ha g(f) of a
function f € C.(R) is defined by

A) = /Rf(x) Gi"ﬁ(—x) A p(x)dr  for all X € C,
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where
Ag o) = (sinh 2]} (cosh ]2+, 2)

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
p d\
d =\1l-=x)cF—5
Ta,8(N) < Z‘)\) 87|Ca,s(N)[?
and
pP—IA )
Cap(N) = e e nem

+i) —B41+4iA
re) (=)
We have the following estimates for C, s (see [18]). There exists N > 0 such that for all
A € R with |A]| > N and for constants kq, ke > 0, we have
kAP < [Ca g NI < ko AP (3)

The Plancherel formula is given by

/If(w)IQAaﬁ(w)dl‘Z/Ha,ﬁ(f)(A)Ha,ﬁ(f)(—A) doa,5(A), (4)
R R

where f(z) := f(—z).

Let LP(R, Ay g) (resp. LP(R,043)), p € [1,00], denote the LP-spaces corresponding to the
measure A, g(z)dz (resp. dlogg|(z)). Let p € [1,2) and p’ is the conjugate exponent of p. Then
there exists a constant C), > 0 such that

Hepfl o .00 ) < Collfllr@ a0 (5)
for all f € LP(R, A, ) (see [16]). In particular, if f € L'(R, A, 5), then
ool o, 2y < 17101 @ A0 0 (6)
Let t > 0. The heat kernel E}" % associated with the Jacobi-Cherednik operator is defined by

EYP () = HoL(e ™) (@) forall z € R. (7)

For all £ > 0, Eta’ﬁ is an C*°-function on R. Moreover, for all t > 0 and all A € R, we have
2
Ha s (B 7)) = e (8)

Let r > 1 and B, = {z € R: |z| < r}. In the following proposition, we obtain estimates for
the measure of B, with respect to A, 3 and o, g.

Proposition 2.2.

(1) Aap (By) < 2re® ", where p > 0.
(2) 04,5 (Br) < C 1?23, where C is a positive constant.

Proof. (1) Since A, g(z) = (sinh |z])2*F1 (cosh [z])28+1 < e2letBlel — 20l where p = o +
8+ 1, we have

Aap (Br) = App(x) do < / 21t dy < 2re?er,

lz|<r |z <r
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(2) Using the estimates in (3), we have

70 (B) = [ dloasl)
Al<r
1 T 2
\M2+ﬂAm“dA+5€/\M+§§VM2w
4—2\/ —{——\/1—{—,0 / A2+ )

) T‘2a+3 — C’I“2a+3,

<E 1+p2 (14
47 2043

where C' = \/1—{—,0 (1—|—2a+3) O
Let v(\) = Ha,g(Ef’ﬁ)()\) — ¢ ! for all £ > 0. Then, we obtain the following estimate for ~;.

1
Proposition 2.3. Let ¢ > 1. Then H%HLQ(R,oa,g) < <C’+D tf(o”r%))q, where C' and D are
positive constants.
Proof. We have

- 2
il = [ € sl

kz 1 _ 2 kz o0 _ 2 p
< qtA 2 2 \2a+1 / qtA 20+2
<o [ CTIVR R N A 2 et [ 5

4mr

k k o
<= Hw%~%ﬂ+ﬂ/fﬂWVHwA
4 4 1
o9}
< @ 1+,02 <1_|_/ efqt)\2 \2ot2 d)\>
41 0

'«
— @ 1 + P2 1 + (7_{_3)15_(044‘%)
47 2q aty

=C+ Dt (D)
I(a+
where C' = \/1+p and D = \/1+p2 2(0;+ Lletd), O

1
Proposition 2.4. Let ¢ > 2 and 0 < a < 5. Then ||| - [7"xB, | La(r, a,, 5 S Craea, where O
1S a positive constant. ’

Proof. Using the relation (1) of Proposition 2.2, we get

q _ —a
Li(R,Aarg) — /leq [~ Aq p(2) d

1 T
= 2/ x~ Y Ay p(x) do + 2/ x Y Ay p(x) da
0 1

-1~ *xB.

1 r
<2 A,5(1) / x~ " dr + 2/ A p(z) dx
0 1

_24a5(1)
— 42 Ay p(x) d
1 —aq * / 8(@) dz
2 A, 5(1 2 Ay 5(1
Saiﬁ()Jrg e2r < 0477/3()+2 er
1 —aq 1—aq

1
1 2 S
Therefore, [|[ - [~*XB, | Lar,a, 4 < C T7€ "0, where C' = <%ﬁqﬂ) - 2) ‘. O
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2.2. Weak type LP-spaces. In this subsection, we recall some basic definitions and properties
of the weak type LP-space on o-finite measure spaces. The main references for this subsection
are [9,15,34].

