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STRONG HAAGERUP INEQUALITIES ON NON-KAC FREE

ORTHOGONAL QUANTUM GROUPS

SANG-GYUN YOUN

ABSTRACT. We present natural analogues of strong Haagerup inequali-

ties on non-Kac free orthogonal quantum groupsO+F in whichLp-analytic

problems are harder due to their non-tracial nature. Furthermore, we

prove optimality of the inequalities, and apply the obtained results to

compute the optimal time for ultracontractivity of the heat semigroup

and to distinguish the complex interpolation space Lp(O+F ) and the real

interpolation space Lp,p(O+F ).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Fn be the non-abelian free group with generators g1, g2,⋯, gn and let

C∗r (Fn) be the associated reduced group C∗-algebra. There exists a natural

word length function ∣ ⋅ ∣ ∶ Fn → N0 = {0} ∪N with respect to the generating

set E1 = {g1, g−11 ,⋯, gn, g−1n }. In [Haa79], Haagerup proved the following

result

∥∑
g∈Ek

f(g)λg∥
C∗r (Fn)

≤ (k + 1)(∑
g∈Ek

∣f(g)∣2)
1

2

(1.1)

for any f ∶ Ek → C where Ek = {x ∈ Fn ∶ ∣x∣ = k}, and applied (1.1) to prove

metric approximation property of C∗r (Fn). The inequality (1.1) is called the

Haagerup inequality and has been studied for various other groups [Jol90,

dlH88, Laf00, CR05, CY19] under the name property RD whose earliest

definition was given by Connes [Con94] in view of non-commutative ge-

ometry. See [CM90, Laf02, Cha17] for more results and monumental ap-

plications of property RD.

A strengthened form of (1.1), namely strong Haagerup inequality, was

introduced in [KS07] for ∗-free R-diagonal families. In particular, let E+k
be the subset of elements in Ek generated only by g1, g2,⋯, gk without their
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inverses. Then we have

XXXXXXXXXXXX∑g∈E+k
f(g)λg

XXXXXXXXXXXXC∗r (Fn)

≲ √k + 1⎛⎝∑g∈E+
k

∣f(g)∣2⎞⎠
1

2

(1.2)

for any f ∶ E+k → C. Here, X ≲ Y means that X ≤ KY for some universal

constantK which is independent of X and Y . The non-self-adjoint subalge-

bra generated by {λg ∶ g ∈ E+k } can be considered a general “holomorphic”

setting [KS07] and the striking feature of (1.2) is the improvement of the

constants from k + 1 to
√
k + 1. Subsequently, (1.2) was studied within the

category of operator spaces in [dlS09], and the results of [KS07] were gen-

eralized in [Bra12b] with sharp inequalities on Kac free unitary quantum

groups U+N .

The notion of property RD was extended to discrete quantum groups and

was proved for Kac orthogonal free quantum groups in [Ver07]. More pre-

cisely, [Ver07] proved the following result

∥f∥Cr(O+N )
≲ (k + 1) ∥f∥L2(O+

N
) (1.3)

for any homogenous polynomial f ∈ Cr(O+N) of degree k, where ∥⋅∥Cr(O+N )

is the reduced C∗-norm and ∥⋅∥Lp(O+
N
) is the noncommutative Lp-norm.

This quantum property RD has made various operator algebraic applica-

tions [Bra12a, Bra14, VV07, Ver12, You18] and interesting connections

with quantum entanglement [BC18, BCLY20].

In the case of non-Kac quantum group examples, two natural definitions

of property RD have been introduced in [Ver07] and [BVZ15] respectively,

and it has turned out in [BVY21] that the property RD from either point of

view is not satisfied for any non-amenable non-Kac orthogonal free quan-

tum group. Nevertheless, in [BVY21], a weakened property RD

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ (k + 1) ∥F ∥2k ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (1.4)

was proved for all homogeneous polynomials f ∈ Cr(O+F ) of degree k.

We revisit [BVY21] and optimize their key arguments for non-Kac O+F
cases to show that (1.4) can be sharpened to

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ∥F ∥2k ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (1.5)

in Theorem 3.1. Moreover, the main point of Section 3 is that the function∥F ∥2k can be replaced by other slower growing functions up to some natural

choices of generators as parallels to the strong Haagerup inequalities (The-

orem 3.1, Corollary 3.3) and that the inequalities on analytic polynomials

with single generators are indeed optimal even for non-homogeneous cases
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(Theorem 3.5). Let us exhibit an extremal inequality for a canonical ma-

trix F =
N

∑
i=1

λiei,N+1−i ∈ MN(R) such that F 2 = ±IdN and ∣λi∣ is monotone

increasing with

0 < ∣λ1∣ ≤ ∣λ2∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λn∣ < 1 < ∣λN−n+1∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λN ∣. (1.6)

In this case Cr(O+F ) have N2 generators uij (1 ≤ i, j ≤ N) and one of our

key results is

∥f∥C∗r (O+F ) ≈ ∥f∗∥L2(O+
F
) (1.7)

for any homogeneous analytic polynomials f = ∑
1≤i1,⋯,jk≤n

xi1⋯jkui1j1⋯uikjk

of degree k. More generally, non-commutative Lp-norms are estimated by

∥f∥Lp(O+
F
) ≈
⎛⎜⎝

2

Nq +
√

N2
q − 4

⎞⎟⎠

k
2 ⎛
⎝ ∑
1≤i1,⋯,jk≤n

∣xi1⋯jk ∣2 [λi1⋯λik] 4p [λj1⋯λjk] 4p−2⎞⎠
1

2

(1.8)

for any 1 ≤ p ≤∞ and homogeneous analytic polynomials of degree k given

by f = ∑
1≤i1,⋯,jk≤n

xi1⋯jkui1j1⋯uikjk . Here, Nq = Tr(F ∗F ) and the constants

in (1.8) depend only on the matrix F . More general results are established

in Corollary 3.3 and Example 3.4. This phenomenon does not appear on

Kac free orthogonal quantum groups O+N .

