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HARDY’S THEOREM FOR THE (k, %)—FOURIER TRANSFORM
HANEN JILANI AND SELMA NEGZAOUI

ABSTRACT. By comparing a function and its (k, 2)—Fourier transform to a Gaussian ana-
logue, we establish a Hardy-type uncertainty principle. We extend these results to an LP — L9
framework, proving a Cowling-Price-type theorem for the (k, %)—Fourier transform. Optimal
cases are identified and discussed in detail for both theorems. Furthermore, we investigate
the heat equation in this context, deriving a dynamical version of Hardy’s theorem that
illustrates the temporal evolution of the uncertainty principle in this generalized setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Heisenberg uncertainty principle states that the position and momentum of a quantum
particle cannot be measured simultaneously with arbitrary precision. This fundamental
concept has been widely analyzed through the interplay between a function and its Fourier
transform. In 1933, Hardy [12] demonstrated a striking mathematical manifestation of this
principle by showing that a function and its Fourier transform cannot both decay too rapidly
compared to the Gaussian, which is optimally localized in both time and frequency domains.
More precisely, let a and b be two positive constants, and let f be a measurable function on
R satisfying R

f@)]Sem  and  |f(z)] S e

Then f = 0 almost everywhere if ab > i, and f(z) = Ce™" for some constant C' if ab = i.
Hardy presented two distinct proofs of his theorem, both involving holomorphic functions
and relying on results from complex analysis. The first proof utilizes the Phragmén-Lindelof
principle for entire functions. The second proof also involves entire functions but relies
solely onLiouville’s theorem, particularly in the case when ab > i. Building on a Phragmén-
Lindel6f-type lemma, Cowling and Price [4] extended Hardy’s theorem by replacing pointwise
Gaussian bounds on f with Gaussian decay conditions in the LP norm for f and the L?
norm for f. Explicitly, for 1 < p,q < +o00 such that min(p, ¢) is finite, they established the
following LP — L4 version of Hardy’s theorem: Let f be a measurable function on R satisfying

2 b2/\
e f el and ™ f € LY,

where a,b > 0. Then: If ab > i, then it follows that f = 0 almost everywhere. If ab < i
then there exist infinitely many linearly independent functions satisfying these conditions.

Recently, a significant advancement in understanding this fundamental theorem was achieved
by [7], which provided a proof that does not rely on complex analysis but instead uses real-
variable methods by considering Schrodinger evolutions. This result highlights the deep

Date: March 4, 2025.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 42A38, 44A15, 33C10 Secondly 35A22.
Key words and phrases. Hardy’s Theorem, Generalized Fourier transform, Cowling-Price Theorem, Bessel
functions, Heat equation.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.01094v1

2 HANEN JILANI AND SELMA NEGZAOUI

connection between harmonic analysis and partial differential equations. References [14]
and [8] explore various dynamical versions of the Hardy uncertainty principle for the Fourier
transform, including applications to the heat equation.

In this paper, we aim to establish Hardy’s theorem in the setting of the one-dimensional
(k, %)—generalized Fourier transform, introduced by Ben Said, Kobayashi, and Orsted in
[16] and [I7]. Their approach provides a deformation of the classical setting by considering
the Hamiltonian

Apa = [l2]*7* Ak — [zl
where the deformation parameter a is a positive real number arising from the interpolation
of minimal unitary representations of two distinct reductive groups, and A is the Dunkl
Laplacian. In the one-dimensional case, it states as:

Mf) = 1'@)+ gy RIS TED S crvge)

The generator Ay, allows the construction of a (k, a)—generalized Fourier transform, given
by

im _ T
Frq = e2a3<k>NFa=2) oy <2_Ak,a) .
a

It was shown in [I7] that Fj , admits an integral representation involving a kernel By, and
shares several properties with the classical case, such as the Plancherel formula and others.