Let (X, i) be a o-finite measure space, 1 < p,q < oo and let f be a measurable function on
X. We define the norm

1/q
q Ootq/p—l * t th f
HfHLM(X,ﬂ) = { <p fO fl(/) > 1' q < oo,
supyso t(Ap(t))*/P if ¢ = oo,

where Ay is the distribution function of f and f* denotes the non-increasing rearrangement of
f,ie.,
Ap(s) =p({r e X :[f(x)] >s}) and f*(t) =inf{s: As(s) < t}.

The Lorentz space LP9(X, ) consists of measurable functions f on X for which || f||zr.a(x ) <
0o. When p = ¢, then LPP(X, p) = LP (X, p).

Let (X, p) and (Y, v) be o-finite measure spaces, 1 < p,q < oo, and let T be a linear operator
from LP(X, pu) to LY(Y,v). Then T is said to be a weak type (p,q) or (p,q)-weak operator, if
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

Ay i) > o < (e ) )

for all t > 0 and all f € LP(X,p), i.e., T maps LP(X, u) boundedly into L%*°(Y,v). Moreover,
we say that 7' is of strong type (p, q) if it is bounded from LP(X, u) to L4(Y,v).
The inclusion relation between Lorentz spaces is given in the following proposition.
Proposition 2.5. [9/
(1) Let 1 <p<ooand 1 < qg<r <oo. Then LPYX, pu) C LP"(X,u) and consequently,
there exists a constant Cp 4, > 0 such that
[ fllzor (x0) < Cpagrll fllrax,pm)-
(2) For any 1 <p < oo and any f € LP(X, ), we have || f|lzr.oo(x,0) < 1 lLeix,p)-
The following result on the pointwise product of two functions in Lorentz spaces is due to
O’Neil [22)].
Theorem 2.6. Let ¢ € (2,00) and set r = 5. If g € L9(X,p) and h € L">(X, p), then
gh € LYY(X, 1) with
gl ot oy < N9l 17l Lroe (x )

The interpolation result between Lorentz spaces is given in the following theorem and can be
found in [34].

Theorem 2.7. Suppose T' is a subadditive operator of (restricted) weak types (r;,p;),j = 0,1,
with ro < r1 and po # p1, then there evists a constant B = By such that ||Tf| rr.a(x,u) <
B\ fllzra(x,u for all f belonging to the domain of T' and to L™(X, u), where 1 < g < oo,
1 1-60 6 1 1-60 6
+ —

- —, +— and 0<0<]1.
p Po p1 r T0 1

3. WEIGHTED NORM INEQUALITIES FOR THE OPDAM—CHEREDNIK TRANSFORM

In this section, we prove several weighted norm inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik trans-
form. First, we establish a version of the Hardy—Littlewood inequality for the Opdam—Cherednik
transform. To obtain the result, we specialize the definition of Orlicz-type space, given in [15],
to the case of the measure A, 3.
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Definition 3.1. Let A, be a positive measure on R given in (2). A Young function is a
measurable function ¢ : R — R with A, 5 ({x € R:|¢(x)| < t}) < Ct for all t > 0 and for some

constant C' > 0. Given such a function ¢, let L((f) (R, Aq8),2 < p < 00, denote the Orlicz-type
space of measurable functions f on R for which

1/p
1l an = ([ 10672 Asloris) <o

ie., fe LY (R, Aqp) if and only if FO' 7P € LP (R, Aq p).

Theorem 3.2. Let ¢ > 2 and f € L((bq) (R, Ay ), where ¢ is a Young function relative to A, a.
There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

q a1 1|9
/R|7.[aﬁf()\)| d|oa.s|(N) ngIIfIIL;q)(R,AM)-

Proof. Assume that f is a simple function on R. Let T'f(\) = Hq 5f(A), A € R. Then, using the
relation (6), we get

1T fllooo®oa.s) = 1Tl ®oas) < 1w A = 1fllLri® A, -
Also, using the Plancherel formula (4) and Proposition 2.5, we get