The main result of Section 4.1 is the characterization of all L2-L∞ central

multipliers Tϕ, identified with functions ϕ ∶ N0 → (0,∞) such that Tϕ(fk) =
ϕ(k)fk for any homogeneous polynomials fk of degree k. In Theorem 4.1,

we prove that a central multiplier Tϕ satisfies

∥Tϕ(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (1.9)

for all polynomials f on O+F if and only if
∞

∑
k=0

ϕ(k)2 ∥F ∥4k < ∞. A re-

markable outcome from this characterization is the accurate optimal time

tF for ultracontractivity of the heat semigroup (Φt)t>0 satisfying that Φt ∶
L2(O+F ) → Cr(O+F ) is bounded if and only if t > tF . It was noted in

[BVY21] that the optimal time tF for non-Kac case is non-trivial with the

following bounds

2(Nq − 2) log ∥F ∥ ≤ tF ≤ 2Nq log ∥F ∥ . (1.10)

We apply the obtained results from Section 3 with a detailed analysis of the

heat semigroup (Lemma 4.2) to prove tF = 2
√
N2

q − 4 log ∥F ∥ for any free

orthogonal quantum group O+F in Corollary 4.3.
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In Section 4.2, we exhibit distinct differences between the complex in-

terpolation space Lp(O+F ) = (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p

and the real interpola-

tion space Lp,p(O+F ) = (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p
,p for non-Kac O+F . Although

these two interpolation methods are compatible in the tracial setting, it is no

longer true in the non-tracial setting as pointed out in [PX03]. As an analo-

gous approach within the framework of compact quantum groups, we apply

the results from Section 3 to prove that the complex interpolation space

Lp(O+F ) and the real interpolation space Lp,p(O+F ) have equivalent norms

for some 1 < p ≠ 2 <∞ if and only if O+F is of Kac type.

Acknowledgments. This research was supported by National Research

Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT)

(No. 2020R1C1C1A01009681).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Free orthogonal quantum group. One of the most important exam-

ples of compact quantum groups is the so-called free orthogonal quantum

group O+F , which has been introduced in [Wan95, VDW96]. See [Wor87b,

Wor87a, Tim08] and [KV00, KV03] for more details of (locally) compact

quantum groups.

For any invertible N ×N matrix F ∈ GLN(C) such that FF = ±IdN , the

free orthogonal quantum group O+F is given by

(1) a universal unital C∗-algebra C(O+F ) generated by N2 elements uij

(1 ≤ i, j ≤ N) satisfying that u =
N

∑
i,j=1

eij ⊗uij ∈MN(C) ⊗C(O+F ) is

unitary and u = (F ⊗ 1)uc(F −1 ⊗ 1) where uc =
N

∑
i,j=1

eij ⊗ u∗ij .

(2) a unital ∗-homomorphism ∆ ∶ C(O+F )→ C(O+F ) ⊗min C(O+F ) satis-

fying ∆(uij) = N

∑
k=1

uik ⊗ ukj for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N .

The unital ∗-algebra generated by uij (1 ≤ i, j ≤ N) is a dense subspace

of C(O+F ), which we denote by Pol(O+F ). We call any element in Pol(O+F )
a polynomial on O+F . There exists a unique state h ∶ C(O+F )→ C such that

(id⊗ h) ○∆ = h(⋅)1 = (h⊗ id) ○∆. (2.1)

The state h is faithful on Pol(O+F ) and we call h the Haar state on O+F . The

completion of Pol(O+F ) with respect to the inner product

⟨f, g⟩ = h(g∗f), f, g ∈ Pol(O+F ), (2.2)



STRONG HAAGERUP INEQUALITIES ON NON-KAC O
+
F v

is denoted by L2(O+F ). The associated GNS representation π ∶ C(O+F ) →
B(L2(O+F )) is given by

π(a)b = ab, a, b ∈ Pol(O+F ) (2.3)

and the image π(C(O+F )) is denoted by Cr(O+F ). We denote the associated

von Neumann algebra Cr(O+F )′′ ⊆ B(L2(O+F )) by L∞(O+F ). The Haar state

h naturally extends to a normal faithful state h on L∞(O+F ).
It is known from [BDRV06, BK16] that free orthogonal quantum groups

O+F1
and O+F2

with F1F1 = ±IdN = F2F2 are isomorphic if and only if F2 =
wF1wt for some unitary matrix w. Moreover, with slight modifications on

the choices of unitaries, we obtain the following canonical form of F ∈
GLN(C) satisfying FF = ±IdN :

Lemma 2.1. For any F ∈ GLN(C) ∖ U(N) such that FF = ±IdN there

exists a unitary w ∈ U(N) such that

wFwt =
N

∑
i=1

λiei,N+1−i ∈MN(R) (2.4)

such that (wFwt)2 = ±IdN , 0 < ∣λ1∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λn∣ < 1 < ∣λN−n+1∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λN ∣
and ∣λj ∣ = 1 for all n < j ≤ N − n.

Proof. Let us divide the two cases (1) FF = IdN and (2) FF = −IdN . A

real symmetric matrix Jn =
n

∑
i=1

ei,n+1−i ∈ Mn(R) has eigenvalues ±1, so

there exists an orthogonal matrix G ∈ O(n) such that

Jn = G ⋅D(1,⋯,1,−1,⋯,−1) ⋅Gt (2.5)

=[G ⋅D(1,⋯,1, i,⋯, i)] ⋅ [G ⋅D(1,⋯,1, i,⋯, i)]t. (2.6)

where D(x1,⋯, xm) is the n×n diagonal matrix with entries x1,⋯, xm. Let

us denote by Vn the above G ⋅D(1,⋯,1, i,⋯, i).
(1) If FF = IdN , then by [BDRV06, BK16] there exists w0 ∈ U(N)

such that

w0Fwt
0 =
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 D(λ1,⋯, λn) 0

D(λ−1
1
,⋯, λ−1n ) 0 0

0 0 IdN−2n

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
(2.7)
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with 0 < λ1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ λn < 1. Let us take w1 =
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

Idn 0 0

0 0 VN−2n

0 Jn 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦.
Then for w = w1w0 we have

wFwt =
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 0 D(λ1,⋯, λn)Jn

0 VN−2nV
t
N−2n 0

JnD(λ−11 ,⋯, λ−1n ) 0 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
(2.8)

=
⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

0 0 ∑n
i=1 λiei,n+1−i

0 JN−2n 0

∑n
i=1 λ

−1
n+1−iei,n+1−i 0 0

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ , (2.9)

which is the desired form.

(2) If FF = −IdN , then N has to be an even number and, by [BDRV06,

BK16], there exists w0 ∈ U(N) such that

w0Fwt
0 = [ 0 D(λ1,⋯, λn,1,⋯,1)−D(λ−1

1
,⋯, λ−1n ,1,⋯,1) 0

] (2.10)

with 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ ⋯ ≤ λn < 1. Then, using w1 = [ IdN
2

0

0 JN
2

], we

reach the conclusion similarly.

