
ar
X

iv
:2

10
7.

04
09

0v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

FA
] 

 1
4 

O
ct

 2
02

2

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 ∈ L2(Rn), we have

(∫

Rn

x2j |f(x)|
2 dx

)(∫

Rn

λ2
j |f̂(λ)|

2 dλ

)
≥

1

4

(∫

Rn

|f(x)|2 dx

)2

, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Another variation of the HPW inequality states that for every f ∈ L2(Rn) and α > 0, there
exists a positive constant Cα such that

‖| · |αf‖2 ‖| · |
αf̂‖2 ≥ Cα‖f‖

2
2.

A strong additive version of this inequality for the classical Fourier transform on R
n was proved

by Cowling and Price in [5] and it states that for all p, q ∈ [1,∞] and for all tempered functions

f for which f̂ is a function, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖| · |af‖p + ‖| · |bf̂‖q ≥ C‖f‖22, a, b > 0

if and only if a > 1
2 − 1

p and b > 1
2 − 1

q .
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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 ∈ L2(R, Aα,β), there exists a constant C(α, β) > 0 such that

‖| · |f‖L2(R,Aα,β) ‖| · |Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β) ≥ C(α, β)‖f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
.

Then, we give another variation of the HPW inequality using weights with different exponents
as follows: for every f ∈ L2(R, Aα,β) and a, b ≥ 1, there exists a constant C(α, β) > 0 such that

‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

L2(R,σα,β)
≥ C(α, β)

ab
a+b ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β).

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 < 1

q , where q

is the conjugate exponent of p. Then for every f ∈ Lp(R, Aα,β) and any t > 1, there exists a
constant C(a, b) > 0 such that for all b ≤ 2, we have

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, b) t

1
2q

+1

0 e
2ρt

1
2
0

q ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
,

and for all b > 2, we have

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1)

b(a+1)
a+b

[
b(b− 1)

1
b
−1
] ab

a+b

(
t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q

) b(a+1)
a+b

× ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
,

where t0 = t0(a, b) =
(
a
b

) 2
a+b
(
N

‖|·|af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

‖|·|bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

) 2
a+b , N ∈ N and t1 = t0(a, 1). Further, we give

some other variations of the HPW inequality that involves a mixed of L1 and L2 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 ∈ L1(R, Aα,β) ∩ L2(R, Aα,β)
and s > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤ C ‖f‖
4s

2α+3+2s

L1(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |sHα,βf‖

2(2α+3)
2α+3+2s

L2(R,σα,β)
.

Finally, we prove the Clarkson-type inequality as follows: for every f ∈ L1(R, Aα,β)∩L
2(R, Aα,β)

and s > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 and N ∈ N such that

‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β)
≤ C exp



ρ

(
N

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥
L1(R,Aα,β)

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

) 2
1+4s



 ‖f‖

4s
1+4s

L2(R,Aα,β)

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥

1
1+4s

L1(R,Aα,β)
.

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 σ-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 Tα,β denote the Jacobi–Cherednik differential–difference operator (also called the Dunkl–
Cherednik operator)

Tα,βf(x) =
d

dx
f(x) +

[
(2α + 1) coth x+ (2β + 1) tanh x

]f(x)− f(−x)

2
− ρf(−x),

where α, β are two parameters satisfying α ≥ β ≥ −1
2 and α > −1

2 , and ρ = α+β+1. Let λ ∈ C.

The Opdam hypergeometric functions Gα,β
λ on R are eigenfunctions Tα,βG

α,β
λ (x) = iλG

α,β
λ (x) of

Tα,β that are normalized such that Gα,β
λ (0) = 1. The eigenfunction G

α,β
λ is given by

G
α,β
λ (x) = ϕ

α,β
λ (x)−

1

ρ− iλ

d

dx
ϕ
α,β
λ (x) = ϕ

α,β
λ (x) +

ρ+ iλ

4(α + 1)
sinh 2x ϕ

α+1,β+1
λ (x),

where ϕ
α,β
λ (x) = 2F1

(
ρ+iλ
2 , ρ−iλ

2 ;α+ 1;− sinh2 x
)
is the classical Jacobi function.

