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HEISENBERG-PAULI-WEYL UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLES FOR THE
FRACTIONAL DUNKL TRANSFORM ON THE REAL LINE

SUNIT GHOSH, YOUNIS AHMAD BHAT AND JITENDRIYA SWAIN

ABSTRACT. The aim of the paper is two-fold. First, we provide an explicit form of the functions
for which equality holds for the uncertainty inequalities studied in [11]. Second, we establish
an LP-type Heisenberg-Pauli-Weyl uncertainty principle for the fractional Dunkl transform, with
1 < p < 2. For the case p = 2, we further derive a sharper uncertainty principle for the fractional
Dunkl transform. Furthermore, we derive conditions leading to equality in both the uncertainty
principles obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Heisenberg-Pauli-Weyl uncertainty principle (HPWUP) states that for f € L?(R)
with ||z = 1,
1

2 A2
Aﬁ?AﬁQ > T (1.1)
+00 +oo
where A%Q = / [(z— () ;) f(2)|*dz, (2); = / z|f (z)|>dz and the classical Fourier transform

f of f defined by

fwr=—= [ iwe e (12)
=) . .

In 1946, Gabor [12] introduced the HPWUP in the context of signal analysis. Since then, numerous
different forms of the HPWUP have emerged through various mathematical formulations [13,
14, 16]. It has significant applications in the field of signal processing, optics and so on(see
[6, 23, 25, 26, 22]). Although inequality (1.1) is the simplest form, it is not the most refined.
Subsequently, Cohen [3, 4] and Dang-Deng-Qian [6] independently refined this classical result,
deriving sharper uncertainty principles for complex-valued functions. An interesting extension
was provided by Cowling-Price [5], who refined the classical HPWUP for LP-type functions with
1 < p <2, yielding the following inequality

AF A% > i, (1.3)
where A?ﬂp = fj;o |(x—(x)s)f(x)|Pdz. Later, Zhang [24] made further improvements to inequality
(1.3).

The fractional Fourier transform is an extension of the classical Fourier Transform. We refer to
[19, 18, 23, 25| for its properties and applications. The inequalities (1.1) and (1.3) are derived for
the Fractional Fourier Transform for L2-type HPWUP in [25] and for LP-type HPWUP in [1] with
1 < p < 2. These inequalities were further improved in [6] and [7] by obtaining a sharper lower
bound.

In this paper, we improve HPWUP results for the Dunkl transform [21, 11| and the fractional
Dunkl transform [15], strengthening previously known bounds. The Dunkl transform and the
Fractional Dunkl Transform generalize the Fourier transform and the Fractional Fourier Transform,
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respectively, by incorporating the symmetry of reflection groups associated with the differential-
difference operator, defined as

T.f(x) = f'(x) + <M+ %) M feC (R),u>—1/2, (1.4)

where f’ denotes the classical derivative of f. Such operators have been introduced by C. F. Dunkl
in a series of papers [8, 9, 10|, which plays an essential role in Dunkl’s generalization of spherical
harmonics leading to further developments in harmonic analysis.

Let p > —1/2, for 1 < p < oo, tlie space LI (R) consists of all complex functions on R such that

+o0 P

I fllup = / |f(@)P |zl de | < oo and LiP(R) is given in the usual way. For f € Lb(R),

[ee]
the Dunkl transform is given by

+oo
D“f(w) = m / f(iE)Eﬂ(—’Lwaj) |IE|2'U’+1 daj, (15)

where E,, denotes the one dimensional Dunkl kernel, given by
Eu(z) = ju(iz) + mml(zz), (1.6)

. . . o — _(=D"(3)™
with the normalized spherical Bessel function j,(z) =T'(p 4+ 1 _ s
w(2) =T )n;)n!r(nwﬂ)

Notice that when p = —1/2, we just have E_; o(—iwz) = e~ ™ hence D_ 5 coincides with the
+oo

Fourier transform on R. For f € Li(R)ﬂLﬁ(R), 1 <p < 2wedenote (z)f = / 2| f(x)? |z dx, and

—00

z e C.

