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Abstract. In this article we study the Lp-improving mapping properties of the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on simply

connected spaces of constant curvature, namely, Rn, Hn and Sn. We begin our study by answering the question of the existence

of the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on weighted Lp spaces with radial weights arising from the volume growth on these
spaces. These weights arise naturally from the geometry of these spaces. We then derive necessary and sufficient conditions for

the k-plane transform of radial functions to be bounded on weighted Lebesgue spaces, with radial power weights. Following
an idea of Kurusa, we also derive formulae for the totally-geodesic k-plane transform of general functions on the hyperbolic

space and the sphere. Using this formula, and an elementary technique of Minkowski inequality, we prove weighted Lp-Lp

boundedness of the k-plane transform of general functions as well. Along with this, we also study the end-point behaviour
of the transform, where the “end-point” naturally arises due to either the existence conditions or the necessary conditions for

boundedness.

1. Introduction

The study of k-plane transform (and more specially, the Radon and X-Ray transforms) originated from the problem of
reconstructing a function from its integral averages. For a “nice” function f : Rn → C, its k-plane transform is a function
Rkf : G (n, k) → C, where G (n, k) is the affine Grassmann manifold of all k-dimensional planes in Rn, defined as

(1.1) Rkf (ξ) =

∫
ξ

f (x) dξx.

Here, dξx is the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the k-plane ξ. The reconstruction problem for the k-plane transform
asks whether the function f can be reconstructed solely from the values of Rkf at points1 in G (n, k). Much research has
been done in this direction in the past century. We refer the reader to [31] for a survey on this topic.

A question of interest in the study of such operators is about their mapping properties. Particularly, one may ask that
given a p ≥ 1, what are the admissible values of q ≥ 1 for which Rk : Lp (Rn) → Lq (G (n, k)) is a bounded operator. Moving
a step ahead, one might also try to add some weights to the measures on Rn and G (n, k), and ask the same question. Among
the various choices of weights one can use with the measures, the simple ones are those which depend only on the distance of
the “points” from the origin of Rn. Such weights are referred to as radial weights. One of the early results in this direction
was given by Quinto in [25] about the L2-boundedness with weights. Particularly, the author proved the following result for
the Radon transform.

Theorem 1.1 (Quinto). For n ≥ 3, the Radon transform Rn−1 : L2
(
Rn, ∥x∥n−1dx

)
→ L2 (G (n, n− 1)) is a bounded

operator.

Continuing the study of the Lp-Lq mapping properties of the Radon transform, Oberlin and Stein in [23] gave Lp-improving
boundedness for the Radon transform on the admissible range of p (i.e., 1 ≤ p < n

n−1 ). In fact, they prove the following
mixed-norm estimate.

Theorem 1.2 (Oberlin and Stein [23]). For 1 ≤ p < n
n−1 , f ∈ Lp (Rn), q ≤ p′, and 1

r = n
p −n+1, the following mixed-norm

inequality holds.

(1.2) ∥Rf∥Lq(Lr) ≤ C∥f∥Lp(Rn),

where, R is the Radon transform, C is a constant independent of f , and for a function φ on Sn−1 × R, its mixed norm is
given by

∥φ∥Lq(Lr) =

 ∫
Sn−1

∫
R

|φ (ξ, t)|r dt


q
r

dξ


1
q

.

We notice that by taking q = r in Theorem 1.2, we get an Lp-Lq norm estimate for the Radon transform with the condition
p ≤ n+1

n and n
p − 1

q = n− 1. Indeed, it was shown in [23] that the conditions mentioned in Theorem 1.2 are also necessary.

In a way, therefore, Oberlin and Stein obtained necessary and sufficient conditions for the Radon transform to be a bounded
operator from Lp (Rn) to Lq (G (n, n− 1)).

Date: February 11, 2025.
1“Points” in G (n, k) are k-dimensional planes in Rn.
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2 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

For the k-plane transform, analogous partial results were given by Drury (see [7]). Particularly, in [7], the author proves
the following result.

Theorem 1.3 (Drury [7]). Let 1 ≤ p ≤ n+1
k+1 , 1 ≤ q ≤ n+ 1 and n

p − n−k
q = k with n ≤ 2k+ 1. Then, the k-plane transform

Rk : Lp (Rn) → Lq (G (n, k)) is a bounded operator.