Many challenging questions remain open, even in the one-dimensional case. For instance,
one can mention the invariance of the Schwartz space by Fj, and the boundedness of the
kernel By, as discussed in [10]. The Hardy uncertainty principle has been established only
for the case a = 2, which corresponds to the Dunkl transform for arbitrary & > 0 (cf. [9])
and to the classical Fourier transform when £ = 0. In this work, we extend the result to the
case a = %, where n is a positive integer, in dimension N = 1. For clarity, we simplify the
notation by writing Fj,,, and By, instead of ]-"k7 2 and Bk7 2 respectively.

The kernel By ,,(z, A) has the following express?on in terms of normalized Bessel functions

of indices o = kn — 5 and o + n:

ﬁ)nr(/ﬁn —5+1)
2" T'(kn+ 3 +1)

Clearly, the fractional power of Az in the expansion of the kernel By (., \) prevents Fj , f,
from being an entire function—a crucial hypothesis for proving Hardy’s theorem via complex
analysis. To adress this challenge, we developped two specific deformations of F ,,, denoted
by 71 and 75 (cf. Section [B]). By introducing these deformations, we are able to apply a
Phragmén-Lindelof-type lemma to the new operators and thereby extend Hardy’s theorem
to the generalized Fourier transform F, ,,.

This approach has enabled us to establish the following Hardy-type theorem for the
(k, 2)—Fourier transform:

Bionlw, \) = jn—z (n|Az[) + (—i)"( AL (n) x| 7). (1.2)

Theorem 1.1. Let a and b be positive real numbers. Consider a measurable function f on
R satisfying the following inequalities:

F()| < € emmalel®, (1.3)
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and
Frnf(2)] < Cembiel®, (1.4)
Then:
1. If ab > i, then f = 0.

2
2. If ab= 1, then f(z) = Xe """ for some constant \.
3. If ab < i, there exist infinitely many functions satisfying the given conditions.

Using similar techniques, we obtain an analog of the Cowling-Price theorem. Note that
the Hardy theorem was proved for the Dunkl transform (i.e. n =1 and £ > 0) in [9]. In
[15], several qualitative uncertainty principles, including a Hardy-type theorem, were studied
for the linear canonical deformed Hankel transform, particularly for Fj,, but only in the
case n = 1. Many other works have explored Hardy’s theorem in different settings; see, for
instance, [I8| 1], 20, 19, 5]. The Phragmén-Lindel6f lemma plays a crucial role in the proofs
of these results. However, dynamic versions of the Hardy uncertainty principle for the most
recent transformations have not yet been explored.

In Section 4, we develop a dynamic version of Hardy’s theorem within the framework of
the heat equation, providing new insights into the evolution of the uncertainty principle in
this setting. The obtained result holds, encompassing the cases of the Dunkl transform and
the Hankel transform, representing an entirely new contribution.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some background information and derive key technical result
necessary for our main objective. The core result is an integral representation of u”j,1p (1),
which extends the Poisson integral representation of the normalized Bessel function for in-
dices o > —%.

2.1. (k, %)—Fourier transform and the Gaussian analogue. Consider n a positive in-
teger, a = %, and k > "2—;1 The one-dimentional (k, %)—generalized Fourier transform has
the integral form:

FinfO) = [ £l V(o). 2.1)

where By ,(z,\) is the kernel given by (L2) and duy,(x) is the weighted measure defined
as:

1 n k"‘% 2
At (1) = (—) 2221 2.9
Hin () 2T (kn — 2+ 1) \2 = v (2:2)

For 1 < p < +o0, let’s denote L}, = LP(R, dyy,), the space of measurable functions on R
satisfying

£l = ( / |f<x>|pduk,n<x>) < +oo,
’ R
and for p = +o0,
Iz, = essoup £(2)] = (M 2 0; 1 < M ppae.)
TEe
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It is well known from [I7] that the operator Fy, : Li,, — L{,, is unitary and satisfies the
Plancherel formula:

[ Frnfllez, = Ifllez, - (2.3)
Furthermore, the inversion formula is given in [I7, Theorem 5.3]:
Finf (@) = Finf((-=1)"2),  x€R. (2.4)
For even functions, [3, Proposition 5.2] establishes the relation:
1

“) AER,

Fenf(A) = WHkn—%(gn)(M

where g, is the function defined on (0,400) by g,(t) = f((£)"), and the Hankel transform
is given by
1 Foo

_ . 20+1
o 2a_1F(OA + 1) 0 f(t)]a(t)\)t - dt.