+o0
Bualh = | [ o= @ps@plaftas) (17)

For a complex function f defined on R, we write its even and odd parts by f.(z) =
folz) = W respectively.
The HPWUP for the Dunkl transform, established by Rosler-Voit [21], has attracted significant

attention in the literature and is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. [21]. Let zf(x) € L2(R) and xD,(f)(x) € L2(R) with || f|u2 = 1. Then

2
82aN8250u) 2 { (5 ) (Wl — Ml) + 3} (18)

equality holds in (1.8) if and only if f has the form f(x) = deiimQEH(bx), with b € C and ¢ > 0.

Suppose that the complex function function f is of the form f(z) = p(z)e*?(®), where the classical
derivatives p'(z) and ¢'(x) exists for all x € R. The covariance and the absolute covariance of f
are defined and computed in [11] as

+o0o
Covu(f) = / 2 (@) 22 d — (2 5 () ), (1.9)

— 00
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and

COV,(f) = /

—00

—+00

Pt (Sin[so(:v) — p(=2)]p(—2)
z p(x)

(& — (a)) {Tuw)(x) T

- <x>Du(f)} p

In [11], Fei-Wang-Yang improved the inequality (1.8) by incorporating covariance and absolute

- (¢(o) - w(-a)

2(z)|z|* . (1.10)

covariance, leading to a strengthened formulation. The best lower bound they obtained is as
follows.

Theorem 1.2. [11]. Assume that f(x) = p(z)e"?®) with || f (x )H;Qﬂ = 1 and the classical derivatives
p'(x) and ¢'(x) exists for all x € R, with xf(x) € L(R) and 2D, (f)(z) € L (R). Then

AZ(F)AL(DL(f)) = A* + COV(f), (1.11)
where

+oo
A= (u " ;) [ s@a)coslea) — pl-oliaf e+ 5. (1.12)

Moreover, if ¢'(x) is continuous and p is nonzero almost everywhere, then the equality in (1.11)
holds if and only if there exist ( € R\ {0} and £ > 0 such that

1
(@ = (@) 7)ota) = ~¢(Tuplo) + 2 p(-) (1= cosyle) ~ () ) (113)
and
L /sinfp(z) — o(—x
o= (o)1 = €| Tupte) + 22 (LI ) - (o) = -0 ) = (oby i)

(1.14)

Remark 1.3. (1) If f is of the form f(x) = p(z)e™®), then A? coincides with the right-hand side

of (1.8). (See Section 2).

(2) For the equality in (1.11), the authors overlooked the fact that (x — (x)f)p(x) and T, p(z) +
1

’HTQp(—x) (1 — cos[p(z) — ¢(—x)]) must have the same or opposite sign. This follows from the

second-to-last line on page 891 of [11]. Combining this with (3.18) of [11] yields (1.13).

Let a € R. For f € L,(R), we consider the fractional Dunkl transform D% f defined as
N +oo L (224w?) cot ap (—iwz 2u+1
un | €2 M<m)f(x)\x] de, (2n—17m <z < (2n+ )7,
—00

Dyt (w) = f(x), x = 2nm,

f(=z), r=(2n+ 1)m,
(1.15)

where R
1) (5 —(a—2nT))

N =
BT (e + 1)(2] sin af )p 1’
The fractional Dunkl transform provides a natural generalization of the Dunkl transform, see

with & = sgn(sin(a)).

Section 2 for more details. In [15], Ghazouani and Bouzeffour established the following uncertainty

principle for the fractional Dunkl transform.

Theorem 1.4. [15]. Suppose o, 8 € R such that B — a ¢ 7Z, and let xDjj f(x) € Li(R) and
wDj f(x) € L2(R) with || f,2 = 1. Then

2
A2ADENALDE) = sinta = ) f (ot 3 ) (el = MIES) + 5} - (110
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Moreover, equality holds if and only if f(x) = defixQEﬂ(bx) with b,d € C and ¢ > 0.