We notice that Drury’s technique does not give the Lp-Lq boundedness for k < n−1
2 . In fact, this direction still seems to

be open. As mentioned by Duoandikoetxea et al. in [8], improving the results for all values of k seems to be a difficult task.
Nonetheless, better understanding of boundedness can be obtained if one restricts their attention to radial functions. In
[8], the authors obtained “if and only if” conditions for the Lp-Lq boundedness of the k-plane transform of radial functions.
However, they consider the unweighted case.

This line of study was further pursued by Kumar and Ray (see [18]), where the authors proved certain weighted Lp-
improving bounds of the k-plane transform of radial functions on the Euclidean space. We state their result for reference.

Theorem 1.4 (Kumar and Ray). For α, β > k − n, 1 ≤ p < α+n
k , k ≥ 2, and

α+ n

p
− β + n− k

q
= k,

the k-plane transform Rk : Lp
rad (Rn, ∥x∥αdx) → Lq

(
G (n, k) , d (0, ξ)

β
dξ
)
is a bounded operator. For k = 1, the additional

assumption that 1
p − 1

q ≤ 1
2 , for p > 1, is required.

It is well-known (see for instance, [28]) that the k-plane transform Rk is well-defined on the weighted Lebesgue space
Lp (Rn, ∥x∥αdx) exactly when 1 ≤ p < α+n

k . Thus, p = α+n
k is an “end-point” for the existence of the k-plane transform.

It is easily shown that there are radial functions in L
α+n

k (Rn, ∥x∥αdx) for which the k-plane transform is infinite almost
everywhere. Nonetheless, one may ask whether the k-plane transform is well-defined on a smaller subspace of Lp (Rn, ∥x∥αdx),
when p = α+n

k . The answer to this question can be obtained from the following Lorentz norm inequality.

∥Rkf∥L∞(G(n,k)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1(Rn,∥x∥αdx).

For the unweighted case, this inequality occurred in [23] for the Radon transform. As a generalization, Duoandikoetxea et al.
in [8], proved the estimate for the k-plane transform of radial functions. In [18], analogous results were proved by considering
radial power weights on the domain. We state their result for reference, and remark that the result of Oberlin and Stein (for
radial functions) and that of Duoandikoetxea et al. can be seen by considering α = 0.

Theorem 1.5 (Kumar and Ray). Let α > k − n, p = α+n
k . For k = 1, assume additionally that α + n ≥ 2. Then, for all

radial functions f ∈ Lp,1 (Rn, ∥x∥αdx), we have

∥Rkf∥∞ ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1(Rn,∥x∥αdx).

Along with the study of these transforms on the Euclidean space Rn, many researchers turned their gaze towards the study
of such transforms on non-Euclidean spaces. We mention a few contributions to non-Euclidean spaces that have motivated us.
First, we remark that among the non-Euclidean spaces, those with a Riemannian metric and a constant sectional curvature
are easy to deal with. A result from Riemannian geometry, in fact, classifies all simply connected constant curvature spaces
upto isometries as either the Euclidean space Rn, the hyperbolic space Hn, or the sphere Sn. These spaces, respectively have
curvatures 0, −1 and +1. Helgason has been a pioneer in the study of the k-plane transform on these spaces. We would
like to mention his works [13], [15], and [12], where he has dealt with the inversion problem and provided support theorems
for the totally-geodesic k-plane transform. Range characterizations of the totally-geodesic Radon transforms on constant
curvature spaces were obtained by Berenstein et al. in [3].

On the other hand, the mapping properties of the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on the spaces of constant curvature,
has not been studied much. A partial result, similar to that of Quinto (Theorem 1.1) was proved by Kurusa in [20] for the
hyperbolic space and in [21] for the sphere. In these papers, the author also obtained a formula for the Radon transform of
functions on Hn and Sn.

In the study of constant curvature spaces with curvature c ∈ {−1, 0, 1}, the following function becomes important for
various reasons.

(1.3) sc (t) =


t, c = 0.

sinh t, c = −1.

sin t, c = +1.