ITfll200R0u.5) S NTfllzze®ons) = 1T fllLe®ons) = 1fllL2@aa 5 < 1fllL20® A, 5)-

Therefore, from Theorem 2.7, we obtain ||Tf||ze.0®,0, ) < Ifll 1a0(r Now, we consider a

oz,,B).
function g(z) = f(x)qﬁ(a:)l*% Then by hypothesis, g € L? (R, A, 3). Since ¢ is a Young function,
we have

Aap ({x ER: |o(x))i ! > t}) = Aug ({x ER:|p(x) "7 < %}) <Ot e,

2
and consequently (ﬁ_l € L"*°(R, A, ), where r = qTq2. Now, using O’Neil’s theorem 2.6, we

obtain

2
q

1
q s _
( /R ma,/a(f)(x)wdaaﬁ(x)) <Al an, ) < lollzo@an o677

LT’OO(RyAa,,B)

<¢, </R @) o)l Aaﬂ(x)dx> "= Gl s,y

Thus, the desired conclusion holds for simple functions. Now, using a standard density argument
we extend the result for general functions in Lgn (R,Aq ). This completes the proof of the
theorem. 0

Next, we obtain a version of the HPW inequality for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. To
prove the result, we use the fact that the differential-difference operator A, g — |z|? is an essen-
tially self-adjoint operator on L?(R, A, 5). The operator A, s — |z|> has a discrete spectrum.
Also, for every A € R and every f € L?(R, Aq 3), we have

Hop(Dasf)(N) = =M Hapsf(N). (10)

For a more detailed study on the operator A, g, we refer to [19,31]. We begin with the following
additive inequality.

Lemma 3.3. Let f € L*(R, A, ), then
1112 n, o+ - o 22z, 5y = Amin((l? = Bas) 1 F122gn, o

where Amin(|2|? — Aqg) is the minimum eigenvalue of the operator |z|*> — Ay 5.
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Proof. Using the Plancherel formula (4) and the relation (10), we get

I Hap f 2o, ) = (- 1 Hapf Hapf) 12 @00 5)
= _</Hoz7ﬁ(Aoz,Bf)a /Ha,ﬁf>L2(R,oaﬁ)
= —<Aa,ﬁfa f>L2(R,Aaﬁ)-

Therefore
Il |f||%2(R,Aaﬁ) +If - I%a,ﬁfﬂiz(ﬂg,oaﬁ) =((l- > = Aap) /s /2@, A0 )

Since the self-adjoint operator |z|> — A, 5 has only discrete spectra, we obtain

1 1712, )+ 11 Hap 220y > M2 = D g) 12280, )

where Amin(|2]? — Ay ) is the minimum eigenvalue of the operator |z|> — A, 5. This completes
the proof. O

Theorem 3.4. Let f € L*(R, An 5). Then there exists a constant C(a, ) > 0 such that

1 172 ans) 1 s 2o ) = Clas B B ea, -

Proof. For ¢ > 1, we define f.(z) := f(cz). Now, replacing f. for f in Lemma 3.3, we get

1 el + 1 Hapfelaon g > M2 = Ao feldoma, - (1)

Using the Plancherel formula (4) and the relation (3), we obtain

1B, o = Has (- LB, 2
— /R Ha s (M (N) 2 dloa 5N

1 |A| 2 cp
—E/R‘%a,ﬁ (7]0()\))‘ ‘1—5
1

<P SOFONE 2+ 2 AP g
= Qrc2atd [ [Tk 2 T2

ke 2 P2 |\ 2042
grczart [ [Has(AFODIT /14 AR dA

ko 2 p dA
<= 1- = —
< et [ Has(NFODE 1= % TRV
ko

ko
s VW orn, ) = ol s,

d\
87| Cap(2)[2
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Moreover, using the relation (3), we get

I o Fell g, = [ NP M PNl V)
=5 [ AP st O 1=
< s [ NP Hasf OV
= Src2atd [y @,

< otr [ I ass O L4+ 2 APt g
= Src2otd [y ,f 22

dA
87|Ca,5(2) I
1

N
+ 32 IA[2oF2 ax

< el Moo Bage oy
Therefore
1ol + I Pl ol 2, o
< gl Bn oy + el s Bage, ) (12)