For every λ ∈ C and x ∈ R, the eigenfunction G
α,β
λ satisfy

|Gα,β
λ (x)| ≤ C e−ρ|x|e|Im(λ)||x|,

where C is a positive constant. Since ρ > 0, we have

|Gα,β
λ (x)| ≤ C e|Im(λ)||x|. (1)

Let us denote by Cc(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 α ≥ β ≥ −1
2 with α > −1

2 . The Opdam–Cherednik transform Hα,β(f) of a
function f ∈ Cc(R) is defined by

Hα,β(f)(λ) =

∫

R

f(x) Gα,β
λ (−x) Aα,β(x)dx for all λ ∈ C,
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where

Aα,β(x) = (sinh |x|)2α+1(cosh |x|)2β+1. (2)

The inverse Opdam–Cherednik transform for a suitable function g on R is given by

H−1
α,β(g)(x) =

∫

R

g(λ) Gα,β
λ (x) dσα,β(λ) for all x ∈ R,

where

dσα,β(λ) =
(
1−

ρ

iλ

) dλ

8π|Cα,β(λ)|2

and

Cα,β(λ) =
2ρ−iλΓ(α+ 1)Γ(iλ)

Γ
(
ρ+iλ
2

)
Γ
(
α−β+1+iλ

2

) , λ ∈ C \ iN.

We have the following estimates for Cα,β (see [18]). There exists N > 0 such that for all
λ ∈ R with |λ| ≥ N and for constants k1, k2 > 0, we have

k1|λ|
2α+2 ≤ |Cα,β(λ)|

−2 ≤ k2|λ|
2α+2. (3)

The Plancherel formula is given by
∫

R

|f(x)|2Aα,β(x)dx =

∫

R

Hα,β(f)(λ)Hα,β(f̌)(−λ) dσα,β(λ), (4)

where f̌(x) := f(−x).
Let Lp(R, Aα,β) (resp. Lp(R, σα,β)), p ∈ [1,∞], denote the Lp-spaces corresponding to the

measure Aα,β(x)dx (resp. d|σα,β |(x)). Let p ∈ [1, 2) and p′ is the conjugate exponent of p. Then
there exists a constant Cp > 0 such that

‖Hα,βf‖Lp′(R,σα,β)
≤ Cp‖f‖Lp(R,Aα,β), (5)

for all f ∈ Lp(R, Aα,β) (see [16]). In particular, if f ∈ L1(R, Aα,β), then

‖Hα,βf‖L∞(R,σα,β)
≤ ‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β). (6)

Let t > 0. The heat kernel Eα,β
t associated with the Jacobi–Cherednik operator is defined by

E
α,β
t (x) = H−1

α,β(e
−tλ2

)(x) for all x ∈ R. (7)

For all t > 0, Eα,β
t is an C∞-function on R. Moreover, for all t > 0 and all λ ∈ R, we have

Hα,β(E
α,β
t )(λ) = e−tλ2

. (8)

Let r > 1 and Br = {x ∈ R : |x| ≤ r}. In the following proposition, we obtain estimates for
the measure of Br with respect to Aα,β and σα,β .

Proposition 2.2.

(1) Aα,β (Br) ≤ 2re2ρr, where ρ > 0.
(2) σα,β (Br) ≤ C r2α+3, where C is a positive constant.

Proof. (1) Since Aα,β(x) = (sinh |x|)2α+1(cosh |x|)2β+1 ≤ e2(α+β+1)|x| = e2ρ|x|, where ρ = α +
β + 1, we have

Aα,β (Br) =

∫

|x|≤r
Aα,β(x) dx ≤

∫

|x|≤r
e2ρ|x| dx ≤ 2re2ρr.
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(2) Using the estimates in (3), we have

σα,β (Br) =

∫

|λ|≤r
d|σα,β|(λ)

≤
k2

4π

∫ 1

0

√
λ2 + ρ2 λ2α+1 dλ+

k2

4π

∫ r

1

√
1 +

ρ2

λ2
λ2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2 +

k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

∫ r

0
λ2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

(
1 +

1

2α+ 3

)
r2α+3 = Cr2α+3,

where C = k2
4π

√
1 + ρ2(1 + 1

2α+3). �

Let γt(λ) = Hα,β(E
α,β
t )(λ) = e−t|λ|2 for all t > 0. Then, we obtain the following estimate for γt.

Proposition 2.3. Let q ≥ 1. Then ‖γt‖Lq(R,σα,β) ≤
(
C +D t−(α+ 3

2
)
) 1

q
, where C and D are

positive constants.