Ha(f)(A)

2
We claim that the function e™*!™ where a is a positive real number, serves as the analogue
of the Gaussian function in our setting. Indeed, we have

—an|.|% 1 g2 B
f]@n <6 ) ([E) — WHK.”_%(Q n ) <|1’ n) .
That is, from [I1], (14)]
_na‘w‘% ]_ 77L\ac\%
fk,n (6 > (IL’) = We da | (25)

This function plays a central role in proving Hardy’s theorem.

It is worth mentioning that when a = % and k > "2—;1, the kernel By, ,, is bounded on R. This
allows us to conclude that there exists a positive constant C(k,n) = || Bi.nll satisfying, for
all f el |

[ Frnflloge, < CR;n)l[fllry - (2.6)

Further discussions on the boundedness of the kernel By, for arbitrary a can be found in
the references [10), 6] [13].

2.2. Generalized integral representation of Bessel function. Regarding (L2)), while
the even part of the kernel By, is provided by the normalized Bessel function j, of index a:

00 _1\k 2\ 2k
ja(2) = 2°T(a+ 1) a(2) = T(a+1) ) k!F(< +1)k: +1) O

the odd part can, after making an appropriate substitution, be expressed in terms of 4™ jq,(u).
This splitting has served to establish a product formula for By, in [3]. Indeed it was shown
that the product of two kernels can be written as an integral of the kernel with weighted
measure involving Gegenbauer polynomials of ordre o and degree n,
1
Cl(t) = — —1)*
)= 7 2D

I'(n—k+a)

H(n 20 (2t)" 2", (2.7)
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By virtue of [21], (3) p.48], for a > —%, the normalized Bessel function j, has the Poisson
integral representation
. T (a + 1) 1 9 1
Jalz) = 2—/ (1 —t%)*72 cos(at)dt. (2.8)
ﬁ F(OK + %) 0
For the odd part, we establish a generalized Poisson integral representation (2.8]), which
provides an integral formula for u"j,.,(u).

Lemma 2.1. Let o > —%. Then

1
Wsn() =t [ CLO(1 = ) cos(ut +n3)dt, 2.9)
0
where the constant a, p s given by
22a+nn!
Aon = (a+n)B(a, 0 + n), (2.10)
T

and C) is the Gegenbauer polynomial of ordre o and degree n given by (2.7).
Proof. Starting by the Poisson integral representation (28], we assert that

_ (a+n+1)
 Yrl(a+n+1

Using a partial integration, we find, since

unja—i-n(u)

1
)u"/ (1 — £2)2"~2 cos(ut) dt.
0

n—1 2\atn—1 UNE
[u (1—1t%) 2 cos(tu + 5)} =0,
0

that

, 2 (a+n+1) _1/%1 atn_l m
nan = - n — [(1 =)™ 2 t —)\dkt.
W et () Jilla+n+d) )y @ [( ) }COS(“ 3

After n integrations by parts, we obtain

n

, 2l (a+n+1) . _ s
n o — § —1)m R, (t n—m ¢ n
W Jaren (1) Vil(a+n+3) m:l( ) 1{t)u™ cos(u —I—m2) .
2l (a+n+1)

\/%T(a—l—njté)(_l)n/o R,(s) cos(ut+n§)dt,

where, for m € {0,1,...,n},

Ry(z) = (%)m (1— 2?2

Rodrigues’ formula [21, p.114] enables us to express R, (x) in terms of the Gegenbauer
polynomial C*) as follows:

Roy(x) = T H 200m ) g ynemband (2.11)

(=2)™(@)m "
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I'(a+mn)
()
Notice that when m € {1,...,n}, we have R,,_1(1) = 0. On the other hand, from (211, we
can derive that if m is even, then R,,_; is an odd polynomial, which implies that R,,_1(0) = 0.
If m is odd, we can write m = 2p+1, leading to cos(ut+m7) = (—1)P sin (ut), which vanishes
when t = 0. Therefore, in both cases, the expression inside the brackets evaluates to zero,

and we obtain

where («), = is the Pochhammer symbol.

o A(a+n+1)

V(o +n+ 3

Combining (212) and (2.11]), we get (2.9]), where
A 20 +n+1)  nI'a+2n)(a)

o Vrl(a+n+ 1) 27T (2a +n)l(a+n)

Finally we deduce (Z.I0) by using the duplication formula for the Gamma function.