One sees its use in studying Jacobi fields on constant curvature spaces, and it plays an important role in the “polar decom-
position” of the Riemannian measure. This also gives us the volume-growth of geodesic balls in terms of sc. We, therefore,
call the function sc as the “volume-growth function”. Based on the above motivation, and the knowledge of the function sc,
we pose the following questions.
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Question 1. Let X be a space of constant curvature and Ξk (X) be the collection of all totally-geodesic submanifolds in X.
Let sc : [0,∞) → R be the “curvature function” given in Equation (1.3). What are the values of α1, α2 ∈ R and p ≥ 1 for
which the totally-geodesic k-plane transform exists on Lp

(
X, sα1

c (d (0, x)) (s′c)
α2 (d (0, x)) dx

)
?

Question 2. In the setting of Question 1, let p ≥ 1 and α1, α2 ∈ R be such that the totally-geodesic k-plane transform
exists on Lp

(
X, sα1

c (d (0, x)) (s′c)
α2 (d (0, x)) dx

)
. What are the values of q ≥ p and β1, β2 ∈ R such that the map Rk :

Lp
(
X, sα1

c (d (0, x)) (s′c)
α2 (d (0, x)) dx

)
→ Lq

(
Ξk (X), sα1

c (d (0, ξ)) (s′c)
α2 (d (0, ξ)) dξ

)
is bounded?

The article is developed in answering Questions 1 and 2. Indeed, we revisit these questions again in various sections, where
the meaning becomes clear by fixing X to be one of the “model” Riemannian spaces (Rn,Hn, or Sn).

As discussed before, answering the Question 2 posed above for general Lp functions, is difficult even in the Euclidean
case. Thus, as a first step, we try to understand the boundedness for radial functions. In the Euclidean case, this theory is
well-established (see for instance, [8] and [18]). In our work, we focus on Hn and Sn. Here, we obtain necessary and sufficient
conditions for certain norm inequalities to hold. In this process, we observe that certain values of p, or powers of the weights,
are natural “end-points”. We then prove the corresponding end-point estimates on Lorentz spaces.

Going a step forward from radial functions, we ask the following question. The question is motivated from a similar work
of Rubin ([28]), where the author proves weighted Lp-Lp estimates for the k-plane transform on the Euclidean space.

Question 3. Let X be a simply connected space of constant curvature, and sc be the function given in Equation (1.3). What
are the admissible values of α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R such that the k-plane transform Rk : Lp

(
X, sα1

c (d (0, x)) (s′c)
α2 (d (0, x)) dx

)
→

Lp
(
Ξk, s

α1
c (d (0, ξ)) (s′c)

α2 (d (0, ξ)) dξ
)
is bounded?

The article is organized as follows: in Section 2, we discuss the prerequisites needed for our results. In this section, we
recall a few results from Riemannian geometry, some known results about the k-plane transform and its dual, Lorentz spaces
and a weighted interpolation result. For the convenience of the reader, we keep the notations intact from the source when
stating well-known results. However, in certain instances, for the needs of this article, we have stated some results not in
a way originally stated, but in a way convenient to our use. Next, in Section 3, we discuss the conditions of existence of
the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on weighted Lp spaces for the spaces of constant curvature, Hn and Sn. In Section
4, we discuss the Lp-improving bounds for the k-plane transform of radial functions on Hn and Sn. Here, we give both
necessary and sufficient conditions for boundedness. The necessary conditions are obtained by mimicking the dilations of the
Euclidean space. We observe in the proofs of these results that some of the values of p or the weights become “end-points”,
where the boundedness is not obtained. In Section 5, we take up the study of boundedness of the totally-geodesic k-plane
transform at these end-points. Particularly, we improve the results of [19] concerning the end-point estimates. Next, we
move to the weighted Lp-Lp boundedness of the k-plane transform on Hn and Sn for general functions in Section 6. In
fact, similar formula for the Radon transform was given by Kurusa (see [20] and [21]) . With the formulae at hand, we
proceed to understand the Lp-Lp boundedness in Section 7. Lastly, in Section 8, we give some comments and observations
about the results presented and conclude our article. At the end of this article, we provide three appendices which include
material that we have often used throughout our work. In Appendix A, we have evaluated explicitly, the k-plane transform
and the dual of various (radial) functions. These expressions are helpful at various places in obtaining necessary conditions
and/or counter-examples. Next, in Appendix B, we recall certain definitions and properties of the Gauss’ hypergeometric
function that have been helpful in our proofs. Finally, Appendix C deals with the weighted boundedness of Riemann-Liouville
Fractional Integrals. These results are used in the study of the X-ray transform in Section 4. In Appendix C, we have also
given certain counterexamples about the weighted L1-L2 and L2-L∞ boundedness of fractional integrals. Again, these serve
us in justifying the conditions of boundedness of the X-ray transform.