Proof. We have

‖γt‖
q
Lq(R,σα,β)

=

∫

R

e−qt|λ|2d|σα,β|(λ)

≤
k2

4π

∫ 1

0
e−qtλ2√

λ2 + ρ2 λ2α+1 dλ+
k2

4π

∫ ∞

1
e−qtλ2

√
1 +

ρ2

λ2
λ2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2 +

k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

∫ ∞

1
e−qtλ2

λ2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

(
1 +

∫ ∞

0
e−qtλ2

λ2α+2 dλ

)

=
k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

(
1 +

Γ(α+ 3
2)

2qα+
3
2

t−(α+ 3
2
)

)

= C +D t−(α+ 3
2
),

where C = k2
4π

√
1 + ρ2 and D = k2

4π

√
1 + ρ2

Γ(α+ 3
2
)

2qα+3
2
. �

Proposition 2.4. Let q ≥ 2 and 0 < a < 1
q . Then ‖| · |−aχBr‖Lq(R,Aα,β)

≤ C r
1
q e

2ρr
q , where C

is a positive constant.

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

∥∥| · |−aχBr

∥∥q
Lq(R,Aα,β)

=

∫

|x|≤r
|x|−aq Aα,β(x) dx

= 2

∫ 1

0
x−aq Aα,β(x) dx+ 2

∫ r

1
x−aq Aα,β(x) dx

≤ 2 Aα,β(1)

∫ 1

0
x−aq dx+ 2

∫ r

1
Aα,β(x) dx

≤
2 Aα,β(1)

1− aq
+ 2

∫ r

0
Aα,β(x) dx

≤
2 Aα,β(1)

1− aq
+ 2re2ρr ≤

(
2 Aα,β(1)

1− aq
+ 2

)
re2ρr.

Therefore, ‖| · |−aχBr‖Lq(R,Aα,β)
≤ C r

1
q e

2ρr
q , where C =

(
2 Aα,β(1)

1−aq + 2
) 1

q
. �
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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 σ-finite measure spaces. The main references for this subsection
are [9, 15,34].

Let (X,µ) be a σ-finite measure space, 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ and let f be a measurable function on
X. We define the norm

‖f‖Lp,q(X,µ) =

{ (
q
p

∫∞
0 tq/p−1f∗(t)qdt

)1/q
if q < ∞,

supt>0 t(λf (t))
1/p if q = ∞,

where λf is the distribution function of f and f∗ denotes the non-increasing rearrangement of
f , i.e.,

λf (s) = µ({x ∈ X : |f(x)| > s}) and f∗(t) = inf {s : λf (s) ≤ t} .

The Lorentz space Lp,q(X,µ) consists of measurable functions f on X for which ‖f‖Lp,q(X,µ) <

∞. When p = q, then Lp,p(X,µ) = Lp(X,µ).
Let (X,µ) and (Y, ν) be σ-finite measure spaces, 1 ≤ p, q < ∞, and let T be a linear operator

from Lp(X,µ) to Lq(Y, ν). 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

ν({y ∈ Y : |Tf(y)| > t}) ≤

(
C
‖f‖Lp(X,µ)

t

)q

, (9)

for all t > 0 and all f ∈ Lp(X,µ), i.e., T maps Lp(X,µ) boundedly into Lq,∞(Y, ν). Moreover,
we say that T is of strong type (p, q) if it is bounded from Lp(X,µ) to Lq(Y, ν).

The inclusion relation between Lorentz spaces is given in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. [9]

(1) Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and 1 ≤ q < r ≤ ∞. Then Lp,q(X,µ) ⊂ Lp,r(X,µ) and consequently,
there exists a constant Cp,q,r > 0 such that

‖f‖Lp,r(X,µ) ≤ Cp,q,r‖f‖Lp,q(X,µ).

(2) For any 1 ≤ p < ∞ and any f ∈ Lp(X,µ), we have ‖f‖Lp,∞(X,µ) ≤ ‖f‖Lp(X,µ).

The following result on the pointwise product of two functions in Lorentz spaces is due to
O’Neil [22].

Theorem 2.6. Let q ∈ (2,∞) and set r = q
q−2 . If g ∈ Lq(X,µ) and h ∈ Lr,∞(X,µ), then

gh ∈ Lq′,q(X,µ) with

‖gh‖Lq′ ,q(X,µ) ≤ ‖g‖Lq(X,µ)‖h‖Lr,∞(X,µ).