" Jorn(u) = (

)/0 R,.(s) cos(ut—l—%r)dt. (2.12)

I'(20c + 2n) | 2%l
Fla+n)I(a+n+3) V7
O
3. HARDY THEOREM
Denote f. and f, the even and the odd parts of f, respectively:
T TR (L1 B R LGB ()
Consider the transformations 7; and 7, which act on the space Ly, as follows:
, 1
Tif(2) = [ oty 002l (0] 3.1
R

and
T = g (5) [ st gttt (32

These transformations are closely related to F ,. Indeed, for all z € R,

Fnf (@) = Tiful@) + Tofol). (3.3)

For these transformations, we have the following lemmas that ensure the analyticity of 77 f
and 7 f in the complex plane C.

Lemma 3.1. Let p € [1,+00], a >0, and f be a measurable function on R satisfying

2
el p ey (3.4)

Then the function Tif is well-defined and entire on C. Furthermore, T1f satisfies the fol-
lowing inequality:
2

vzeC,  [Tif(2)| < O(k,n)eia®),

where C(k,n) is a positive constant depending only on k and n.

(3.5)
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Proof. Consider a function f satisfying (3.4). Note that the mapping z — f.(u)jgn—» (nz|u|w)
defines an entire function on C. For all z € C and ¢ € [0, 1], we have:
znz\u|%t + e—inz|u\%t

2

‘ < lS@IlT (3.6)

| cos(nz|u|wt)| =

Using the fact that

1 1 1 n 1. rl(kn—-2+1)
1 — kn—i—f _ o) — 2 2
/0( *) dt =PG5k =5+3) X (kn—2+1)

we can derive from (Z.8)) that

1
g (mzful )] < BT, (3.7)
Thus, for all R > 0 and for all z € C with |¥(z)| < R, we have

|2k+%—2

' " W 2_
fe(u)]kn_g(nz|u|n)|u < pp(u ‘f nR|u\ |U|2k+n 2|

It suffices to show that ¢p belongs to L'(R) in order to conclude that 77 f is well-defined and
entire on C. This can be demonstrated using Holder’s inequality along with the condition

B4) as follows:
2 2 1
ler|lL®) /‘f nR\u|n () < Hena\~|nfe||Lz,nHe—na|.\"+nR|.\” 5

< 400,

k,n

1,1
where = + = =
> + v

Now, let’s prove mequahty B3).
Applying the Poisson integral representation (2.8)) and performing a change of variables, we
obtain for a = kn — 3,

2n n a1
Tif(z) = \/_F(a + / / fe(t™) u?) cos(nuz) dut dt. (3.8)

Fubini’s theorem and equation (BEI) yield

+o00 +00
Tf(2)] < fra+ / / £ (E)](#2 = )27 tdt O du. (3.9)

Let’s denote the integral

T(u) = / TR — a2t

Note that
1S(2)]

2a

)%

nu|S(2)| = %\s(z)ﬁ + anu® — an(u —
a

then applying Holder’s inequality, we obtain for % + z% =1,

L

2n NNY  no2 +oo 2 z oo B, 7
< _ 1=3(2) / napu” [ g p d / —p’an(u— )? d .
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Making a change of variable, one can easily find when p’ € [1, +00), that

oo 3(2) oo T
e—p’an(u—T)2 _ e—p’amvzdx < e—p’amvzdx _ )
0 130 R pan

Consequently,

B =

“+oo
ITif ()] < Clk,n,p) eE3C7 </ e (1 (w)]" dU) - (3.10)
0
Holder’s inequality leads to

+00 +o0
I(u) < { / | £ (M) (82 — ) _%tdt} { / e—a"p’t2<t2_u2>a—%tdt]