Our main results are stated as follows. We solve the differential equations (1.13) and (1.14)
and, as a result, provide an explicit form of the functions that attain equality in (1.11), thereby
completing the results in Theorem 3.3 of [11].

Theorem 1.5. Assume that f(z) = p(x)e®) with Hf(azc)”i2 = 1 and the classical derivatives
p'(z) and ' () exists for all x € R, with ¢'(x) continuous and p nonzero almost everywhere. Then

(1.13) and (1.14) holds if and only if f has one of the following form

f(z) = d167ix26i12Eu(bx)’ D
or
— L2 g2
f(z) =dge 2" e %" B, (bx), 118
i
or
d —5cu? 2%332E b >
f(z) = 3e,i 2671 u( ), z= <x>f’ (1.19)
dye 2" 7 %" B (Vz), =< (x)f,
or

L2 ig2
{ dse” 2% e 26" E, (bx), x> (z)f, (1.20)

dﬁefier%xQEu(bx), xr < (x)f,
where b = <% - %) () +i{x)p,(f) and b = <% + %) () +i(x)p, () for some (,§ > 0 and
di,da,ds,dys,ds,dg € C chosen such that || flu2 = 1.

For the fractional Dunkl transform, we obtain the following LP—type HPWUP, 1 < p < 2/ in
more general situation.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that f(z) = p(x)e?®) with ||f(x)||i,2 =1 and the derivatives p'(x), ¢'(z)
and f'(x) ewvists for all v € R. Let a,3 € R be such that B — o ¢ 7Z and let xDf(z) €
L2(R) NLL(R), 2Dji f(x) € LL(R), 1 < p <2, then

| sin( — a)|2(ﬂ+1)(%*1)

(201D (1 + 1)) 7Y

2
A2, (DS NAZ,(DE(F)) > {sin2<ﬁ - ) (et LI~ 1ol + 5 )
2
+ <cosa COSﬂAiQ(f) + sin(a + 3) Cov,(f) + sinasin 8 Aiz(Du(f))) }
(1.21)

Moreover, if ¢'(x) is continuous and p is nonzero almost everywhere, then the equality in (1.21)
holds if and only if p =2 and f is of the form (1.17) or (1.18).

Remark 1.7. (1) For p = 2, Theorem 1.6 provides a stronger lower bound than the one presented
in equation (1.16) (see Theorem 6.1 of [15]).

(2) When oo =0, 8 = 7/2 and p = 2, Theorem 1.6 coincides with Theorem 3.2 of [11] and provides
a necessary and sufficient condition for the uncertainty inequality to hold with equality.

For p = 2, we further improve the uncertainty inequality in (1.21) by deriving a truly sharp
lower bound, which is established in the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.8. Assume that f(z) = p(x)e*®) with ||f(x)||i’2 = 1. Let o, € R be such that
B—a¢nZ, and let zDj f(z) € Lz(]R) and xDﬁf(ﬂ:) € Li(R), then

2
A% o (D5 )AL A(DE() > sin’(a —B)<{<u+ 5) (122 = LAls) + 5 b +COVE)

2
_Covu(f)> + (cosa cos 5Ai72(f) + sin(a + 8)Cov,(f) + sin a sin 5Ai,2(Du(f))> .
(1.22)

Moreover, if ¢'(z) is continuous and p is nonzero almost everywhere, then the equality in (1.22)

holds if and only if f is of the form (1.17), (1.18), (1.19) or (1.20).

Remark 1.9. For p = —%, the results presented in Theorems 1.6 and 1.8 are obtained by Chen-
Dang-Mai [2] and Dang-Deng-Qian [7], respectively.

The paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we provide some essential results related to the
Dunkl transform and the fractional Dunkl transform. In Section 3, we establish our main results,
followed by a concluding remark.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we outline some important results related to the Dunkl transform and the
fractional Dunkl transform.