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 (rj , pj) , j = 0, 1,
with r0 < r1 and p0 6= p1, then there exists a constant B = Bθ such that ‖Tf‖Lp,q(X,µ) ≤
B‖f‖Lr,q(X,µ) for all f belonging to the domain of T and to Lr,q(X,µ), where 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞,

1

p
=

1− θ

p0
+

θ

p1
,

1

r
=

1− θ

r0
+

θ

r1
and 0 < θ < 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 Aα,β .
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Definition 3.1. Let Aα,β be a positive measure on R given in (2). A Young function is a
measurable function φ : R → R with Aα,β ({x ∈ R : |φ(x)| ≤ t}) ≤ Ct for all t > 0 and for some

constant C > 0. Given such a function φ, let L
(p)
φ (R, Aα,β), 2 < p < ∞, denote the Orlicz-type

space of measurable functions f on R for which

‖f‖
L
(p)
φ (R,Aα,β)

:=

(∫

R

|f(x)|p|φ(x)|p−2 Aα,β(x)dx

)1/p

< ∞,

i.e., f ∈ L
(p)
φ (R, Aα,β) if and only if fφ

1− 2
p ∈ Lp (R, Aα,β).

Theorem 3.2. Let q > 2 and f ∈ L
(q)
φ (R, Aα,β), where φ is a Young function relative to Aα,β.

There exists a constant Cq > 0 such that
∫

R

|Hα,βf(λ)|
q d|σα,β|(λ) ≤ Cq

q‖f‖
q

L
(q)
φ (R,Aα,β)

.

Proof. Assume that f is a simple function on R. Let Tf(λ) = Hα,βf(λ), λ ∈ R. Then, using the
relation (6), we get

‖Tf‖L∞,∞(R,σα,β) = ‖Tf‖L∞(R,σα,β) ≤ ‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β) = ‖f‖L1,1(R,Aα,β).

Also, using the Plancherel formula (4) and Proposition 2.5, we get

‖Tf‖L2,∞(R,σα,β) ≤ ‖Tf‖L2,2(R,σα,β) = ‖Tf‖L2(R,σα,β) = ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β) ≤ ‖f‖L2,1(R,Aα,β).

Therefore, from Theorem 2.7, we obtain ‖Tf‖Lq,q(R,σα,β) ≤ ‖f‖Lq′,q(R,Aα,β)
. Now, we consider a

function g(x) = f(x)φ(x)
1− 2

q . Then by hypothesis, g ∈ Lq (R, Aα,β). Since φ is a Young function,
we have

Aα,β

({
x ∈ R : |φ(x)|

2
q
−1

> t
})

= Aα,β

({
x ∈ R : |φ(x)|1−

2
q <

1

t

})
≤ Ct

− q
q−2 ,

and consequently φ
2
q
−1

∈ Lr,∞(R, Aα,β), where r = q
q−2 . Now, using O’Neil’s theorem 2.6, we

obtain
(∫

R

|Hα,β(f)(λ)|
q dσα,β(λ)

) 1
q

≤ ‖f‖Lq′,q(R,Aα,β)
≤ ‖g‖Lq(R,Aα,β)

∥∥φ
2
q
−1∥∥

Lr,∞(R,Aα,β)

≤ Cq

(∫

R

|f(x)|q|φ(x)|q−2 Aα,β(x)dx

) 1
q

= Cq‖f‖L(q)
φ (R,Aα,β)

.

Thus, the desired conclusion holds for simple functions. Now, using a standard density argument

we extend the result for general functions in L
(q)
φ (R, Aα,β). This completes the proof of the

theorem. �

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 ∆α,β − |x|2 is an essen-
tially self-adjoint operator on L2(R, Aα,β). The operator ∆α,β − |x|2 has a discrete spectrum.
Also, for every λ ∈ R and every f ∈ L2(R, Aα,β), we have

Hα,β(∆α,βf)(λ) = −|λ|2Hα,βf(λ). (10)

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

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ L2(R, Aα,β), then

‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
+ ‖| · |Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

≥ λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β)‖f‖

2
L2(R,Aα,β)

,

where λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β) is the minimum eigenvalue of the operator |x|2 −∆α,β.
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Proof. Using the Plancherel formula (4) and the relation (10), we get

‖| · |Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

= 〈| · |2Hα,βf,Hα,βf〉L2(R,σα,β)

= −〈Hα,β(∆α,βf),Hα,βf〉L2(R,σα,β)

= −〈∆α,βf, f〉L2(R,Aα,β).