Making a change of variable allows us to compute the last integral as:

+o0 ) —nap’u? 400 T+ 1 ,
/ e (12— 2) 3t df = 67/ e b = O i (31)
" 2(anp’)**z Jo 2(anp’)* 2

3 s

P

which gives
+o00
Iy <c U e (P = ) ‘W} ]
Hence, by (3.10)
“+oo +0o0
TG < Clhvnpa) 2 [ ([ e g = atytear) au
0 u

Using Fubini’s theorem

+0o0o t

TP 20 [T [ = ayetan) e penrca,
which leads to
+oo
|7—1f(2)‘p 5 e%%(z)z / |fe(tn)‘peanptztzkn_n+1dt.
0

Finally, the fact that

+oo 2
/ |fe(tn)|p6anpt2t2kn—n+ldt ,S ean|.| n f‘
0

P
Lk,n

allows to deduce (B.0) for 1 < p < 400.
The case p = 1: It follows from (3.8]) and by making a change of variable that

+oo t
T4 (2)| S etelPOF / ()i / ol (2 — y2)oh gmnalul-
0

0

[S(=)]
2

) dudt,

“+00
S e%ﬁ(z)\z / 6nat2 |f5(tn)|t2a+1dt,
0

A change of variables gives that

n

2
TS e flpy, et

()7
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In the case p = +o0, we obtain:
2 oo 2 1
) < e g, [ et @ =ty hear

As we have (3.11), one can easily deduce

2
I(w) S e |, e e

Thus, [39) leads to

+oo 3(2)]

" =1S(= _na(u— 181
i fe(2)] S 1€ £l e ()2/ Jna(u— 13y

0
Which proves

2

2 n |cx
Tifu(2)] S e M flluge, eBROP, (3.12)

We proceed similarly to prove the result for the second transformation 75.

Lemma 3.2. Let p € [1,+00] and a > 0. Consider f a measurable function on R verifying
relation [B4). Then the function Tof is well-defined and entire on C. Furthermore, Ty f
satisfies the following inequality:

VzeC, |Taf(z)] < C(k,n)ewd®’, (3.13)
where C(k,n) is a positive constant depending only on k and n.

Proof. According to Lemma .1, for o = kn — %, we have
n; 1 ! (a) 2\a—3 1 n
n|ul 2" Josn(nz|uln) = agn | C()(1 —t7)*2 cos(nz|u|=t + n§) dt.
0

Since cos(nz|u|wt + n%) can be seen as £ cos(nz|u|wt) or +sin(nz|u|7t), then in both cases,
for all z € C, and for all ¢ € [0, 1], we get

N 1
‘cos(nz|u|%t+ng)‘ < enS@llul™ (3.14)

Note that, for oo > —%, the Gegenbauer polynomials % are bounded on [0, 1], which leads
to the following upper bound

1
02" iy (n2fu )| < C(h,m) PO (3.15)

where C(k,n) denotes a constant depending on k£ and n. Hence, if we consider R > 0 then,
for all z € C with |¥(z)| < R,

1
n)
Similar argument as for ¢ ensures that ¢ belongs to L'(R), together with the fact that

the mapping 2 — f,(u)u2" jn4n (nz|u|w) is an entire function on C, prove that 73 fy is well
defined and entire on C.

2_ nRlulz 2_
a5 72 < p(u) = Ckyn) | fo(u)e M uf4072)

fo(u)nuz"jk%g (nz|u
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Now, let’s prove (3.13]). Note that = f,(z) is an even function. Then a change of variable
and Lemma 2.T] lead to

oo 1 " S
Tof(2) = C(k,n) / fo(t") / CN"2 (5)(1 — s2)k"~52 cos(nets + ng)ds t2hn=ntl it
0 0

Therefore, by a change of variable,

o] t
TS [ 15 [ (= ) E H costnzu+ )l dutdr
0

0
Using Fubini’s theorem and inequality (3.14]), we obtain:

00 —+o00
T2f(2)| S / / | £(tM)|(82 — w572 tdt e"MISE gy, (3.16)
0 u

Here we regognize similar integral as provided in the inequality (3.9), the only difference
resides in considering f, instead of f.. Since, for all p € [1, +o0],

" 2
||ean|.|nf0||L£7n < ||ean|.|n f“LZ’n,
similar discussions as in the proof of Lemma [3.1] allows to derive
7 n 2
[ Tafo(2)] S e M7 flp  eBelSEN,
O

Before adressing the proof of our main result, we shall recall the Phragmén-Lindelof type
lemmas (cf. [9, 11]).