In this article, we deal with various type of inequalities. We use the letter C to denote a constant that might change at
every step, but only depends on the dimension of the space (n), that of the submanifolds (k), the exponents p, r ≥ 1, and the
values of α1, α2, β1, β2 mentioned in Questions 1–3. Also, we use the phrase “k-plane transform” to mean “totally-geodesic
k-plane transform”.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we look at a few preliminary results required throughout this article. For the convenience of the reader,
we have divided this section into various subsections, each concerning a particular topic of interest to us.

2.1. Differential Geometry and Spaces of Constant Curvature. We begin with a few facts about manifolds with
constant sectional curvature. For a description on sectional curvature (and other curvature tensors), we refer the reader to
[22]. One of the major results in this direction is the classification of all simply connected spaces of constant curvature. The
result can be found in [22].

Theorem 2.1. Let X be a simply connected Riemannian manifold with constant curvature c. Then, X is, upto an isometry,
one of the three spaces: Rn, Hn

R, or SnR, in the cases c = 0, c = − 1
R2 < 0, and c = 1

R2 > 0, respectively. Here, Hn
R and SnR,

respectively, denote the hyperboloid and the sphere of radius R.
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In the course of this article, we denote by Hn and Sn, the hyperbolic space and the sphere with radius 1. We observe that
by a simple rescaling, the spaces Hn

R and Hn are diffeomorphic, and so are SnR and Sn. Therefore, the measures on the spaces
Hn

R and SnR are a constant multiple of those on Hn and Sn, respectively. Since we deal with norm estimates, we can restrict
our attention to the spaces Rn, Hn, and Sn, which have curvatures 0,−1, and 1, respectively.

When it comes to describing the model Riemannian spaces, the real hyperbolic space, Hn, presents itself with various
interesting results. Particularly, it is known that there are many ways to describe the hyperbolic space Hn, such as the upper
sheet of hyperboloid, the Poincaré ball model, the Klein disc model, and the upper half space model, to mention a few. For
a description on this topic, we refer the reader to [5], where the equivalence between all these descriptions is proved. Among
these descriptions, we use the Poincaré ball model in our considerations of the hyperbolic space Hn. Our motivation for this
consideration lies in Kurusa’s work ([20]), where the author has obtained a formula for the Radon transform on Hn. We wish
to do the same for the k-plane transform in Section 6.

In this article we use totally-geodesic submanifolds as a generalization of planes in the Euclidean space. We now give a
formal definition of totally-geodesic submanifolds in a Riemannian manifold.

Definition 2.2 (Totally-Geodesic Submanifold). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. An embedded submanifold S ⊆ M
is totally-geodesic if the geodesics in S are also geodesics in M .

Remark 2.3. It is often stated that an embedded submanifold S is totally-geodesic if every geodesic in M that is tangent
to S at a point lies entirely in S. However, this is equivalent to Definition 2.2 (see [22]).

Next, we give a comprehensive result that characterizes the totally-geodesic submanifolds in the spaces of constant curva-
ture. We have written a compiled version of results available at various instances in the literature. For details, we refer the
reader to [22], [16] and [2].

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a simply connected Riemannian manifold of constant curvature.

(1) If X = Rn, the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds are precisely the k-dimensional planes in Rn.
(2) If X = Hn, given by the Poincaré ball model, the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds are precisely the k-

dimensional spherical caps of those spheres that are orthogonal to the unit sphere of Rn.
(3) If X = Sn, then the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds are precisely the intersections of Sn with (k + 1)-

dimensional subspaces of Rn+1.