Therefore

‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
+ ‖| · |Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

= 〈(| · |2 −∆α,β)f, f〉L2(R,Aα,β).

Since the self-adjoint operator |x|2 −∆α,β has only discrete spectra, we obtain

‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
+ ‖| · |Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

≥ λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β)‖f‖

2
L2(R,Aα,β)

,

where λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β) is the minimum eigenvalue of the operator |x|2 −∆α,β. This completes

the proof. �

Theorem 3.4. Let f ∈ L2(R, Aα,β). Then there exists a constant C(α, β) > 0 such that

‖| · |f‖L2(R,Aα,β) ‖| · |Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β) ≥ C(α, β)‖f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
.

Proof. For c > 1, we define fc(x) := f(cx). Now, replacing fc for f in Lemma 3.3, we get

‖| · |fc‖
2
L2(R,Aα,β)

+ ‖| · |Hα,βfc‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≥ λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β)‖fc‖

2
L2(R,Aα,β)

. (11)

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

‖| · |fc‖
2
L2(R,Aα,β)

= ‖Hα,β(| · |fc)‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

=

∫

R

|Hα,β(|λ|f(cλ))|
2 d|σα,β|(λ)

=
1

c

∫

R

∣∣∣∣Hα,β

(
|λ|

c
f(λ)

)∣∣∣∣
2 ∣∣∣1− cρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(
λ
c )|

2

≤
k2

8πc2α+4

∫

R

|Hα,β(|λ|f(λ))|
2

√
1

c2
+

ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

8πc2α+4

∫

R

|Hα,β(|λ|f(λ))|
2

√
1 +

ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

k1c2α+4

∫

R

|Hα,β(|λ|f(λ))|
2
∣∣∣1− ρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(λ)|2

=
k2

k1c2α+4
‖Hα,β(| · |f)‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

=
k2

k1c2α+4
‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)

.
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Moreover, using the relation (3), we get

‖| · |Hα,βfc‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

=

∫

R

|λ|2 |Hα,βf(cλ)|
2 d|σα,β|(λ)

=
1

c3

∫

R

|λ|2 |Hα,βf(λ)|
2
∣∣∣1− cρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(
λ
c )|

2

≤
k2

8πc2α+4

∫

R

|λ|2 |Hα,βf(λ)|
2

√
1

c2
+

ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

8πc2α+4

∫

R

|λ|2 |Hα,βf(λ)|
2

√
1 +

ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≤
k2

k1c2α+4

∫

R

|λ|2 |Hα,βf(λ)|
2
∣∣∣1− ρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(λ)|2

≤
k2

k1c2α+4
‖| · |Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

.

Therefore

‖| · |fc‖
2
L2(R,Aα,β)

+ ‖| · |Hα,βfc‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤
k2

k1c2α+3
[c−1‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)

+ c‖| · |Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

]. (12)

Further, using the Plancherel formula (4) and the relation (3), we get

‖fc‖
2
L2(R,Aα,β)

= ‖Hα,βfc‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

=

∫

R

|Hα,βf(cλ)|
2 d|σα,β|(λ)

=
1

c

∫

R

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2
∣∣∣1− cρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(
λ
c )|

2

≥
k1

8πc2α+3

∫

R

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2

√
1 +

c2ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≥
k1

8πc2α+3

∫

R

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2

√
1 +

ρ2

λ2
|λ|2α+2 dλ

≥
k1

k2c2α+3

∫

R

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2
∣∣∣1− ρ

iλ

∣∣∣ dλ

8π|Cα,β(λ)|2

=
k1

k2c2α+3
‖Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

=
k1

k2c2α+3
‖f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)

. (13)

Therefore, from (11), (12) and (13), we obtain

[c−1‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
+ c‖| · |Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

] ≥
k21
k22

λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β)‖f‖

2
L2(R,Aα,β)

. (14)

Since for any f 6= 0,
‖|·|f‖

L2(R,Aα,β )

‖|·|Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β)
> 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers, there

exists a natural number N such that N
‖|·|f‖

L2(R,Aα,β)

‖|·|Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β)
> 1. Choosing c = N

‖|·|f‖
L2(R,Aα,β)

‖|·|Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β)
,

from (14), we get

‖| · |f‖L2(R,Aα,β) ‖| · |Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β) ≥ C(α, β)‖f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
,

where C(α, β) =
k21N

k22(N
2+1)

λmin(|x|
2 −∆α,β). �
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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 ∈ L2(R, Aα,β) and a, b ≥ 1. Then there exists a constant C(α, β) > 0
such that

‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

L2(R,σα,β)
≥ C(α, β)

ab
a+b ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β).