2.1. Dunkl transform and the Dunkl operator. For any function f € L}L(R), the Dunkl
transform of f defined in (1.5), D,(f) belongs to Cy(R) and satisfies

1

IDp(F)llpoo < mllf”m- (2.1)

If f € L2(R), then D, (f) belongs to L7 (R) and satisfies the following Plancherel formula

I1Du() w2 = [1f |2 (2.2)
Interpolating these two inequalities gives the Hausdorff-Young inequality: if f € LI (R), where
1<p<2and % + % =1, then D,(f) € L (R), and

1D ()l < S (2.3
(21T + 1))

with equality if and only if p = ¢ = 2.
Suppose f,g € Lz(R) such that T, f,T,,g € LZ(R), then we have

+00 +oo
/_ T f (2)g()|x [ de = —/_ f(@)Tug(@)la]*+ do (2.4)
and
Du(Tuf)(w) = iwDy(f)(w). (2.5)
For f,g € CY(R\ {0}) the following product formula holds
Tu(fg) = Tuf) g+ f-(Tng). (2.6)

We refer to |10, 17, 20, 21| for a detailed study on Dunkl transform and its properties.
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2.2. Fractional Dunkl transform. The fractional Dunkl transform introduced by Ghazouani-
Bouzeffour [15] and defined in (1.15), was initially defined on Lj,(R) and admits a unique extension
as a unitary operator on Li(R). If we denote this extension by Dy, the family {D}} }aer forms a
group structure. Specifically, for any f € Li(R), we have the following property:

D% o DI(f) = DatA(f) (2.7)

with Dg is the identity, and the inverse is given by (Dﬁ)*1 = D,/ The fractional Dunkl transform

Dy} also has the following exponential form.

D;O: _ efia(,qul)efi%(Tﬁme).

Let o ¢ wZ. The following relation holds between the fractional Dunkl transform and the Dunkl
transform

A (5 —(a=2nm) o

iw” cot

i efDu(g)( - ) (2.8)

Dy (f)(w) =

|sin o
iz2 cot o

where g(z) =e 2 f(z) and & = sgn(sin(a)).

2.3. Covariance and absolute covariance. The covariance of f(z) = p(z)e®?(*) can also be
expressed as follows (see [11]):

+oo L rsinfo(z) — o(—2)|p(—x
Couf) = [ (o) { Tty 4 L2 (D ZECIIED) _ o)y
- <x>Du(f>}p2<x>\xr2ﬂ“dx. (2.9)

+00 +o0
From the fact / |f (z)||z|*Hde > / f(@)|z|* T dz, it follows that COV,(f) > Cov,(f).

Assuming that g_o’(x) is continuous, it clear from equations (2.9) and (1.10) that COV,(f) =
Cov,(f) if and only if (x — () ) and the expression

Lt 3 (Sin[w(x) — o(—2)]p(—x)
x p(x)

T, (0)(x) + — (p(z) = 80(—56))> — (@)D,

have the same or opposite signs.
Suppose zf(z) € L2(R) and D, (f)(x) € L2 (R) with || f||,,2 = 1. Then we have the following
relation (see [21]):

+o0 I
Re [ o f@TT@le e = = (112 - 1foll2) - 5 (2.10)

—00

where left hand side denotes the real part of the integral. Also we can write

/+OO o f ()T, f ()| dz = % +Oof(m)(ﬂcTu — T,x) f(z)|z|**dx

—00 —

1 [t
+ 3 /_ f(x) (2T, + Tux)f(x)\xlmﬂdx. (2.11)

A straightforward calculation (see the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [11]) yields,
(T — Tpx) f(z) = —f(z) — Cu+ 1) f(—2),

and

(2T + Tp) f () = 20f'(2) + 20 + 1) (a).
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Now, assume that f(z) = p(z)e’?®), where the derivatives p'(z) and ¢/(z) exists for all z € R,
then, from (2.11), we obtain

&

(e}

o f (@) T f ()| de = —A—i (Covu(f) + () 1 (@) p,(p)

(2.12)
where A is defined in (1.12). By comparing (2.10) and (2.12), we conclude that