Using Theorem 2.4, we give a parametrization of the set of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds in the space
of constant curvature X. Although we believe that this result must be known to experts, we provide a quick proof for the
benefit of the reader. We denote by Ξk (X), the collection of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of X. First,
we consider the Euclidean space Rn, in which case to get any k-dimensional plane η, we require a k-dimensional subspace
ξ and a “foot of perpendicular” u from 0 to η. That is, we have Ξk (Rn) ≃

{
(ξ, u) |ξ ∈ Gn,k, u ∈ ξ⊥

}
. Here, Gn,k is the

Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of Rn.
The idea of getting a “foot of perpendicular” is also valid when we consider totally-geodesic submanifolds of a Riemannian

manifold. Particularly, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.5 ([22]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and S1, S2 ⊆ M be totally-geodesic submanifolds. Then, there
exists point x1 ∈ S1 and x2 ∈ S2 such that d (x1, x2) = d (S1, S2). Moreover, the shortest geodesic joining x1 and x2 is
orthogonal to both S1 and S2.

As a consequence of Theorem 2.5, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, S ⊆M be a totally-geodesic submanifold and p ∈M . Let x ∈ S be a
point closest to p, i.e., d (p, x) = d (p, S). Then, the shortest geodesic joining p and x is orthogonal to S.

We name the point x (which is the point in S closest to a given point p) the “foot of perpendicular” to S from p. We
employ this observation in the paramterization of Ξk (X), where X = Hn and X = Sn. To get a parametrization of Ξk (X),
we also use the following result.

Theorem 2.7 ([10]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian Manifold, p ∈ M and V ⊆ TpM be a subspace. Then, locally, there is at
most one totally-geodesic submanifold S through p such that TpS = V .

We now give the parametrization of the collection Ξk (X), of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds in X.

Proposition 2.8. Let X be a simply connected Riemannian manifold of constant curvature. Then, we have Ξk (X) ≃{
(ξ, u) |ξ ∈ Gn,k, u ∈ ξ⊥ ∩B

(
0, δ(X)

2

)}
, where Gn,k is the Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of Rn, and δ (X) is the

diameter of X.

Proof. When X = Rn, the parametrization is clear, as discussed before Theorem 2.5.
We start with the case of Hn. We observe that given a k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold η, we get a point u∈ η

that is closest to the origin, and the tangent space ξ at this point is k-dimensional and perpendicular to the line joining 0
and u. Conversely, given a pair (ξ, u) where ξ ∈ Gn,k and u ∈ ξ⊥, consider the geodesic through 0 in the direction u

∥u∥
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(whenever u ̸= 0), and let the vector u ∈ ξ⊥ be identified with the point on this geodesic at a hyperbolic distance ∥u∥ from
0. Let φ : Hn → Hn be an isometry that takes 0 to u without any rotational component. With Theorem 2.7 at hand, we
know that there is (locally) a unique totally-geodesic submanifold through u with the tangent space at u given by dφ0 (ξ).
However, ξ ∩ Hn is a totally-geodesic subamnifold through 0 with T0 (ξ ∩Hn) = ξ. Hence, φ (ξ ∩Hn) is a totally-geodesic
submanifold through φ (0) = u with Tu (φ (ξ ∩Hn)) = dφ0 (ξ). Thus, for every pair (ξ, u) with ξ ∈ Gn,k and u ∈ ξ⊥, we have
a totally-geodesic submanifold, η, through u with Tuη ≃ ξ. In the sequel, we identify dφ0 (ξ) by ξ, and make no difference in
writing the two. Also, we observe that d (0, φ (ξ ∩Hn)) = d (0, u). This gives us the desired parametrization (see Figure 1a).

Similarly, we have the paramterization of Ξk (Sn) ≃
{
(ξ, u) |ξ ∈ Gn,k, u ∈ ξ⊥ ∩B

(
0, π2

)}
, where B

(
0, π2

)
is the ball of

radius π
2 centered at 0. This ball suffices because if we move a distance bigger than π

2 in the direction u, the totally-geodesic
submanifold obtained would have the closest point to en+1 in the direction −u, thereby making repetitions. We also exclude
the equatorial totally-geodesic submanifolds (i.e., those submanifolds at a distance equal to π

2 from en+1) because for such
totally-geodesic submanifolds, we do not have a unique point closest to en+1 (see Figure 1b). □

(a) Totally-geodesic subamnifolds of Hn. (b) Totally-geodesic submanifolds on the sphere.