Proof. Let a > 1 and a′ such that 1
a + 1

a′ = 1. Then, we have

‖| · |af‖
1
a

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖f‖

1
a′

L2(R,Aα,β)
=

(∫

R

|x|2a|f(x)|2Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
2a
(∫

R

|f(x)|2Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
2a′

= ‖| · |2|f |
2
a ‖

1
2

La(R,Aα,β)
‖|f |

2
a′ ‖

1
2

La′ (R,Aα,β)
.

Further, using Hölder’s inequality, we get

‖| · |f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
≤

(∫

R

(
|x|2|f(x)|

2
a

)a
Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
a
(∫

R

(
|f(x)|

2
a′

)a′
Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
a′

=

(∫

R

|x|2a|f(x)|2Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
a
(∫

R

|f(x)|2Aα,β(x) dx

) 1
a′

,

and consequently

‖| · |af‖
1
a

L2(R,Aα,β)
≥

‖| · |f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

‖f‖
1− 1

a

L2(R,Aα,β)

. (15)

Also, by applying the same argument on Hα,βf , we obtain

‖| · |bHα,βf‖
1
b

L2(R,σα,β)
≥

‖| · |Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β)

‖Hα,βf‖
1− 1

b

L2(R,σα,β)

. (16)

From (15), (16) and Theorem 3.4, we get

‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

L2(R,σα,β)
=

[
‖| · |af‖

1
a

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

1
b

L2(R,σα,β)

] ab
a+b

≥



‖| · |f‖L2(R,Aα,β) ‖| · |Hα,βf‖L2(R,σα,β)

‖f‖
1− 1

a

L2(R,Aα,β)
‖Hα,βf‖

1− 1
b

L2(R,σα,β)




ab
a+b

≥ C(α, β)
ab
a+b‖f‖

(2−2+ 1
a
+ 1

b )
ab
a+b

L2(R,Aα,β)

= C(α, β)
ab
a+b‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β),

where the constant C(α, β) as in Theorem 3.4. This completes the proof. �

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 γt(λ) = Hα,β(E
α,β
t )(λ) = e−t|λ|2 for all t > 0, where E

α,β
t 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 < 1
q , where q is the conjugate exponent of p. Then for

every f ∈ Lp(R, Aα,β) and any t > 1, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖γtHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ Ct

1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q t−
a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

.
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β) < ∞. Let r > 1 and
Br = {x ∈ R : |x| ≤ r}. Then using the relation (5), we get

∥∥γtHα,β(fχBc
r
)
∥∥
Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ ‖γt‖L∞(R,σα,β)

∥∥Hα,β(fχBc
r
)
∥∥
Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ Cp

∥∥fχBc
r

∥∥
Lp(R,Aα,β)

≤ Cpr
−a ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

. (17)

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

‖γtHα,β(fχBr)‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ ‖γt‖Lq(R,σα,β) ‖Hα,β(fχBr)‖L∞(R,σα,β)

≤ ‖γt‖Lq(R,σα,β) ‖fχBr‖L1(R,Aα,β)

≤ ‖γt‖Lq(R,σα,β)

∥∥| · |−aχBr

∥∥
Lq(R,Aα,β)

‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)
.

Using estimates of ‖γt‖Lq(R,σα,β) and ‖| · |−aχBr‖Lq(R,Aα,β)
from Propositions 2.3 and 2.4, respec-

tively, we get

‖γtHα,β(fχBr)‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C

(
1 + t−(α+ 3

2
)
) 1

q
(
re2ρr

) 1
q ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

. (18)

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

‖γtHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤
∥∥γtHα,β(fχBc

r
)
∥∥
Lq(R,σα,β)

+ ‖γtHα,β(fχBr)‖Lq(R,σα,β)

≤
[
Cp + Cra

(
1 + t−(α+ 3

2
)
) 1

q
(
re2ρr

) 1
q

]
r−a ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

.

Choosing r = t
1
2 , we get

‖γtHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
=

[
Cp + Ct

a
2
(
1 + t−(α+ 3

2
)
) 1

q
(
t
1
2 e2ρt

1
2
) 1

q

]
t−

a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

≤

[
Cp + Ct

1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q

]
t−

a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

≤ C t
1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q t−
a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

.