1
A= (Ifellfz = Ifollf2) + 3 (2.13)

3. HPWUP FOR THE FRACTIONAL DUNKL TRANSFORM:

Before proving our main results, we start with the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. [11] Let f(z) = p(z)e¥®) ¢ Lﬁ(R) with || f(x)||u2 = 1. Suppose that the classical
derivatives p'(z), ¢'(x) exists for all x € R and f'(x) € L7(R), then

A7 2(Du(g) = 70{Tup(w) + MI %p(—w)(l — cosfp(x) — p(—x)]) }2 [P
+ZO{TM$) (o (snlte)—ot-)

plos) = (6(0) = o(=0) ) ~ {al, 0} (o)l

(3.1)
Lemma 3.2. Let f(z) = p(2)e?®) with || f(z)|u2 = 1 and g(z) = €

12 cot o
2 f(z); @ € R\ 7Z.
Suppose that the classical derivatives p/(x), ¢/ (x) exists for all z € R and f'(x) € L2(R), then

and

<x>Du(9) =cota ()5 + <x>Du(f)’

(3.2)
Azp(Du(g)) = Ai,Z(Du(f)) + 2cot o Cov,(f) + cota Ai 5(f) (3.3)
Proof. We have
+00 too
@ = [ Du@@ D@ o = [ =il (g)@igla " da
On substituting 7),(g)(x) = eix2 S

2

(izcota f(x) + T, f(x)), we get
+o0o

—+00

(@)D, (g) = cot /wlf(w)l2|w|2“+1da:+ / T, f ()T (@) 22 de

—00

=cota (z)f+ <9C>Du(f)'
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Applying Lemma 3.1, we get

+o00 1 )
A%oDule) = [ {Tup(x)‘i‘Ml_QP(—x)(l—COS[@(QU)—<P(—95)])} PP(x) 2+ da
400

/() + 2 cot o ,U+% sin[p(z) — o(—x)] o) ot
+_4{¢>( ) +zcota+— ( o) P )> to(z)s

2
- <x>Du(f)} P2 (@) |2 da

+o0

(Du(f))+cot2aAi72(f)+2cota /(m—<x>f)

. {W) s ; (Sin[so(l“) ~ p(-=)]

p(x) P (_“)> - <x>Du(f)} PP (@) [ da
+o00
(Dp(f)) + cot O‘Ai,z(f) +92cot o (

/ xﬂﬂ/(x)PQ(x)’x\Q“Hdw - <x>f<x>D#(f))
= A;QM(DM(JC)) +2cot o Covy(f) + cotozAZQ(f).

= A?

O
Lemma 3.3. Let a € R and let f(x) = p(2)e’¥®) with || f(z)||u2 = 1. Suppose that the classical
then

derivatives p'(x), ¢'(x) and f'(x) exists for all x € R. If v f(x) € Li(R) and D f(z) € Li(R),
and

(@Dg(f) = cosa (x) s +sina(z)p, (5

(3.4)

Az o(D(f)) = cos? o Azg(f) + 2 cos a sin e Covy,(f) + sin® o AzQ(DM(f))
Proof. Using (2.8), we can write

: (3.5)
1 b
_ z 2041 g g
<x>D3(f) | sinq(#H1)2 / . ‘D“(g) <sina)‘ =1 da = sin e (z)p,(q),
iz? cot o
Where g(z) =e 2

(3.6)

f(x). Using Lemma 3.2, we get
<x>Dﬁ(f) =cosa (r)f +sina(x)p )
By using (2.8) and (3.6), we have

+o00
A2 H(DS(f)) = / (:c — (x}Dg(f)>2 ‘Dﬁ(f)(:c)‘Q 247 da
+o00

= / (xsmo‘_<x>Dﬁ(f)>2|Du(g)(az)|2|x|2“+1dl«

= sin? « AZ,2(DM(9))-
Therefore, Lemma 3.3 follows from Lemma 3.2.
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Now we proceed to prove Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let A(z) = T,,p(x)+

+1 sin[p(x)—p(—x
) ( [eo( )( ;P( )] 9( .%') ((9(1‘) (9( .%'))
there are fOllI‘ possible scenarios:

— Ve
R. As the left-hand side of equation (1.14) corresponds to the absolute value of a linear function,

Alw) = ¢a = (@) + @, (37)
Alz) = (& — {2)7) + (@), (38)
f@—(z)p) + (@) p, (), == (x)y,
T) = £ " )
A) { Lo~ (@hy) + @,y @ < o)) 39
—+(@ — (z),) + (2)p (f)y T =A(7)f,
xT) = £ N a )
Alz) { o — @) + @ @ < {o)s (310
First we assume that
Alw) = ¢la = (2),) + @), (3.11)
It follows that f € C®(R \ {0}) solves (1.13) and (3.11), if 7(z)e’®) = F(z) = eiﬁe%lﬂf(x)
satisfies
1
Tura) + 22 r(=a) (1 - coslole) — 6(-a))) = ¢a)y (o) (312)
and
L /r(—2)sin[é(z) — ¢(—x T
o) + 02 (TEAB =0 g0y pa)) = - 4 oy G13)
which is of the form

7

C 5) (x)f +i(x)p, (-

1
T,F =bF, where b= ( (3.14)
In [21], the authors derived the explicit solution to the equation (3.14) for F' € C*°(R\ {0}) which

is given by

F(xz) = d1E,(bx), for somed; € C.

Therefore f(z) = dlefiﬁe?ExQEu(bx). Now, if ¢ < 0, then f(z) = dlefiﬁe?.éﬁEu(bx) fails to
When A(z) = —¢

be in Li(R). Hence we must have { > 0 and choose d; € C such that || f]|,2 = 1.
1
x —z(z —

1
When

7
&+

(z)p) + () p,(f), then following a similar reasoning as before, we can
conclude that f(z) = dge_%xQeﬁ#Eu(b’x), where b = < 5) () + i{x)p,(r), ¢ > 0 and
dy € C.

then, we must have
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Finally, when

then

Conversely, if f has one of the forms (1.17), (1.18), (1.19) or (1.20), with [|f||2 = 1, then it is

SUNIT GHOSH, YOUNIS AHMAD BHAT AND JITENDRIYA SWAIN

clear that (1.13) and (1.14) holds.

Next, we proceed to prove the uncertainty inequality (1.21) in Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Assume that 3 ¢ 7Z and let a = () pa(s) and ¢ = (z)

Hausdorff-Young inequality (2.3), we obtain

+oo 1
AMp(Dﬁ(f)) = < / ‘(az — C)Dﬁ(f)(x)‘p |x|2u+1 dx) »

- < 70‘(9” — D (D f () (@) | d:v>;

) +00
~ [sin(3 — )+ ( /

+o0
= fsins )5 ([ o = cose(s - D)@ lafH o

sin(f8

+o0 1
= |sin(g — o) 5 ( [ D1, = o))" |x|2““dx> P

2(pt+1) —+00

- |sin(f — «
(@2 (it 1)

where ¢ = bese(8 — a), glx) =e

I ( / \(-m—c’>g<x>\q|w|2”“dx>;,

2
P

iz2 cot(B—a)

Npp (D (1)) Aup(DL(F))

_ [sin(3 = a)

2(p+1)
pt==

(21T ( + 1)) 7"

2(pt1) | +oo

_ Isin(3 = a)

(21T ( + 1)) 7"

Now using

[e.e]

ix? cot(B—a) iz2 cot(B—a)

(z - ¢)D, <e“‘2 = pe f(u)> (790

B =

2 Dy f(x), z € R. Thus by Hélder’s inequality,

( 70\(35 —a)Ds f(z)[" !m\2u+1dm> z < 70{(_@“ — )g(z)|? !w\z““dx)

izQ cot(B—a
/ e 2 )(x — a)Dﬁ‘f(x)(—iTM — d)g(m)\x!Q"Hdm .