Figure 1. Parameterizing the totally-geodesic submanifolds on spaces of constant curvature

In this article, we wish to look at integrals of functions defined on Ξk (X). For the same, we require a measure on Ξk (X).
We postpone the discussion of the measure to Subsection 2.2, and instead proceed to give a few more results related to
differential geometry.

An important technique that we use throughout the article is the polar decomposition of geodesic balls on Riemannian
manifolds. The motivation lies in the fact that any element of Rn\{0} can be described uniquely by an element of Sn−1×(0,∞).
The same can be said about geodesic balls (diffeomorphic images of the Euclidean balls in the tangent space through the
exponential map). However, since the exponential map deforms the Euclidean structure of the tangent space, the measure
changes! On spaces of constant curvature, this change is given by what the “volume-growth function”, sc (see Equation
(1.3)).

Theorem 2.9 ([22]). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold of constant sectional curvature c. Let U ⊆ M
be a geodesic ball (open or closed) around a point p ∈M of radius b. If f : U → R is any integrable function, then, we have

(2.1)

∫
U

f dVg =

∫
Sn−1

b∫
0

(f ◦ φ) (r, ω) (sc (r))n−1
drdω.

Here, dVg is the volume form induced by the Riemannian metric g, and φ : (0, b)× Sn−1 → U \ {p} is the normal coordinate
chart map given by

(2.2) φ (r, ω) = expp (rω) .

Remark 2.10. It is well-known that the hyperbolic space and the punctured sphere can be parametrized by geodesic
normal coordinates. Particularly, the exponential map of Hn becomes a diffeomorphism on T0Hn, and that of Sn becomes
a diffeomorphism on B (0, π) ⊆ Ten+1Sn. Therefore, we can think of polar decomposition on the entirety of Hn and Sn. For
this, one would require an “origin” of the spaces, which we denote by 0. Indeed, in the Poincaré ball model of Hn, this is the
origin of Rn. However, in the case of the sphere, the symbol ‘0’ means en+1 ∈ Sn.

With the understanding of polar decomposition on Hn and Sn, one can think of looking at functions that depend only on
the distance from the origin. These functions, when looked at in Rn, are called radial functions. We keep the terminology
same, and define the following. Some authors prefer to call such functions “zonal” (see for instance, [29]).
Definition 2.11 (Radial Functions on X).
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(1) A function f : Rn → C if radial if there is a function f̃ : [0,∞) → C such that f (x) = f̃ (d (0, x)).

(2) A function f : Hn → C is radial if there is a function f̃ : [1,∞) → C such that f (x) = f̃ (cosh d (0, x)).

(3) A function f : Sn → C is radial if there is a function f̃ : [−1, 1] → C such that f (x) = f̃ (cos d (0, x)).

Remark 2.12. The choices of using cosh d (0, x) and cos d (0, x) for the hyperbolic space and the sphere, respectively, are
for computational convenience. However, they do have a geometric meaning to them. If we view Hn as the upper sheet of

the two sheeted hyperboloid

{
(x1, · · · , xn+1) ∈ Rn+1

∣∣∣ n∑
i=1

x2i − x2n+1 = −1

}
, then the collection of all points on Hn at a fixed

distance d from en+1 (the “origin” of Hn) are on the plane z = cosh d (see Figure 2a).
Similarly, the points on the sphere that are at a fixed distance d from en+1 are on the plane z = cos d (see Figure 2b). We

see that this consideration helps us a lot when it comes to integration of radial functions. It also helps that the functions
cosh and cos are complimentary functions to sinh and sin, respectively, which are the “curvature functions” of Hn and Sn.
The sections of Hn and Sn by the planes z = cosh d and z = cos d, respectively, are called “zones”.

(a) Zones of Hn. (b) Zones of Sn.

Figure 2. Collection of points at a fixed distance from the origin in a space of consatnt curvature.

Before we move on to the next topic of discussion, we also give the definition of radial functions on Ξk (X).
Definition 2.13 (Radial Functions on Ξk (X)).