�

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

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, b) t

1
2q

+1

0 e
2ρt

1
2
0

q ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
,

and for all b > 2, we have

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1)

b(a+1)
a+b

[
b(b− 1)

1
b
−1
] ab

a+b

(
t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q

) b(a+1)
a+b

× ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
,

where t0 = t0(a, b) =
(
a
b

) 2
a+b
(
N

‖|·|af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

‖|·|bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

) 2
a+b , N ∈ N and t1 = t0(a, 1).

Proof. For a fixed p ∈ (1, 2], we assume that f ∈ Lp(R, Aα,β) satisfy ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β) + ‖| ·

|bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β) < ∞. For all t > 1, by Lemma 3.6, we have
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‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ ‖γtHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

+ ‖(1− γt)Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ Ct
1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q t−
a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

+ ‖(1− γt)Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
. (19)

Moreover,

‖(1− γt)Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
= t

b
2

∥∥ (t| · |2
)− b

2 (1− γt)| · |
bHα,βf

∥∥
Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ t
b
2

∥∥ (t| · |2
)− b

2 (1− γt)
∥∥
L∞(R,σα,β)

‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ C1 t
b
2 ‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β), (20)

whenever b ≤ 2. Thus, from (19) and (20), we have

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C t

1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q t−
a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

+ C1 t
b
2 ‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

≤ C2 t
1
2q

+1
e

2ρt
1
2

q

[
t−

a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β) + t

b
2 ‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

]
. (21)

Since for any f 6= 0,
a‖|·|af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

b‖|·|bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
> 0, there exists a natural number N such that

N
a‖|·|af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

b‖|·|bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
> 1. We consider the function g defined on [1,∞) by

g(t) = t−
a
2 ‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β) + t

b
2‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β).

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

t0 =
(a
b

) 2
a+b

(
N

‖| · |af‖Lp(R,Aα,β)

‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

) 2
a+b

(22)

and

g(t0) =

[(
b

aN

) a
a+b

+

(
aN

b

) b
a+b

]
‖| · |af‖

b
a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
.

Thus, from (21), we get

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, b) t

1
2q

+1

0 e
2ρt

1
2
0

q ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
, (23)

where C(a, b) = C2

[(
b

aN

) a
a+b +

(
aN
b

) b
a+b

]
.

Now, we consider the case for b > 2. Since u ≤ 1 + ub for all u > 0, in particular for u of the

form u = |λ|
ε for all ε > 0, the inequality becomes |λ|

ε ≤ 1 +
(
|λ|
ε

)b
. Then, we have

‖| · |Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β) ≤ ε‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β) + ε1−b‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β). (24)

Let

g(ε) = ε‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β) + ε1−b‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β). (25)

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

ε0 = (b− 1)
1
b

(
‖| · |bHα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)

) 1
b

.

Optimizing in ε0, from (24) and (25), we get

‖| · |Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β) ≤ b(b− 1)
1
b
−1‖Hα,βf‖

1− 1
b

Lq(R,σα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

1
b

Lq(R,σα,β)
. (26)
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Again, from the relation (23) with b = 1, we get

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1) t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q ‖| · |af‖
1

a+1

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |Hα,βf‖

a
a+1

Lq(R,σα,β)
, (27)

where t1 = t0(a, 1). Therefore, using the relation (27), from (26), we obtain

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1)

[
b(b− 1)

1
b
−1
] a

a+1
t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q

× ‖| · |af‖
1

a+1

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖Hα,βf‖

a(b−1)
b(a+1)

Lq(R,σα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
b(a+1)

Lq(R,σα,β)
.

Thus

‖Hα,βf‖
a+b

b(a+1)

Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1)

[
b(b− 1)

1
b
−1
] a

a+1
t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q

× ‖| · |af‖
1

a+1

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
b(a+1)

Lq(R,σα,β)
,

and consequently

‖Hα,βf‖Lq(R,σα,β)
≤ C(a, 1)

b(a+1)
a+b

[
b(b− 1)

1
b
−1
] ab

a+b

(
t

1
2q

+1

1 e
2ρt

1
2
1

q

) b(a+1)
a+b

× ‖| · |af‖
b

a+b

Lp(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |bHα,βf‖

a
a+b

Lq(R,σα,β)
.

This completes the proof of the theorem. �

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 L1 and L2 norms estimate.

Theorem 3.8 (Nash-type inequality). Let s > 0. Then for every f ∈ L1(R, Aα,β)∩L2(R, Aα,β),
there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤ C ‖f‖
4s

2α+3+2s

L1(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |sHα,βf‖

2(2α+3)
2α+3+2s

L2(R,σα,β)
.