Lemma 3.3 (Phragmén-Lindelof for p > 1). Let p € [1,+o0[ and h be an entiere function
on C. We assume that ,
vz € C, |h(z)| < C e,

and

1
Iisllis = ( [ Ino)Ploftan)” <40,

where C' and a are positive constants. RThen h =0.
Lemma 3.4 (Phragmén-Lindel6f for p = +00). Let h be an entiere function C, we suppose:

VzeC,  |h(z)] < C P,
and

gl e = essilelg |h(z)| < +oo.
for some positive constants a and C. Then h is a constant on C.
Proof of Theorem 1.1l Consider the functions hy and hoy, defined by:

hi(z) = e Tif(2), and  ho(z) = ete® Tof (2). (3.17)

One can see, according to Lemma [3.1] and Lemma [3.2] that h; and hy are entire functions
on C. Moreover from (B.5]) and (813]), we have:

|ha(2)] S eda™C), (3.18)
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and
|ha(2)] < et (3.19)
Note that for z € R, we have T f(z) = Fpnfe(a™) = 5(Fenf(a") + Funf(—2"™)) and
Tof (x) = Frnfolz") = %(.Fknf(:c") — Frnf(—2™)). Condition (4] implies that
e Funf (@) < C and €™ | Fonf(—2")| < C.

Hence

e"bxz’ﬁf(a?)‘ <C, I=1,2.

1
Consequently, for p € [1,+o0c) and ab > 7,
/ |hl($)‘p‘x|2kn_n+ldl’ 5 / 6_np(b_ﬁ)x2|$‘2kn_n+ldx < 400.
R R

Lemma B3] implies that h; and hy are identically zero. That is Fy,fe(.") = 0 and
Frnfol™) = 0. Specifically, for all z € (0, +00),
Finfe(@") =0 and Finfo(z")=0

As the mapping x — 2" establishes a bijection from R, into itself, it follows that for all
z € (0,400),
Finfe(x) =0 and Frnfo(x)=0.
Since
Finfe = (Fenf), and Finfo= (Finf),,
we deduce that for all z € R,

(Finf), (@) =0 and  (Finf), (@) =0,
Therefore
fk,nf = 07

which leads to f =0 a.e.
2. The case a.b = ;. The inequalities (3.I8) and (BI9) remain valid. In accordance
with condition (.4]), we obtain

h1(2)] = |Finfela™e™| <O and  |ho(2)] = |Finfola™)ets
Applying Lemma [3.4] we conclude that:
hl(Z) = )\1 and hQ(Z) = )\2,

=

2

<C

where A1, Ay € C. Thus,
Tif(2) = Ae™  and Tof (2) = A",
In particular, for all x € R,
(Frnd), (27) = Frnfe(@™) = Me™™  and (Fiunf), (2") = Frenfola™) = e ™. (3.20)

Note that if n is an odd integer then Fj , f,(2") becomes an odd function and the equality
(B3:20) holds only when Ay = 0. Consequently,

VreR, Finf(z") = Ale_"b‘w‘Q.

2
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Using that the mapping x + 2™ establishes a bijection from R into itself for n odd integer,

2
Fionf(x) = A" (3.21)
By inverting ([B.21)) and from relation (2.5)), we obtain

2
f(z) = Ce™mdel™  ge.
If n is even integer, ([3.20)) still true for > 0, which yield

2 2
(Finf), (x) = Me™™ and (Fpnf), (v) = Age el
Thus, for all z € R, we derive that

Finf (@) = Funfulw) + Fiafole) = ( + sgn(a)Ag)e .