�

From now on, let us suppose that F is of an anti-diagonal form as in

Lemma 2.1, which we call a canonicalF -matrix (differently from [BDRV06,

BK16]). Then F ∗F and all submatrices of (F ∗F )⊗k are diagonal matrices,

and we have

uij = λiλ
−1
j u∗N+1−i,N+1−j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N, (2.11)

from the defining relation u = (F ⊗ 1)uc(F −1 ⊗ 1).
2.2. Fourier series and Schur orthogonality. A finite dimensional uni-

tary representation of O+F is given by a unitary v =
nv

∑
i,j=1

eij⊗vij ∈Mnv
(C)⊗

Pol(O+F ) such that ∆(vij) = nv

∑
k=1

vik ⊗ vkj for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ nv. Furthermore,

v is called irreducible if

{A ∈Mnv
(C) ∶ (A⊗ 1)v = v(A⊗ 1)} = C ⋅ Idnv

. (2.12)

It was shown in [Ban96] that all irreducible unitary representations of O+F
are labeled by u(0), u(1), u(2),⋯ up to unitary equivalence. In particular,
u(0) = 1 is the 1-dimensional trivial representation and the fundamental rep-

resentation u(1) is given by u =
N

∑
i,j=1

eij ⊗ uij where uij’s are the generators
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of C(O+F ). The k-fold tensor representation of u is

u
��������⊺ k
= u ��������⊺ u ��������⊺ ⋯ ��������⊺ u = ∑

1≤i1,⋯,ik≤N
1≤j1,⋯,jk≤N

ei1j1 ⊗ ei2j2 ⊗⋯⊗ eikjk ⊗ ui1j1ui2j2⋯uikjk .

(2.13)

We define the subspace Hk ⊆ (CN)⊗k as the space of all ξ ∈ (CN)⊗k
satisfying (id⊗iN ⊗ T ∗ ⊗ id

⊗(N−2−i)
N )ξ = 0 (2.14)

for all i = 0,1,⋯,N − 2, where T =
N

∑
j=1

ej ⊗ Fej . Then the k-th irreducible

unitary representation u(k) is given by (ι∗k ⊗ 1)u ��������⊺ k(ιk ⊗ 1) ∈ B(Hk) ⊗
Pol(O+F ) where ιk ∶ Hk ↪ (CN)⊗k is the isometric embedding. We denote

by nk = dim(Hk) the classical dimension of u(k) and write u(k) =
nk

∑
i,j=1

eij ⊗
u
(k)
ij . The space spanned by u

(k)
ij for fixed k is denoted by

Polk(O+F ) = span{u(k)ij ∶ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ nk} (2.15)

and call any element in Polk(O+F ) a homogeneous polynomial of degree k.

Furthermore, any polynomial is spanned by homogeneous polynomials, i.e.

we have Pol(O+F ) = ⊕
k∈N0

Polk(O+F ) = span{u(k)ij ∶ k ∈ N0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ nk}.
Schur’s orthogonality relations (with the above choices of ONB’s) tell us

that there exist invertible positive diagonal matrices Q(k) ∈ Mnk
(C) such

that

h((u(k1)i1j1
)∗u(k2)i2j2

) = δk1,k2δi1,i2δj1,j2 Q(k)−1i1i1
Tr(Q(k)) , (2.16)

h(u(k1)i1j1
(u(k2)i2j2

)∗) = δk1,k2δi1,i2δj1,j2 Q(k)j1j1
Tr(Q(k)) . (2.17)

We call dk = Tr(Q(k)) = Tr(Q(k)−1) the quantum dimension of u(k) and

say that O+F is of Kac type if dk = nk, i.e. Q(k) = Idnk
for all k ∈ N0.

In particular, Q(1) = F ∗F and we denote by Nq the associated quantum

dimension d1 = Tr(Q(1)) = Tr(F ∗F ).
In particular, (2.16) implies that a canonical orthonormal basis of L2(O+F )

is given by {√dkQ(k)iiu(k)ij ∶ k ∈ N0, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ nk} . (2.18)

Hence, for each f ∈ Pol(O+F ), there exist uniquely determined matrices

A(k) ∈Mnk
(C) such that

f = ∑
k≥0

nk

∑
i,j=1

dk(A(k)Q(k))iju(k)ji (2.19)
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The matrices A(k) are denoted by f̂(k) and called the Fourier coefficients

of f ∈ Pol(O+F ). We call (2.19) the Fourier series of f ∈ Pol(O+F ) and the

following Plancherel identity

∥f∥L2(O+
F
) = h(f∗f) 12 = (∑

k≥0

dkTr(f̂(k)∗f̂(k)Q(k)))
1

2

(2.20)

holds for any f ∈ Pol(O+F ). We refer the reader to [Tim08] for more general

descriptions of Schur orthogonality relations on compact quantum groups.

2.3. The complex interpolation and real interpolation methods. Let us

gather some basics of the complex and the real interpolation methods on Ba-

nach spaces from [BL76]. Note that these methods have natural analogues

in the category of operator spaces [Pis96, Xu96].

A pair of Banach spaces (X0,X1) is called compatible if there exists a

topological vector space X with continuous embeddings j0 ∶ X0 → X and

j1 ∶ X1 → X . Let us write j0(X0) + j1(X1) simply as X0 +X1. For any

v ∈ X0 +X1 we define

∥v∥X0+X1
= inf {∥x0∥X0

+ ∥x1∥X1
∶ x = x0 + x1, x0 ∈ X0, x1 ∈ X1} . (2.21)

For the complex method, let us take S = {z ∈ C ∶ 0 < Re(z) < 1} and de-

note by F(X0,X1) the set of all continuous bounded functions f ∶ S →
X0 +X1 such that

(1) f ∣S ∶ S → X0 +X1 is analytic and

(2) the restrictions f ∣∂0 ∶ ∂0 →X0 and f ∣∂1 ∶ ∂1 → X1 are bounded.

For any 0 < θ < 1 the complex interpolation space

Xθ = (X0,X1)θ = {f(θ) ∶ f ∈ F(X0,X1)} ⊂ X0 +X1 (2.22)

is a Banach space with respect to

∥x∥ = inf {max{sup
z∈∂0

∥f(z)∥X0
, sup
z∈∂1

∥f(z)∥X1
} ∶ f ∈ F(X0,X1), f(θ) = x} .