Further, using the Plancherel formula (4) and the relation (3), we get
ch”%?(R,Aaﬁ) = H/Ha,ﬁfCH%Q(R,gaﬁ)
-/ maﬁf(cwdwa,mu)

d\
e HC\{ B —
oy et OOF 1= 3 TNRESIE

k1 2 AP | 2042
> — 1+ — T4 d
S /R Hasf O 1+ 55 NP2

. L/ o s FOVP 41+ 22722
= Src2otd o B 22

k1 2 p d\
= k:202a+3/R|7'[ ,5f( )| i 87T|Ca75()\)|2
k1 ey
= W||Ha’ﬁf‘|%2(R’oa,B) = WH‘}CH%Q(R7AO¢,B)' (13)
Therefore, from (11), (12) and (13), we obtain
e 1||| . |f||%2(R,Aa,5) +cl|| - |H0‘vﬁf”%2(ﬂ§,aaﬁ)] > k:2 mm(|x|2 aﬂ)”f”%%R,Aaﬁ)- (14)
”Hf”ﬂ(R,Aaﬂ)

Since for any f # 0

) T > 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers, there
a8 2R 0 g)

172z, a0 )
T Pas T2 0 )

1171122 @,4 )

exists a natural number N such that N )
a8 fllL2 0, 5

> 1. Choosing ¢ = N

from (14), we get
I 1l 22, an ) Il o flr2on ) 2= Cles T2, ,

where C'(a, 8) = %)\min(mz —Aunp)- -
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In the following, we obtain an extension of the HPW inequality for the Opdam—Cherednik
transform using weights with different exponents.

Proposition 3.5. Let f € L*(R, An.g) and a,b > 1. Then there exists a constant C(a, ) > 0
such that

a b a _ab
Il \fHLJ”RAM Il !“rlaﬁfllﬁ”mw)ZC(a,ﬂ)a“’Hme(R,Aa,B)-

Proof. Let a > 1 and a’ such that % + ; = 1. Then, we have

I st o1, = (1215 Aplo) ) (e “%“)“>%

=l PIA 1 e e, ¥k I, (R, Aup)’

Further, using Holder’s inequality, we get

1 1£ e,y < (/(myv<ﬂ) @ﬂmﬁi(é(vmﬂifﬁaﬁmwm);
:</|33|2a|f )|* Ag,p(x da;) </|f |Aa5()dx> ’

-

and consequently

-1l z2® A0 0)
1 g, gy > oma o) (15)
1N 22 a0 0
Also, by applying the same argument on H, gf, we obtain
1 Il [Ha 5f||L2(R D)
- PHas e, 2 = 2 (16)
H%a ﬁf||L2(R )
From (15), (16) and Theorem 3.4, we get
a Lb b P [ a 1 b 1 aLfb
115y 1 PHas P = I 1 Pl 11 PP e e,
~ _ab_
o | A 2@ a0 ) - o fll 2@ on,s)
- 1-1 1—1
TN T P
2-2+414
> O, B) 5| o 275
= C(aaﬁ)m“f“L%RAa’By
where the constant C'(« as in Theorem 3.4. This completes the proof. ]
) p p

Next, we give another variation on the HPW inequality for the Opdam—Cherednik transform,
which incorporates LP-norms. To prove the result, we use the heat kernel decay estimates.

Recall that vy (\) = 7{@75(Eta’6)()\) = ¢ for all t > 0, where Ef’ﬁ is the heat kernel given in
(7). In the following lemma, we obtain the decay estimate for the Opdam—Cherednik transform.

Lemma 3.6. Let p € (1,2] and 0 < a < %, where q is the conjugate exponent of p. Then for
every f € LP(R, A, g) and any t > 1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

2pt2 2

>=+1
H'YtHa,BfHLq R.o <Ctxa"e a 17 3 H‘ ’ fHLP R,A,
(R, 04,6) ( ﬂ)
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ||| - [*f||r(r 40,8y < o0. Let 7 > 1 and
B, ={x € R: |z| <r}. Then using the relation (5), we get

| Has(fxBe)

‘LQ(R,UQWB) = H%HL”(R,%,B) HHoc,B(fXBg) ’Lq(R,aaﬁ)

<G HfXB$ LP(R,Aa,f)
S Cpr™ M- 1*Fll Lo, ) - (17)

Also, using Holder’s inequality and the relation (6), we obtain

H’Yt%a,ﬁ(fXBr)”Lq(R’UQ’B) S HPYtHLq(R,Ua’/B) H,Ha76(fXBT)HLDO(R7Ua’B)
< vellza®,o0.5) HfXBrHLl(R,Aa,ﬁ)

< H%HLQ(R,%,B) H‘ 7B, LI(R,Aq ) - ’afHLP(R,Aa’B)-
Using estimates of |[v¢|lLar o, 5) and ||| - |7*XB, | La(r, 4, ,) from Propositions 2.3 and 2.4, respec-
tively, we get
1 1
iHas(FxB oy, ) < CL+EOF 2)a (re?) o | " Fllpoe,a, ) - (18)

Thus, from (17) and (18), we obtain

H'Yt% 75fHLq(]Raa5 = H'YtHaB JCXBc ‘Lq(R%B + H'YtH ,B(fXBr)HLq R,00.3)

)
1
< [Cp + Cr“(l + t_(a+§)) ! ( e2pr) q} | ‘af”Lp(R,Aaﬁ) .