Tug(r) =izcot(B—a)e 2 Dif(z)+e = T,Dyf(z),

we have

2(p+1)

Aup(DSNALp(DE(F) > [sin(B — o) » [I+10],

DE(s): Now using

—)[ar)

1

q
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where
+oo
= / z(x —a) cot(f — a) |Dgf(:n)|2|x|2“+1dx = cot( — ) AZQ(DZ‘f). (3.15)
and
+o0o
II = / (z —a) Dy f(x)(—iT), — c’)Dﬁf(x)\xP“de. (3.16)

Case 1: Assume that o # nm, for some n € Z, then

iac2 cot o

) , whereh(z) =e 2 f(x). (3.17)

x

1 iac2 cot a

Dif(z) = TSnap® D, (h) <

sin o

Now,
1 'IQCOtOé X €T
T.,(D = ! j - .
W(Duf () ‘Sina!’”le [zx cota Dy (h) (sina) +1u(Dyh) <sina)]
Therefore,
+00
o cot o T 2 o1
= | sin ar| (1 +1)2 / x(m—a)‘Dﬂ(h) <sino¢)‘ 1 de
+oo
; z . / T Sl
| sin ar|2(#+1) /(m A Du(h) (sina) (=i =€) [D“(h) <sina)] (@) || dz
= 1I; + Ils.
Now,
+oo
o . a 2 12u+1
II; =sina cos o / T <x sina) |Dy(h) ()| x| dr
+o00 +00
= sinacosa /wZ\Du(h)(w)V!mP"“ dz — acosa /w!DM(h)(m)IQ\xF““ dz
+o00
=sina cosa /(m — (x>DH(h))2 ‘Du(h)(x)‘Z ’x‘QM'i‘l dx + <$>Du(h) cos o (sina (x>DH(h) — a) .

By Lemma (3.2) and Lemma (3.3), we have sina (z)p, ) = a. So

IT; = sin« cos aAiQ(DM(h)).



12 SUNIT GHOSH, YOUNIS AHMAD BHAT AND JITENDRIYA SWAIN

Also,
+o00
_ 1 1 _ o , x ot
Il = i a[D2 X /(x a)D,,(h) (sina) (—iT), — sina ') Dy(h) (—sina) |z| dx
400
= — a _g . / 2u+1
—/<:c Sina>Dﬂ(h)(az)( iT, —sina ) D, (h)(x)|z[2*+dz
400 +00
= / Dy (h) () (=iT,) Du(h) () [o[** d + ac’ / |1Dy(h)(2)|? || dx
+00 400
—sinac [ @l D@ e e - = [ D) T D@ o
sin «

400
Clearly [ |Dﬂ(h)(az)|2 |z|?#*1dz = 1, and from Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we have a = sin o) p,, ()
—0o0

and

+oo +oo

| P @ T D@ o+ o = [ (=)o) faf da
B 7oo+oo
—— [ alf @) oz =~ o)y

Substituting this back into IIs and using (2.12) we have

+oo
I, — / T (e ah(e) | o + ()
_Oo-i-oo +o0o
__ / cot aa? |f()]? |2 do + i / T, ()2 (@) [ i+ (o)
—0o0 . —o0
— _cota /(m — @) )P @) | de — cot alz)?
N+ @52, )] + o=@

+i [—.A +1 (COUM( )
— cobablo(f) — Cony() — id +

= —cotozAi,Q(f) — Cov,(f) —iA,

[—cosa(x)s +al — () (T)p,(f)

where A is given in (2.13). Therefore,

3y —
II=1I, + 11, = (M) Azg(f) + (2cos? a — 1)Couv,(f) +sina cos aAiQ(DM(f)) —iA.

sin o
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So, we have

COS3 a — COS

I+11= (Cot(ﬁ — a) cos? o + ) Ai’g(f) + (28ina cos acot(f — a) 4+ 2cos® o — 1>

sin o

x Cov,(f) + <Si1r12 acot(f — a) + sina cos a> Ai,Q(Dﬂ(f)) —3A

— () atuh+ (S ) Conh) + (S ) ALa(Du(h) — i4

sin(f — o) sin( — a) sin( — a)
Thus,
Now,
AL (DAL, (Df) = ‘(jfr_(;ﬂl);(—; 1+ 1P
. —op At .
() s (5522
(i) oo ).