(2.23)

For the real interpolation, let us explain some basics of the K-method and

the J-method. For any t > 0 the K-functional of x ∈ X0 +X1 is defined by

K(x, t) = inf {∥x0∥X0
+ t ∥x1∥X1

∶ x = x0 + x1, x0 ∈X0, x1 ∈X1} . (2.24)

We define

∥x∥θ,q,K = (∫ ∞

0

(t−θK(x, t))q dt
t
) 1

q

, x ∈X0 +X1 (2.25)

for any 0 < θ < 1 and 1 ≤ q <∞, and

∥x∥θ,∞,K = sup
t>0

t−θK(x, t), 0 ≤ θ ≤ 1. (2.26)
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The real interpolation space (X0,X1)θ,q,K by the K-method is defined as

the subspace of all elements x in X0 +X1 such that ∥x∥θ,q,K < ∞. On the

other side, for any t > 0, the J-functional of x ∈X0 ∩X1 is defined by

J(x, t) =max{∥x∥X0
, t ∥x∥X1

} (2.27)

and we define

∥x∥θ,q,J = inf (∫ ∞

0

(t−θJ(f(t), t))q dt
t
) 1

q

, x ∈X0 +X1, (2.28)

where the infimum runs over all strongly measurable function f ∶ (0,∞)→
X0 ∩X1 satisfying

x = ∫
∞

0

f(t)dt
t
. (2.29)

Here the convergence in (2.29) is with respect to the K-functional K(⋅,1).
The real interpolation space (X0,X1)θ,q,J by the J-method is defined as the

space of all elements in X0 +X1 for which ∥x∥θ,p,J <∞.

Since the real interpolation spaces (X0,X1)θ,q,K and (X0,X1)θ,q,J have

equivalent norms for any 0 < θ < 1 and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ [BS88, Theorem 2.8],

let us denote by (X0,X1)θ,q the common space. In the case of X-valued

Lp-spaces with a Banach space X , it is known that

Lp(µ;X) = (L∞(µ;X),L1(µ;X)) 1
p

(2.30)

=(L∞(µ;X),L1(µ;X)) 1
p
,p = Lp,p(µ;X) (2.31)

where Lp,q(µ;X) is the X-valued Lorentz space.

In the case of free orthogonal quantum group O+F , we define L1(O+F )
as the predual of the von Neumann algebra L∞(O+F ). Then L∞(O+F ) is

naturally embedded into L1(O+F ) as a dense subspace ι(L∞(O+F )) by

⟨ι(x), y⟩L1(O+
F
),L∞(O+

F
) = h(yx), x, y ∈ L∞(O+F ). (2.32)

The non-commutative Lp-space Lp(O+F ) is defined as the complex inter-

polation space (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p

for any 1 < p < ∞, and the resulting

norm structure of (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p

for p = 2 is exactly same with the

L2-norm that we defined in (2.20). The space of polynomials Pol(O+F ) is

dense in Lp(O+F ) for any 1 ≤ p <∞.

3. STRONG HAAGERUP INEQUALITIES

Let S(l, k) = {∣l − k∣, ∣l − k∣ + 2,⋯, l + k} and write r = k + n − l
2

for any

n ∈ S(l, k). We denote by pl the orthogonal projection from L2(O+F ) onto
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Poll(O+F ). Let us rewrite some key arguments in [BVY21] under our no-

tations. Incorporating the proofs of Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 3.4 in

[BVY21], we have

∥plfpn∥B(L2(O+
F
)) ≤ Cq

√
dk ( nr

∑
i,j=1

Tr (a∗ijaijQ(k − r))Q(r)iiQ(r)2jj)
1

2

(3.1)

for any f ∈ Polk(O+F ) and n ∈ S(l, k), where the Fourier coefficient f̂(k) is

given by
nr

∑
i,j=1

aij ⊗Eij under the embedding B(Hk) ↪ B(Hk−r) ⊗B(Hr)
and Eij = eie

∗
j with respect to the canonical orthonormal basis (ei)nr

i=1 of

Hr. Here, the constant Cq is given by

Cq = 1

1 − q2 (
∞

∏
m=1

1

1 − q2m)
3

(3.2)

where q ∈ (0,1) is a solution of x + x−1 = Nq = Tr(F ∗F ).
Let us denote by Mf(l, n) = max

1≤i,j≤nr

aij≠0

{Q(r) 12iiQ(r) 12jj} ≤ ∥F ∥k+n−l. Then

we have ∥plfpn∥B(L2(O+
F
)) ≤ CqMf(l, n) ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (3.3)

since dkTr (f̂(k)∗f̂(k)Q(k)) = dk nr

∑
i,j=1

Tr(a∗ijaijQ(k − r)) ⋅Q(r)jj .
Recall that (3.3) was an important step in [BVY21] to obtain

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ (k + 1) ∥F ∥2k ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (3.4)

for any homogeneous polynomials f ∈ Polk(O+F ). Now, let us sharpen

(3.4) using some optimized arguments for non-Kac O+F and the exponential

growth of ∥F ∥2k.

Theorem 3.1. Let O+F be a non-Kac free orthogonal quantum group and

f ∈ Polk(O+F ) such that Mf(l, n) ≤ Rk+n−l for some positive R ≠ 1. Then

we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≤ Cq(1 −R2k+2)

1 −R2
∥f∥L2(O+

F
) . (3.5)

In particular, for any f ∈ Polk(O+F ), we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≤ Cq(∥F ∥2k+2 − 1)∥F ∥2 − 1 ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) ≤

Cq ∥F ∥2∥F ∥2 − 1 ∥F ∥2k ∥f∥L2(O+
F
) .

(3.6)
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Proof. Recall that S(l, k) = {∣l − k∣, ∣l − k∣ + 2,⋯, l + k}. Let us take an ar-

bitrary ξ ∈ Pol(O+F ). Then we have

∥f ⋅ ξ∥2L2(O+
F
) =

∞

∑
l=0

∥pl(f ⋅ ξ)∥22 ≤ ∞∑
l=0

⎛⎝ ∑n∈S(l,k)

∥plfpn∥ ⋅ ∥pnξ∥2⎞⎠
2

(3.7)

≤ C2

q ∥f∥22 ∞∑
l=0

⎛⎝ ∑n∈S(l,k)

Rk+n−l ∥pnξ∥2⎞⎠
2

by (3.3) (3.8)

≤ C2

q ∥f∥22 ∞∑
l=0

⎛⎝ ∑n∈S(l,k)

Rk+n−l
⎞⎠ ⋅ ⎛⎝ ∑n∈S(l,k)

Rk+n−l ∥pnξ∥22⎞⎠ . (3.9)

Since ∑
n∈S(l,k)

Rk+n−l ≤ R2k +R2k−2 +⋯ +R0 = 1 −R2k+2

1 −R2
, we have

∥f ⋅ ξ∥2L2(O+
F
) ≤

C2
q (1 −R2k+2) ∥f∥2

2

1 −R2

∞

∑
l=0

Rk−l ∑
n∈S(l,k)

Rn ∥pnξ∥22 (3.10)

and
∞

∑
l=0

Rk−l ∑
n∈S(l,k)

Rn ∥pnξ∥22 is given by

∥p0ξ∥22 +(1 +R2) ∥p1ξ∥22 +⋯ + (1 +R2 +⋯+R2k) ∥pkξ∥22
+ (1 +R2 +⋯ +R2k)(∥pk+1ξ∥22 + ∥pk+2ξ∥22 +⋯).