(1) A function φ : Ξk (Rn) → C if radial if there is a function φ̃ : [0,∞) → C such that φ (ξ) = φ̃ (d (0, ξ)).
(2) A function φ : Ξk (Hn) → C is radial if there is a function φ̃ : [0,∞) → C such that φ (ξ) = φ̃ (sinh d (0, ξ)).
(3) A function φ : Ξk (Sn) → C is radial if there is a function φ̃ : [0, 1] → C such that φ (ξ) = φ̃ (sin d (0, ξ)).

2.2. Measure on Ξk (X). We require a measure on Ξk (X), that allows us to talk about the Lebesgue spaces. The de-
scriptions of these measures are well known. We only wish to write these descriptions in a form suitable to us. It is well

known that when Ξk (Hn) is identified with SO0 (n, 1)⧸S (O (n− k)×O (k + 1)), the measure on Ξk (Hn) is given by (see,

for instance, [4])

(2.3)

∫
Ξk(Hn)

φ (η) dη =
∣∣Sn−k−1

∣∣ ∞∫
0

∫
SO(n)

φ
(
γg−1

θ · Rk
)
coshk θ sinhn−k−1 θ dγdθ,

where gθ =

cosh θ 0 sinh θ
0 In−1 0

sinh θ 0 cosh θ

 is a hyperbolic rotation2. The right-hand-side of Equation (2.3) can be understood

in the following way. First, to obtain any k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold η of Hn at a distance θ from the
origin, one can start with a submanifold through the origin, “translate” it by a distance θ, and then perform an appropriate
rotation to obtain η. Essentially, this mimics “polar decomposition”, from where we get the powers of cosh and sinh. In
our parametrization of Proposition 2.8, we have that any k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold can be given by the
pair

(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
, where g ∈ SO(n) and h > 0 is the hyperbolic distance of the submanifold

(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
from the

hyperbolic origin. Using this parametrization in Equation (2.3), we get

(2.4)

∫
Ξk(Hn)

φ (η) dη =
∣∣Sn−k−1

∣∣ ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

φ
(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
coshk h sinhn−k−1 h dhdg.

2The action is effectively the translation of en+1 to a point at a hyperbolic distance θ in the {e1, en+1}-plane.
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Similarly, for suitable functions φ on Ξk (Sn), we have (see, for instance, [19])

(2.5)

∫
Ξk(Sn)

φ (η) dη = Cn,k

∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

φ
(
γg−1

θ ξ0
)
sinn−k−1 θ cosk θ dθdγ,

where gθ =

cos θ 0 − sin θ
0 In−1 0

sin θ 0 cos θ

 is a spherical “translation” that takes en+1 to a point in {e1, en+1}-plane at a (spherical)

distance of θ from en+1, and ξ0 is a k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold passing through en+1. We may very well
assume ξ0 to have the tangent space Rk. Therefore, in our parametrization of Ξk (Sn) given in Proposition 2.8, we have

(2.6)

∫
Ξk(Sn)

φ (η) dη = Cn,k

∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

φ
(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
sinn−k−1 h cosk h dhdg.

With the introduction of measure on Ξk (X), we can define the Lebesgue spaces. In this article we are interested in the
weighted Lebesgue spaces. For the same, we consider radial weights in terms of the powers of “curvature function” and its
complimentary function. Particularly, we define the following weighted Lebesgue spaces.

(2.7) Lp
α1,α2

(X) :=

f : X → C

∣∣∣∣∣f is measurable and

∫
X

|f (x)|p sα1
c d (0, x) |s′c|

α2 d (0, x) dx < +∞

 ,

and

(2.8) Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (X)) :=

φ : Ξk (X) → C

∣∣∣∣∣φ is measurable and

∫
Ξk(X)

|φ (ξ)|p sβ1
c d (0, ξ) (s

′
c)

β2 d (0, ξ) dx < +∞

 .

For a function f : X → C, its Lp
α1,α2

(X)-norm is given by

(2.9) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(X) =

∫
X

|f (x)|p sα1
c d (0, x) |s′c|

α2 d (0, x) dx

 1
p

.

Similarly, for a function φ : Ξk (X) → C, its Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (X))-norm is given by

(2.10) ∥φ∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(X)) =

 ∫
Ξk(X)

|φ (ξ)|p sβ1
c d (0, ξ) (s

′
c)

β2 d (0, ξ) dξ


1
p

.