Choosing r = t%, we get

a @ 1 1 1 1 _a a
Mol = |Co+ CEE (14 D) ey 21 P,
1

149 2pt2 _a
CI,JFCWJr e «d ] 2 |- ’afHLP(R,Aa,a)

=

2pt2

L1
<cta e || fllpmoa,)
O

Theorem 3.7. Let a,b > 0. Then under the same assumptions as in Lemma 3.6, there exists
a constant C(a,b) > 0 such that for all b < 2, we have

+1 2pt

1Ha s f Nl page,o, ) < Clasb) 5

and for all b > 2, we have

b
-1 fHEZ”RAaB Il !"flaﬁszZ”Raaﬁ)

1 b(a+1)

H < Cla, 1) [ — )51 wit (et ) e
o, L1(R,04.5) — :

b a
_b_ b _a
N R A (R TR A

2

25 -1 71l a =
where to = to(a,b) = (§) =+ (NII\-\bHa,ﬁ;Il)l(LRézqua,ai)B))a+b’N € N and t; = to(a, 1).

Proof. For a fixed p € (1,2], we assume that f € LP(R, Aag) satisfy ||| - |*f|[Lor, a0,8) + Il -
\bHQﬁfHLq(R%ﬂ) < 00. For all t > 1, by Lemma 3.6, we have
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H/Hoz,BfHLq(R,oaﬁ) < ||7t%a,ﬁf||Lq(R7gaﬁ) + ||(1 - ’Vt),HOé,BfHLq(R,omB)

1
2pt2

=+1
<ottt Tt | g, ) + 10 =W Has g, - (19)

Moreover,

”(1 - fyt)HayﬁfHL‘Z(]R7o'a ) %H (t’ ) 2 1 - %)‘ ) ’bHa,ﬁfHLq (R,00.5)

cr'

cr'

b b
<t 2“( ) (=) HLOO(RJQB I - |b7'[ ,BfHLq(Roa 5)
g
<Ot || "HapfllLo(mon s, (20)
whenever b < 2. Thus, from (19) an ( 0), we have
149 2Pt2
1Hopflla@o, ) < C 2 e o 51 1°F lpogoa, ) + Cn 2] ["Has f lzo,00, )

1
L 221 _a b
<G B[R P l@ans + Bl PHasflian] - D

Since for any f # 0, b||ﬁ‘||l,|;_|[af£;ﬂg&af)ﬂ) > 0, there exists a natural number N such that

al|l]-|*
N N1 flle v, Aa. )

WM s Tra o ) > 1. We consider the function g defined on [1,00) by

_a b b
9@&) =t [*fllzr@aa 5 + 2l PHap Sl Lo@on )

Then the minimum of the function ¢ is attained at the point

¢ <a>aib (N I -1 Fller 40,8 >aib (22)
0o—\7T
b I PHa,pf Lo (R0 5)

and

a b
b ath G’N ath a b a
olto) = [(—N) +(5) ]ur A1 a ) I PHas PR
Thus, from (21), we get

1 2p

”,Ha,ﬁfHLq(R,gaﬁ) S C(a7 b) tg_q

a b a
IH | fHLZbRAaB I "rlaﬁfHLIbRoaﬁ) (23)

where C(a,b) = Cy [(G—N) ats + (%)“ib}
Now, we consider the case for b > 2. Since u < 1 + u? for all u > 0, in particular for u of the
form u = IM for all € > 0, the inequality becomes % <1+ (‘)‘I) Then, we have
I Mo flLa@eon 5 < ellMasfILa@on s+ I "HapflLa@on s)- (24)
Let
9(6) = elHas fllLa@ons) +€ N PHasf | Lo@on s)- (25)

Then, the minimum of the function ¢ is attain at the point

1
co= (b— 1)} Il PHapflLa@ons \ "
0= (b—

[Ha,8flLa®R,00.0)