Hence we obtain

∥f ⋅ ξ∥2L2(O+
F
) ≤

C2
q (1 −R2k+2)2 ∥f∥2

2(1 −R2)2 ∥ξ∥2
2
, (3.11)

which tells us ∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≤ Cq(1 −R2k+2)

1 −R2
∥f∥

2
. �

Some unexpected outcomes from revisiting the arguments in [BVY21]

and its consequence Theorem 3.1 are norm estimates for homogeneous

polynomials of certain suitably chosen generators ust. Let us start with

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let F be a canonical matrix and suppose that both ξ(k) =
es1 ⊗ es2 ⊗ ⋯ ⊗ esk and η(k) = et1 ⊗ et2 ⊗ ⋯ ⊗ etk are in Hk. Then f =
us1t1us2t2⋯usktk ∈ Polk(O+F ) with

∥us1t1us2t2⋯usktk∥L2(O+
F
) =
¿ÁÁÀ(F ∗F )−1s1s1(F ∗F )−1s2s2⋯(F ∗F )−1sksk

dk
. (3.12)
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Moreover, the associated Fourier coefficient is given by

f̂(k) = (ξ(k))∗Q(k)ξ(k)
dk

es1t1⊗⋯⊗esk−r tk−r⊗esk−r+1tk−r+1⊗⋯⊗esk tk , (3.13)

which implies

Mf(l, n) = (F ∗F ) 12sk−r+1sk−r+1⋯(F ∗F ) 12sksk(F ∗F ) 12tk−r+1tk−r+1⋯(F ∗F ) 12tktk .
(3.14)

Proof. Note that

us1t1⋯usktk = (e∗s1 ⊗⋯⊗ e∗sk ⊗ 1)u ��������⊺ k(et1 ⊗⋯⊗ etk ⊗ 1) (3.15)

= (ξ(k) ⊗ 1)∗u(k)(η(k) ⊗ 1) ∈ Polk(O+F ) (3.16)

and (ξ(k))∗Q(k)ξ(k) is given by (F ∗F )s1s1⋯(F ∗F )sksk . Thus (3.12) fol-

lows from the Schur orthogonality relation, and the conclusions on f̂(k)
and Mf(l, n) are direct from their definitions. �

Corollary 3.3. Let O+F be a non-Kac free orthogonal quantum group with

canonical F -matrix, and suppose that ξ
(k)
x = es1(x)⊗ es2(x)⊗⋯⊗ esk(x) and

η
(k)
x = et1(x) ⊗ et2(x) ⊗⋯⊗ etk(x) are in Hk for all x = 1,2,⋯,m. Let

R = max
1≤x≤m

max
k−r+1≤i≤k

{(F ∗F ) 14
si(x)si(x)

(F ∗F ) 14
ti(x)ti(x)

} . (3.17)

Then, for any f ∈ span{(ξ(k)x ⊗ 1)∗u��������⊺ k(η(k)x ⊗ 1) ∶ 1 ≤ x ≤m}, we have

(1) ∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ R2k ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) if R > 1,

(2) ∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≈ ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) if R < 1.

Here, the constants depend only on the marix F .

Proof. Let us write fx = (ξ(k)x ⊗ 1)∗u ��������⊺ k(η(k)x ⊗ 1). Then

Mf(l, n) ≤ max
1≤x≤m

Mfx(l, n) ≤ Rk+n−l (3.18)

by Lemma 3.2, so the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.1. Note that ≳
part in (2) is thanks to the following standard fact

∥x∥L2(O+
F
) ≤ ∥x∥Cr(O+F )

, x ∈ Pol(O+F ). (3.19)

�

Corollary 3.3 is general enough to cover a large class of analytic polyno-

mials with multiple generators. Let us denote by [a, b] = {a, a + 1,⋯, b}.
Example 3.4. Let F =

N

∑
i=1

λiei,N+1−i ∈MN(R) with F 2 = IdN ,

0 < ∣λ1∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λn∣ < 1 < ∣λN−n+1∣ ≤ ⋯ ≤ ∣λN ∣ (3.20)
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and ∣λj ∣ = 1 for all n < j ≤ N − n. For any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n + 1, let us define

Ak,i,j = span{us1t1us2t2⋯usktk} (3.21)

where sx ∈ [i, n] ∪ [N − i + 2,N] and tx ∈ [j, n] ∪ [N − j + 2,N].
(1) For any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ λ−ki λ−kj ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) , f ∈ Ak,i,j. (3.22)

(2) For any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ λ−ki ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) , f ∈ Ak,i,n+1. (3.23)

(3) For any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ λ−kj ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) , f ∈ Ak,n+1,j. (3.24)

(4) Note that A∗
k,1,1
= {x∗ ∶ x ∈ Ak,1,1} is exactly the space Ak,n+1,n+1

thanks to Lemma 3.2 and (2.11). Moreover, by Corollary 3.3 and

Lemma 3.2, we have

∥f∥Cr(O+F )
= ∥f∗∥Cr(O+F )

≈ ∥f∗∥L2(O+
F
) (3.25)

for any homogeneous polynomial f = ∑
1≤s1,⋯,tk≤n

xs1⋯tkus1t1⋯usktk ∈
Ak,1,1. The latter equivalence implies

∥f∗∥Lp(O+
F
) ≈

1√
dk
( ∑
1≤s1,t1,⋯,sk,tk≤n

∣xs1t1⋯sktk ∣2 λ−2t1 ⋯λ−2tk )
1

2

(3.26)

for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. Although ∥f∥Lp(O+
F
) ≠ ∥f∗∥Lp(O+

F
) in general

for non-Kac O+F , a natural dual statement of (3.26) follows from

[Wan17, Lemma 3.4 (3)]. Indeed we have

∥f∥Lp(O+
F
) ≈

1√
dk
( ∑
1≤s1,⋯,tk≤n

∣xs1⋯tk ∣2 [λs1⋯λsk] 4p [λt1⋯λtk] 4p−2)
1

2

(3.27)

for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and homogeneous polynomials given by f =
∑

1≤s1,⋯,tk≤n

xs1⋯tkus1t1⋯usktk . Here, the constants depend only on the

matrix F .