By applying the inverse formula, we obtain

fe(z) = Ce‘"“‘x‘% a.e.
and

—i)"n nyetn Yo 1 9
fo(x) = A2 m <§> / LU o (Nt | w)u? du,
0

Using formula [21] p.394], we get
(—i)"T'(kn + 1)nkrt2 Rt nale)? n n 2
= V nalel™ gy (k4 2 4 15 nala]
fo(x) )\2I2(nb)%(k"_%+2)F(kn+ ) (v/na) e 1 1(27 ntg+ ;nalz|n),

where 1 F is the confluent hypergeometric function. Since %, kn + 4 + 1 and nalz|= are
positive, it follows that
n n n
1F1(§; kn + 5t 1;na|x\%) > 1F1(§; kn + 5T 1;0) = 1.
This implies that f, satisfies condition (L3) of Hardy’s theorem if and only if Ay = 0.
Consequently, we conclude that when ab = i, the only functions that can be controlled by
a Gaussian-type function, along with their (k, %)—Fourier transform, are those of the form

f(z) = C ekl

2
3. When ab < 1, we take a < § < - and we consider the family of functions fs(z) = e=°"l*I™
These functions satisfy the conditions (L3]) and (L.4]). O

Using similar techniques, we derive an LP — L4 version of Hardy’s theorem, which we refer
to as the Cowling-Price theorem.

n

Theorem 3.5. Consider a,b > 0, 1 < p,q < 400 such that min(p,q) < +oo. Lef f be a
mesurable function on R satisfying
et fllp < oo, (3.22)
and ,
||e"b|x|ﬂ]:k7nf||LZm < 4o00. (3.23)
Then we have
1. If a.b > i, then f =0 almost everywhere.
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2. If a.b < i, then there exist infinitely many linearly independ functions satisfying the

conditions (3.22)) and (3.23).

Proof. For ab > i, we proceed similarly to the proof of Theorem [[LI. We consider h; and hs

as in (B.I7), which satisfy the relations (3I8) and (B.19).

Let ¢ < 4o00.
2
R ,n

Similarly, we have:
2
/ haf@)[?Ja e < € M By £l < oo
R n

According to Lemma [3.3] it follows that:
hy =hy =0

As in the proof of Hardy’s theorem, by using the arguments of evenness and oddness, we
find that
f=0 ae.

Let ¢ = 400 and p € [1,+00).

2
€nbm2(fk,nf)e(l’n)€_nbm eta® < Henb|.|n‘/~"k,”f||LZOn < 00

|71l = esssup
zeR

and

" 2
" (Frf)ola™)e ™ et | < ||€nb|'|n]:kv"f||L§n < foo

| AL = esssup
zeR

Then, Lemma [3.4] establishes that:

.Fk,nfe(xn> - Cle_ﬁmz, and fk,nfo(xn) = 026_%x2.
But the assumption ([B3.23)) on Fj . f gives that:
‘Fk,nfe(xn> 5 e—nbm2 and fk,nfo(xn> 5 e—nbm2'

This is impossible since ab > i unless if C; = C5 = 0. Then f = 0 almost everywhere on R.
2. When ab < i, the same family of functions provided in the proof of Theorem [Tl satisfies

the conditions (8.22)) and (3:23)). O

4. A DYNAMICAL VERSION OF HARDY’S UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE

By considering the Dunkl Laplacian Ay, defined by (ILT]), the heat operator associated
with (k, 2)—Fourier transform is given as follows:

Hyn(t, 2) = nlz|> % Alu(t, ) — ul(t, z), (4.1)

where v € R and ¢t > 0. Here, the superscript in A} indicates the relevant variable. Note
that a slight modification of the operator (d.1]) was considered in [l p.12-14] to introduce a
heat function that serves to approximate functions in L ,. Our choice in this paper is based
on the Gaussian analogue in Hardy’s theorem. The generalized heat equation stands as

Hynu(t,x) =0. (4.2)
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As in the classical case, we introduce a Sobolev-type space to utilize the (k, %)—Fourier
transform in solving (&2). Let W, denote the Sobolev space constructed via the operator

|22~ Ay, defined as the subspace of L3, such that Z|2 % Arf € Ly
Notably, the operator |:1:|2_%Ak can be introduced in L ,, under the condition 2k + 2-2>0,
by