Optimizing in g¢, from (24) and (25), we get

1_ 1-1 1
Il s flaon ) < 00— 15 Hapf e ) Il P Hasflbugs, - (26)
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Again, from the relation (23) with b = 1, we get

1

L+1 a a
1Ho sl page, ) < Clas1) 157 e a o N Hasfli, e (2D)

where t; = t9(a, 1). Therefore, using the relation (27), from (26), we obtain

1
2
a 11 2pt]

1 a 2q
1Mo o, py < Clas1) b = DF] T 43 e

a(b—1)
a a b a
1A s T - P I

Thus

1
a+b a 1 2pt 2

. 1_g)a
Moo S s ) < Clas) [bo = DF1 T a3 e

1
b
XA 1*Fl g a, I Haﬁfllz(q“&li,
( s a,B a,B)

and consequently

b(a+1)

— b Ly 20tf Y\ atd
Hapfllpam,o, ) < Cla 1) [b(b—l)%il] h <7512q e q1>

b a
a b a
Y TR A (R Y 1
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Next, we study other variations of the HPW inequality. In particular, we give the Nash-type
and Clarkson-type inequalities for the Opdam—Cherednik transform. These inequalities involve
a mixed L' and L? norms estimate.

Theorem 3.8 (Nash-type inequality). Let s > 0. Then for every f € LY(R, Ay 5) NL*(R, Ay ),
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

2(2a+3)
o 17250, ,) < Cllfllz‘ﬁi*js I PHa sl SR 4 -

Proof. Let f € L*(R,Anp), r > 1 and B, = {x € R: |z| < r}. Then, using the Plancherel
formula (4), we have

(28)

2
1 Bamn sy = Ho s o, ) = o X8 o ) + [ Hos () aam, -

Now, from the relation (2) of Proposition 2.2, we get
2 2
o (X3 g / Mo FO d0as(N) < C1 [ Hap g, 72+
and

| Ha,s(fxBe)

2
‘LQ R0 = ‘Ha,ﬁf()‘)‘z dlaa,ﬁ‘()‘)
( ’ a,,@‘) Be

<o [ Mo s O sl

-2 2
P20 Has
Hence, using the relation (6), from (28), we obtain
2 2 - 2
1HasF 172k 0, ) < CL 7> T N Hasf oo moon ) + 72 M P Hapf I T2m0, )
2 - 2
<O NG g+ I e f e g, ) - (29)
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e 5712 o, )

Since for any f # 0, > 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers,

2
”f”Ll(R’Aa,B)

115 Ha s 32 5.0
there exists a natural number N such that N Tk LE%p) 5 . Then, the right hand side
L1(R,A4 )

2
. L. 2043425 H|-|5Ha’ﬁf||LQ(R,0a 3)
of (29) is minimized for r = > £~ Therefore
”f”Ll R.A
R, Aq 8)

2(2a+3)
Mo e ) < C IR - Han I
WhereC:(ClN%—l)N’mfﬁ_ .

Theorem 3.9 (Clarkson-type inequality). Let s > 0 and N € N. Then for every f €
LY R, An ) NLA(R, Ay ), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

2 s
||fH - Cex N|“ . ’ SfHLl(RvAa,[g) 1+4 ||f‘|% H| |23fH1+4s
PR A = I P T T man ) P2, A ) LI Aws)

Proof. Let f € LY(R,Anp) N L*(R, Aqg), r > 1 and B, = {x € R: |z| < r}. Using Holder’s
inequality and the relation (1) of Proposition 2.2, we get

\WMMW=LVWMM@MﬁLUMWM@M

T

1 —2s s
< A0 (Bt W liagua +7% [ 10f1F(@)|Anp(a) do

11 -
< 2zrzel ||f||L2(RAa5)+T 2SH|'|28f||L1 (R,Aq 5)

11 _
< e @252 | flla@a, g + M P L@ A g)- (30)

11425
Since for any f # 0, L ®Aap) 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers, there

”f”LQ(R’Aa,,B)

I1-2<7]
exists a natural number N such that N CAad) o Then, the right hand side of (30)

”f”LQ(R’Aa,,B)
HI'IQSfHLl(R,Aa’B)

is minimized for r%+28 =N . Therefore
”f”LQ(R’Aa,B)
- 2o e
. 1+4s
L1(R,Ay ) % 2s || T+4s
1l ) < Coxp P (N Flemn ) (s [ e
o,
1 __4s
where C' = (22N + 1)N ™ 1+4s. O
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