Now let us focus on the norm estimates for analytic polynomials with

single generators ust. Let F be a canonical matrix discussed in Example

3.4. For any ust such that Fss = 0 = Ftt and (F ∗F )ss(F ∗F )tt > 1 (including

ust with 1 ≤ s, t ≤ n), a direct consequence from Corollary 3.3 is that

∥ n

∑
k=0

xk(ust)k∥
Cr(O+F )

≲ n

∑
k=0

∣xk∣ ∥(u∗st)k∥L2(O+
F
)
=

n

∑
k=0

(F ∗F )k2tt√
dk
∣xk∣ (3.28)
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for any x0, x1,⋯, xn ∈ C. Moreover, (3.28) is an optimal estimate up to

constant in the following sense.

Theorem 3.5. Let O+F be of non-Kac type with a canonical F -matrix and

let 1 ≤ s, t ≤ N such that Fss = 0 = Ftt and (F ∗F )ss(F ∗F )tt > 1. Then we

have

∥ n

∑
k=0

xk(ust)k∥
Cr(O+F )

≈
n

∑
k=0

(F ∗F )k2tt√
dk

⋅ xk (3.29)

for any non-negative real numbers x0, x1,⋯, xn ≥ 0.

Proof. Let us take the notations used in Lemma 3.2 and, for simplicity, let

us write vm =
√
dm(F ∗F )−mtt (u∗st)m. Then

(ust)m = (ξ∗m ⊗ 1)u ��������⊺ m(ηm ⊗ 1) ∈ Polm(O+F ) (3.30)

and {vm}∞m=0 is an orthonormal subset in L2(O+F ). To get a lower bound of

the operator norm of
n

∑
k=0

xk(u∗st)k, let us take an arbitrary sequence (bm)m ∈
ℓ2(N0). Then we have

( n

∑
k=0

xk(u∗st)k) ⋅ ( ∞∑
m=0

bmvm) = ( n

∑
k=0

xk(u∗st)k) ⋅ ( ∞∑
m=0

bm
√
dm(F ∗F )−mtt (u∗st)m)

= x0b0

√
d0(F ∗F )0tt ⋅ 1 + (x1b0√d0(F ∗F )0tt + x0b1√d1(F ∗F )−1tt )u∗st +⋯

+ (xnb0√d0(F ∗F )0tt + xn−1b1√d1(F ∗F )−1tt +⋯+ x0bn√dn(F ∗F )−ntt )(u∗st)n
+ (xnb1√d1(F ∗F )−1tt + xn−1b2√d2(F ∗F )−2tt +⋯+ x0bn+1√dn+1(F ∗F )−n−1tt ) (u∗st)n+1 +⋯
which is written as

(x0b0)v0 + (x1b0
√
d0d

−1
1
(F ∗F )tt + x0b1) v1 +⋯

+ (xnb0
√
d0d−1n (F ∗F )ntt + xn−1b1

√
d1d−1n (F ∗F )n−1tt +⋯ + x0bn)vn

+ (xnb1
√
d1d

−1
n+1(F ∗F )ntt + xn−1b2

√
d2d

−1
n+1(F ∗F )n−1tt +⋯+ x0bn+1)vn+1 +⋯.

Using dm ≈ rmq where rq =
Nq +√N2

q − 4
2

, the L2-norm of the above is

equivalent to

∥(xk

√
r−kq (F ∗F )ktt)

0≤k≤n

∗ (bm)m∈N0
∥
ℓ2(N0)

(3.31)
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up to constant where ∗ is the natural convolution product of sequences. By

taking the supremum over all possible (bm)m ∈ ℓ2(N0) we obtain

∥ n

∑
k=0

xk(u∗st)k∥
Cr(O+F )

≳ n

∑
k=0

xk ⋅ r−k
2

q (F ∗F )k2tt. (3.32)

For the upper bound, we have

∥ n

∑
k=0

xk(u∗st)k∥
Cr(O+F )

≤
n

∑
k=0

xk ∥(u∗st)k∥Cr(O+F )

≲ n

∑
k=0

xk ∥(u∗st)k∥L2(O+
F
)
=

n

∑
k=0

xk ⋅ (F ∗F )
k
2

tt√
dk

.

Here the second inequality ≲ follows from Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3.

�

The sharp estimate (3.29) for analytic polynomials with single generators

ust is applicable to prove that the function ∥F ∥2k in (3.6) is optimal up to

constant. Recall that dk ≈ rkq where rq =
Nq +√N2

q − 4
2

.

Corollary 3.6. Let O+F be of non-Kac type with a canonical F -matrix and

let ϕ ∶ N0 → (0,∞) be a function. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) For any f ∈ Polk(O+F ), we have ∥f∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ϕ(k) ∥f∥L2(O+

F
).

(2) ϕ(k) ≳ ∥F ∥2k for all k ∈ N0.

Proof. First of all, (2)⇒ (1) is clear thanks to Theorem 3.1, and let us prove

the converse direction (1)⇒ (2). By Theorem 3.5 and the assumptions, we

have

λ−k1 r
−k

2

q ≲ ∥(u∗11)k∥Cr(O+F )
= ∥(u11)k∥Cr(O+F )

(3.33)

≤ ϕ(k) ∥(u11)k∥L2(O+
F
)
≈ ϕ(k)λk

1r
−k

2

q (3.34)

for all k ∈ N0, which implies ϕ(k) ≳ λ−2k
1
= ∥F ∥2k. �

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Central L2 − L∞ multipliers. A central multiplier Tϕ ∶ Pol(O+F ) →
Pol(O+F ) is identified with a sequence ϕ = (ϕ(k))k∈N0

such that

Tϕ(f) = ϕ(k)f, f ∈ Polk(O+F ). (4.1)

Recall that Corollary 3.6 shows that a central multiplier Tϕ satisfies

∥Tϕ(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ϕ(k) ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (4.2)
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for all f ∈ Polk(O+F ) if and only if ϕ(k) ≳ ∥F ∥2k. In this section, we discuss

a slightly different problem, namely characterization of L2-L∞ bounded-

ness of central multipliers.

Theorem 4.1. Let O+F be of non-Kac type with a canonical F -matrix and

let ϕ ∶ N0 → (0,∞) be a function. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) The associated central multiplier Tϕ ∶ Pol(O+F )→ Pol(O+F ) satisfies

∥Tϕ(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) , f ∈ Pol(O+F ). (4.3)

(2)
∞

∑
k=0

ϕ(k)2 ∥F ∥−4k <∞.