Fion([2P7AL) = —|z]7 0 Fipe (4.3)
This property, along with others arising from the representation-theoretic construction of

Fin, can be found in [I7, Theorem 5.6]. Hence, applying Fj, to the heat equation (£.2),
we obtain:

0, F () (€) = —nl€]n Fiom(ur) (€). (4.4)

If we consider the initial condition

uo(x) = u(0,x) € szn(]R),

then we get

2
Frm()(€) = ™ Fy uo (€). (4.5)
Invoking relation (1)), we assert, for ¢ > 0, that

T e
Frn (ﬂ) e al" ) (€) = el

Consequently using the convolution structure, studied in [I} 2], which holds for f € L; ,(R)
and g € L} ,(R), as

fk,n (.f *k,n g) = fk,n (f) fk,n (9)7

1 kn—%+1 L2
fk,n(ut)(ﬁ) = fk,n <<Z) e_ﬂ‘x\” *kon u0> (f)

Finally, by applying the inversion formula (2.4]), we deduce that a solution of the heat
equation (4.2) takes the form

we infer

1 kn—5+1 L2
u(t,z) = (%) e~ il ™ s uo((—1)"x), > 0. (4.6)

The dynamical version of Hardy theorem invoking heat operator states as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Let u € C([0,T],W},) be a solution of the heat equation

Hkmu(t, SL’) =0
{uo(x) =u(0,z) € L} ,(R), (t,x) €[0,T] x R. (4.7)

Suppose that uo(z) € Ly ,,(R) and

\u(T, z)| < Cemdlel™, (4.8)
Then : if 6 > ﬁ then u = 0.
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Proof. To enhance readability, we denote by u; the function z — (¢, x).
Note that (4.8) ensures that ur satisfies the first condition (L.3]) of Hardy’s theorem. More-
over, combining equation (4.5) with inequality (2.6]), we obtain

Fien(ur)(€) < Cllugllpy e

Hence the function uy satisfies (L)), which implies, due to Theorem [}, that if § > =

then up = 0. By examining equation (4.3]), we deduce that the cancellation of up at time
T means the initial function ug must also be zero. Thus, this condition propagates to all
times, which implies that u;, = 0 for all ¢ € [0, T7.
On the other hand, when § = ﬁ, we find that
2
up(z) = e ™0™
and ,
]-"kmuT(x) =\ (2T)lm—%+16—nT\x\ﬁ .
(@35)) allows us to determine that
Frnto(z) = A (2T)kn=5+1,
Since ug belongs to L ,,, by Plancherel formula, it will be the same for Fy ,uo, which follows
that A = 0. Thus F ,uo = 0 and ug = 0 a.e. 0

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Theorem [Tl it is clear that Hardy’s Theorem [ implies
Theorem Il Reversely, let f be a function that satisfies the conditions (L3) and (L4]) of
Hardy’s theorem. Consider the function u(t, ) defined for all ¢ > 0 and = € R, by

Funtin(z) = () el (4.9)

(4.9) and (L3) lead to Fy nue and |. %]-"k,nut belong to Li,n, which implies by the inversion
formula that u, belongs to the Sobolev-type space W¢,, and u € C'([0,T],W;,), where
T > 0. Note also that by virtue of (L), ug = F ,f = Frnf((—=1)".) belongs to L} , N Ly ..
Moreover, applying the derivative with respect to t to (49), we obtain:
O Fntie() = nFpp (2] % Aguy) ().

Then, by the (k,2)—Fourier inversion formula, we obtain that w is a solution of (7).
Specifically, for T > 0,

n2
w(T,x) = ————F—e a!"I"
Using Young inequality [3]
n 12
(T, 2)| S Nlem ™ 1y fluollngs,
Since
[uollzze,
then we infer according to Theorem [£.1] when 7' = a > 0, that : if ab > i then u; = 0. So,

by (49), we derive that f = 0.
This observation confirms the interaction between Hardy’s theorem and dynamic systems.

2
= 1F g, = [ Fenfllzze, S el

k,n N
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