Consequently, we obtain (1.21).
Case 2: Assume that a = 2nm, for some n € Z. Then from (3.15), we have I = cot (/) A;%Q(f) and

—+00

= [ (o ) @)(7T, 0 F@)faf o

—00

—+00

400
= /xf(ﬂf)m|x|2““d:c+ab’/|f(x)|2|x|2“+1d;g

+o0o Too
_a/f(x)m|x|2ﬂ+ld$—b//x|f(£6)|2|$|2ﬂ+ldm
+oo

— [ ot @ T @)l e - (@) (ol cn

= Cov,(f) +1A.

Therefore,

_ 4(p+1)
|sin(B — o)

@10+ 1)

o 2

A2 (DEf)AZ (DEf) > (A2 + (cot BAZ, + Couu(f))?),

thus (1.21) follows.

Case 3: Assume that a = (2n + 1), for some n € Z. Arguing as in the previous case, we obtain

_ A(p+1)
|sin(f8 — )| 2ut =5

(2410 g+ 1))

A2 (DSf)AL (DEf) > (A2 + (—cot BAZ, + Cou(1)?).

N[
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As a result, we get (1.21). O

Now we prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. By using Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 1.2, we have

Ai,z(fof)Ai,z(Dﬁf) = Sin2(0¢ - B) (Ai,2(f)Ai,2(Du(f)) - Covi(f))
2
+ <COS a cos 3 Ai,Q(f) +sina sin 8 AZQ(D!L(f)) + sin(a + B) Covu(f)>

2
> sin?(a - 6) ({ (1 3) Q02 = IolEa) + 51+ COVEC) - Covi(f))
2
+ <Cosa COSﬁAi,Q(f) +sina sin 8 AZQ(D!L(f)) + sin(a + B) Covu(f)>
(3.18)

Notice that equality holds in (3.18) if and only if the equality holds in (1.11).
U

Now, it remains to prove the conditions under which equality holds in Theorem 1.6.

Proof of the case when the lower bound is attained in Theorem 1.6. Since we are
applying the Hausdorff-Young inequality to prove equation (1.21), it follows that the condition
p = 2 is necessary for equality to hold in (1.21). If p = 2, then equality holds in (1.21) if and only
if equality holds in (1.22) with COV,,(f) = Cov,(f). Moreover, COV,(f) = Couv,(f) if and only

. +1 ( sinfp(z)—p(—2)]p(—2
if (x —(z)y) and T, (¢)(x) + MTQ< lele) ;‘zi) Jp(=e) _ (p(z) — cp(—x))) — (%) p, (y) have the same

or opposite signs (see Subsection 2.3).

Thus, equality holds in (1.21) if and only if f(x) = p(x)e’?®) satisfies either equations (1.13)
and (3.7), or equations (1.13) and (3.8). Therefore, f must be of the form (1.17) or (1.18). This
completes the proof of Theorem 1.6. O

Remark 3.4. (1) The constants dj,dy in Theorem 1.5 can be chosen such that (see Lemma 4.3 in

=

—Re b2 . —Re ¥ ’
[21]) d (C““F At 1e (% )EA%) and d; = ¢ <<“+1F<u+1)e ( )Eu(b2<

) For u > —4%, the weighted measure |z|?**1dz is not translation-invariant. As a result, Theorem
1.6 cannot be recovered by first proving it for the cases where (z); = 0,(x)p, sy = 0 as in Chapter
6 of [4] or [2].
(3) If the function f is of the form given in (1.19) or (1.20), it is clear from the proof of Theorem

1 [ sin[p(z)—p(—= -
1.5 that (z — (x)¢) and T}, (¢)(x) + M+72< [e(e) ‘?() Jp(=a) _ (p(z) — <p(—x))> —(2)p,(f) do not

o(x
have the same or opposite signs. Hence, it follows that COV,,(f) > cov,(f) (see Subsection 2.3).
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