Proof. For (2)⇒ (1) part, let us repeat the arguments in [FHL+17, BVY21]

with our improved norm estimates (3.6). For any orthogonal decomposition

f =
∞

∑
k=0

fk with fk ∈ Polk(O+F ), we have

∥Φt(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≤
∞

∑
k=0

ϕ(k) ∥fk∥Cr(O+F )
(4.4)

≲ ∞∑
k=0

ϕ(k) ∥F ∥2k ∥fk∥L2(O+
F
) ≤ ( ∞∑

k=0

ϕ(k)2 ∥F ∥4k)
1

2 ∥f∥L2(O+
F
) (4.5)

by the Hölder inequality.

For the converse direction (1)⇒ (2), recall that the L2-norm of
n

∑
k=0

xk(u11)k
is given by ( n

∑
k=0

∣xk∣2λ2k
1

dk
)

1

2

by Lemma 3.2. Then, combining with our as-

sumption and Theorem 3.5, we obtain

( n

∑
k=0

b2k)
1

2

= ∥ n

∑
k=0

bkλ
−k
1

√
dk(u11)k∥

L2(O+
F
)

≳ ∥ n

∑
k=0

ϕ(k)bkλ−k1 √dk(u11)k∥
Cr(O+F )

(4.6)

=∥ n

∑
k=0

ϕ(k)bkλ−k1 √dk(u∗11)k∥
Cr(O+F )

≳

n

∑
k=0

ϕ(k)bkλ−2k1 (4.7)

for any non-negative real numbers b0, b1,⋯, bn ≥ 0. Thus, by taking the

supremum over all sequences (bk)k∈N0
such that

∞

∑
k=0

b2k ≤ 1, we can conclude

that (ϕ(k)λ−2k
1
)k∈N0

is square-summable. �

An important application of Theorem 4.1 is the accurate optimal time tF
for ultracontractivity of the heat semigroup (Φt)t>0 satisfying that

∥Φt(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (4.8)
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for all f ∈ Pol(O+F ) if and only if t > tF . The optimal time bounds

2(Nq − 2) log ∥F ∥ ≤ tF ≤ 2Nq log ∥F ∥ . (4.9)

have been proved in [FHL+17, BVY21] where Nq = Tr(F ∗F ). From now

on, let us demonstrate how Theorem 4.1 implies

tF = 2
√
N2

q − 4 log ∥F ∥ . (4.10)

The heat semigroup (Φt)t>0 consists of completely positive linear maps

Φt ∶ Cr(O+F )→ Cr(O+F ) determined by

Φt(u(k)ij ) = e−tcku(k)ij (4.11)

for all k ∈ N0 and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ nk. Here ck = U ′k(Nq)
Uk(Nq) and Uk is the k-th

Chebyshev polynomial defined by U0(x) = 1, U1(x) = x and xUk(x) =
Uk+1(x) +Uk−1(x). An explicit formula for Uk is given by

Uk(x) = (1
2
)k+1 (x +

√
x2 − 4)k+1 − (x −√x2 − 4)k+1√

x2 − 4 (4.12)

Lemma 4.2. For any k ∈ N we have

U ′k(x)
Uk(x) = k + 1√

x2 − 4 ⋅ (1 + 2(x −√x2 − 4)k+1(x +√x2 − 4)k+1 − (x −√x2 − 4)k+1) − x

x2 − 4 .
(4.13)

In particular, we have lim
k→∞

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩ck −
k + 1√
N2

q − 4
⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ = −

Nq

N2
q − 4 .

Now we are ready to compute the optimal time tF for ultracontractivity

of the heat semigroup (Φt)t>0 of O+F .

Corollary 4.3. Let O+F be of non-Kac type with a canonical F -matrix. Then

the heat semigroup (Φt)t>0 satisfies

∥Φt(f)∥Cr(O+F )
≲ ∥f∥L2(O+

F
) (4.14)

for all f ∈ Pol(O+F ) if and only if t > 2√N2
q − 4 log ∥F ∥.

Proof. It is enough to show that
∞

∑
k=0

e−2tck ∥F ∥4k < ∞ holds precisely when

t > 2√N2
q − 4 log ∥F ∥. First of all, if t ≤ 2√N2

q − 4 log ∥F ∥, then

lim inf
k→∞

log (e−2tck ∥F ∥4k) = lim inf
k→∞

(−2tck + 4k log ∥F ∥) (4.15)

= lim inf
k→∞

2(k + 1) ⋅ ⎛⎝− t√
N2

q − 4 + 2 log ∥F ∥
⎞⎠ ≥ 0 (4.16)
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which implies lim inf
k→∞

e−2tck ∥F ∥4k ≥ 1 and
∞

∑
k=0

e−2tck ∥F ∥4k =∞.

On the other hand, if t > 2
√
N2

q − 4 log ∥F ∥, then
∞

∑
k=0

e−2tck ∥F ∥4k < ∞
follows thanks to the root test

lim
k→∞
(e−2tck ∥F ∥4k) 1

k+1 = e−
2t√
N2
q −4 ∥F ∥4 < 1. (4.17)

�

4.2. Comparison between the complex interpolation and the real inter-

polation spaces. Associated to a compatible pair of Banach spaces (X0,X1)
are interpolation spaces (X0,X1)θ and (X0,X1)θ,q, which are defined by

the complex method and the real method respectively. For a semifinite von

Neumann algebra M with a normal semifinite faithful trace ϕ, the follow-

ing interpolation spaces Lp(M) = (M,M∗) 1
p

and Lp,p(M) = (M,M∗) 1
p
,p

have equivalent norms. However, the equivalence is no longer true in the

non-tracial setting as noted in [PX03, Example 3.3]. Indeed, the interpola-

tion spaces Lp(B(ℓ2)) and Lp,p(B(ℓ2)) do not have equivalent norms with

respect to ϕ(x) = Tr(xD) with any diagonal injective positive operator

D ∈ S1(ℓ2) whose trace is 1.

We apply Theorem 3.1 to establish an analogous result for free orthog-

onal quantum groups O+F . More precisely, in Theorem 4.6, we prove that

Lp(O+F ) and Lp,p(O+F ) have equivalent norms for some 1 < p ≠ 2 <∞ if and

only if O+F is of Kac type, i.e. the Haar state is tracial.