Proof. Let f ∈ L2(R, Aα,β), r > 1 and Br = {x ∈ R : |x| ≤ r}. Then, using the Plancherel
formula (4), we have

‖f‖2L2(R,Aα,β)
= ‖Hα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

= ‖Hα,β(fχBr)‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

+
∥∥Hα,β(fχBc

r
)
∥∥2
L2(R,σα,β)

. (28)

Now, from the relation (2) of Proposition 2.2, we get

‖Hα,β(fχBr)‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

=

∫

Br

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2 d|σα,β|(λ) ≤ C1 ‖Hα,βf‖

2
L∞(R,σα,β)

r2α+3

and
∥∥Hα,β(fχBc

r
)
∥∥2
L2(R,σα,β)

=

∫

Bc
r

|Hα,βf(λ)|
2 d|σα,β|(λ)

≤ r−2s

∫

Bc
r

|λ|2s |Hα,βf(λ)|
2 d|σα,β |(λ)

≤ r−2s ‖| · |sHα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

.

Hence, using the relation (6), from (28), we obtain

‖Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤ C1 r2α+3 ‖Hα,βf‖
2
L∞(R,σα,β)

+ r−2s ‖| · |sHα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤ C1 r2α+3 ‖f‖2L1(R,Aα,β)
+ r−2s ‖| · |sHα,βf‖

2
L2(R,σα,β)

. (29)
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Since for any f 6= 0,
‖|·|sHα,βf‖

2

L2(R,σα,β)

‖f‖2
L1(R,Aα,β )

> 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers,

there exists a natural number N such that N
‖|·|sHα,βf‖

2

L2(R,σα,β)

‖f‖2
L1(R,Aα,β)

> 1. Then, the right hand side

of (29) is minimized for r2α+3+2s = N
‖|·|sHα,βf‖

2

L2(R,σα,β)

‖f‖2
L1(R,Aα,β)

. Therefore

‖Hα,βf‖
2
L2(R,σα,β)

≤ C ‖f‖
4s

2α+3+2s

L1(R,Aα,β)
‖| · |sHα,βf‖

2(2α+3)
2α+3+2s

L2(R,σα,β)
,

where C = (C1N + 1)N− 2s
2α+3+2s . �

Theorem 3.9 (Clarkson-type inequality). Let s > 0 and N ∈ N. Then for every f ∈
L1(R, Aα,β) ∩ L2(R, Aα,β), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β)
≤ C exp



ρ

(
N

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥
L1(R,Aα,β)

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

) 2
1+4s



 ‖f‖

4s
1+4s

L2(R,Aα,β)

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥

1
1+4s

L1(R,Aα,β)
.

Proof. Let f ∈ L1(R, Aα,β) ∩ L2(R, Aα,β), r > 1 and Br = {x ∈ R : |x| ≤ r}. Using Hölder’s
inequality and the relation (1) of Proposition 2.2, we get

‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β)
=

∫

Br

|f(x)|Aα,β(x) dx+

∫

Bc
r

|f(x)|Aα,β(x) dx

≤ Aα,β(Br)
1
2 ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

+ r−2s

∫

Bc
r

|x|2s|f(x)|Aα,β(x) dx

≤ 2
1
2 r

1
2 eρr ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

+ r−2s‖| · |2sf‖L1(R,Aα,β)

≤ eρr(2
1
2 r

1
2 ‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

+ r−2s‖| · |2sf‖L1(R,Aα,β)). (30)

Since for any f 6= 0,
‖|·|2sf‖

L1(R,Aα,β)

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β )
> 0, by the Archimedean property of real numbers, there

exists a natural number N such that N
‖|·|2sf‖

L1(R,Aα,β )

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)
> 1. Then, the right hand side of (30)

is minimized for r
1
2
+2s = N

‖|·|2sf‖
L1(R,Aα,β )

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)
. Therefore

‖f‖L1(R,Aα,β)
≤ C exp



ρ

(
N

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥
L1(R,Aα,β)

‖f‖L2(R,Aα,β)

) 2
1+4s



 ‖f‖

4s
1+4s

L2(R,Aα,β)

∥∥| · |2sf
∥∥

1
1+4s

L1(R,Aα,β)
,

where C = (2
1
2N + 1)N− 4s

1+4s . �
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