Our strategy is to generalize some methods developed in [You18] to non-

Kac O+F . Let us begin with the dual statement of Theorem 3.1 with modify-

ing the proof of [You18, Proposition 3.7] for non-Kac cases. We denote by∥A∥S2
n

the Schatten 2-norm Tr(A∗A) 12 for A ∈Mn(C).
Proposition 4.4. Let O+F be a free orthogonal quantum group of non-Kac

type. Then we have

sup
k∈N0

{ √dk∥F ∥2k ∥f̂(k)Q(k) 12 ∥S2
nk

} ≲ ∥f∥L1(O+
F
) (4.18)

for all f ∈ Pol(O+F ).
Proof. Recall that ∥f∥L1(O+

F
) = sup {h(x∗f) ∶ x ∈ Pol(O+F ), ∥x∥Cr(O+F )

≤ 1}.
By Theorem 3.1 for any k ∈ N0 we have

∥f∥L1(O+
F
) ≥ suph(x∗f) = sup{dkTr(f̂(k)Q(k)x̂(k)∗)} (4.19)
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where the supremum runs over all x ∈ Polk(O+F ) such that

Cq ∥F ∥2k+2∥F ∥2 − 1 ⋅
√
dk ∥x̂(k)Q(k) 12 ∥

S2
nk

≤ 1. (4.20)

Thus for any k ∈ N0 we obtain

∥f∥L1(O+
F
) ≥
∥F ∥2 − 1
Cq ∥F ∥2k+2 ⋅

√
dk ∥f̂(k)Q(k) 12 ∥

S2
nk

, (4.21)

which is the desired conclusion. �

Now let us apply a generalized Marcinkiewicz theorem to interpolate

Proposition 4.4 and the Plancherel identity with adapting the proof of [You18,

Theorem 3.8] for non-Kac O+F .

Theorem 4.5. Let O+F be a free orthogonal quantum group of non-Kac type.

Then for any 1 < p ≤ 2 we have

⎛⎝∑k≥0
d

p

2

k∥F ∥2k(2−p) ∥f̂(k)Q(k)
1

2 ∥p
S2
nk

⎞⎠
1

p ≲ ∥f∥Lp,p(O+
F
) (4.22)

for all f ∈ Pol(O+F ) whose Fourier coefficients are f̂(k).
Proof. Let us define a linear map T ∶ Pol(O+F )→⊕

k≥0

Mnk
(C) given by

(Tf)(k) = ∥F ∥2k√dkf̂(k)Q(k) 12 . (4.23)

First of all, the Plancherel theorem tells us that T extends to an isometry

T ∶ L2(O+F ) → ℓ2((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν) with respect to the measure ν(k) = ∥F ∥−4k.

Moreover, T is of weak type (1,1) thanks to Proposition 4.4. Indeed, we

have a universal constant C > 0 such that

∑
k∶∥(Tf)(k)∥

S2
nk

>y

ν(k) ≤ ∑
k∶C∥F ∥4k∥f∥

L1(O+
F
)>y

ν(k), (4.24)

for any y > 0. Note that the right hand side is 0 if f = 0. For f ≠ 0 cases, let

k0 be the smallest natural number such that C ∥f∥L1(O+
F
) > y ∥F ∥−4k0 . Then

the right hand side is given by

∞

∑
k=k0

∥F ∥−4k = ∥F ∥−4k0
1 − ∥F ∥−4 <

C ∥f∥L1(O+
F
)(1 − ∥F ∥−4) y ≲
∥f∥L1(O+

F
)

y
. (4.25)

Thus, applying [BS88, Theorem 1.12], we obtain that

T ∶ (L2(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 2−p
p

,p → (ℓ2((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν), ℓ1,∞((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν)) 2−p

p
,p

(4.26)
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is bounded. Note that

(ℓ2((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν), ℓ1,∞((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν)) 2−p

p
,p = ℓp((S2

nk
)k≥0, ν) (4.27)

by [BL76, Theorem 5.3.2] and we have

(L2(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 2−p
p

,p (4.28)

= ((L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
2

, (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F ))1) 2−p
p

,p (4.29)

= (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p
,p = Lp,p(O+F ). (4.30)

Hence, T ∶ Lp,p(O+F ) → ℓp((S2
nk
)k≥0, ν) is bounded and the resulting

inequality is (4.22).

�

Lastly, by applying Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 4.5, we obtain the following

discrimination of the interpolation spaces.

Theorem 4.6. Let O+F be a free orthogonal quantum group with a canonical

F -matrix. Then Lp(O+F ) and Lp,p(O+F ) have equivalent norms for some

1 < p ≠ 2 <∞ if and only if O+F is of Kac type.

Proof. Let us focus on the only if part since the other direction is auto-

matic in the tracial setting. If we assume that the interpolation spaces

Lp,p(O+F ) = (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1
p
,p and Lp(O+F ) = (L∞(O+F ),L1(O+F )) 1

p

have equivalent norms for some 1 < p < 2. Then we should have

⎛⎝∑k≥0
d

p

2

k∥F ∥2k(2−p) ∥f̂(k)Q(k)
1

2∥p
S2
nk

⎞⎠
1

p ≲ ∥f∥Lp(O+
F
) (4.31)

for all f ∈ Lp(O+F ) by Theorem 4.5. To show that (4.31) leads us to a

contraction, let us take

f =
n

∑
k=0

xk

√
dk ∥F ∥ (4−p)kp (u11)k ∈ Pol(O+F ) (4.32)

whose Fourier coefficients are given by

f̂(k) = xkd
− 1

2

k ∥F ∥ (4−3p)kp ξkξ
∗
k ∈ B(Hk) ⊆ B(H⊗k1

) (4.33)

where ξk = e1 ⊗ e1 ⊗⋯⊗ e1 ∈ Hk ⊆ H⊗k1
. In this case, the left hand side of

(4.31) is given by

( n

∑
k=0

∣xk∣p ∥F ∥−kp Tr(ξkξ∗kQ(k))p2)
1

p

= ( n

∑
k=0

∣xk∣p)
1

p

(4.34)
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and the right hand side of (4.31) is estimated by

∥f∥Lp(O+
F
) = ∥ n

∑
k=0

xk

√
dk ∥F ∥ (4−p)kp λ

4k
p

1
(u∗11)k∥

Lp(O+
F
)

(4.35)

≤ ∥ n

∑
k=0

xk

√
dk ∥F ∥−k (u∗11)k∥

L2(O+
F
)

= ( n

∑
k=0

∣xk∣2)
1

2

. (4.36)

Here the equality in (4.35) is thanks to [Wan17, Lemma 3.4 (c)]. Combining

all the above arguments, we can see that the formal identity from ℓ2(N0)
into ℓp(N0) is a bounded map, which is a contradiction for any 1 < p < 2.

The conclusion for the cases 2 < p < ∞ follows from the standard duality

arguments [Cal64, Section 1.21], [BL76, Theorem 3.7.1]. �
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théorème de Jolissaint. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math., 307(14):771–774,

1988.

[dlS09] Mikael de la Salle. Strong Haagerup inequalities with operator coefficients. J.

Funct. Anal., 257(12):3968–4002, 2009.

[FHL+17] Uwe Franz, Guixiang Hong, François Lemeux, Michaël Ulrich, and Haonan
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