Remark 2.14. For the Euclidean space Rn, we have c = 0 and hence s′c (t) = 1, for any t ∈ R. Consequently, the weighted

Lebesgue spaces have only one weight (∥x∥α and (d (0, ξ))
β
).

Here, 1 ≤ p < ∞, α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R, and the “curvature function” is given by Equation (1.3). We recall that one of the
aims of this article is answering Question 2. Since answering the question for general (non-radial) functions is difficult, we
give necessary and sufficient conditions for the boundedness of the k-plane transform acting on radial functions. For the
same, we now state certain formulae (and their variations) for the weighted norms of radial functions.
Theorem 2.15.

(1) For a radial function f : Rn → C, from polar decomposition, we get

(2.11) ∥f∥Lp
α(Rn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣p tα+n−1dt

 1
p

.

(2) For a radial function f : Hn → C, using the polar decomposition, we get

(2.12) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣p sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt

 1
p

.

Moreover, by replacing cosh t with t, we get

(2.13) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣p (t2 − 1
)α1+n

2 −1
tα2dt

 1
p

.
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Further, by replacing sinh2 t with t in Equation (2.12), we get

(2.14) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√t+ 1
)∣∣∣p tα1+n

2 −1 (t+ 1)
α2−1

2
dt

t

 1
p

.

(3) Using the polar decomposition, for even radial functions f : Sn → C, we have,

(2.15) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣p sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

.

Moreover, by replacing cos2 t with t, we get

(2.16) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣p (1− t)
α1+n

2 −1
t
α2−1

2 dt


1
p

.

Further, by replacing sin2 t with t in Equation (2.15), we get

(2.17) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√1− t
)∣∣∣p (1− t)

α2−1
2 t

α1+n
2 −1dt


1
p

.

Lastly, by replacing tan2 t by t in Equation (2.15), we get

(2.18) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣f̃ ( 1√
1 + t

)∣∣∣∣p t
α1+n

2

(1 + t)
α1+α2+n+1

2

dt

t


1
p

.

We again mention that Equations (2.11)–(2.18) find their use at various places throughout this article.

2.3. The k-plane Transform and its Dual. We now briefly talk about the k-plane transform and its dual on the spaces
of constant curvature. We begin with basic definitions about these maps, and then state a formula for the totally-geodesic
k-plane transform of radial functions. As discussed earlier, the k-plane transform takes in functions on the space X and gives
out a function on the “affine Grassmannian”, Ξk (X). It does so by integrating the restriction of the given function on the
given k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold. Precisely, we have the following definition.

Definition 2.16 (k-plane transform). Let X be a space of constant curvature and f : X → C be a “nice” function3. The
k-plane transform of f is a function Rkf : Ξk (X) → C, given by

(2.19) Rkf (ξ) :=

∫
ξ

f (x) dξx,

where, dξx is the induced measure on ξ ⊆ X from the Riemannian metric on X.

For details about induced measures on embedded (Riemannian) submanifolds of a Riemannian manifold, we refer the
reader to [22]. Indeed, when X = Rn, we get back to the definition as given in Equation (1.1).

We also have the dual k-plane transform, which integrates a function φ : Ξk (X) → C on the set of all the k-dimensional
totally-geodesic submanifolds that contain a particular point.

Definition 2.17 (Dual k-plane transform). Let X be a space of constant curvature and φ : Ξk (X) → C be a “nice” function.
The dual k-plane transform of φ is a function R∗

kφ : X → C, given by

(2.20) R∗
kφ (x) :=

∫
{ξ∈Ξk(X)|x∈ξ}

φ (ξ) dSξ.

Here, the measure dSξ is on the set S = {ξ ∈ Ξk (X) |x ∈ ξ}.

Measure dSξ on the set S = {ξ ∈ Ξk (X) |x ∈ ξ} is often obtained by considering S as a quotient of the isometry group of
X. For details, we refer the reader to [13]. We have the following duality relation that is of help later.

Theorem 2.18 ([29]). Let f : X → C and φ : Ξk (X) → C be “nice” functions. Then, the following duality holds whenever
the integrals on both sides exist in the Lebesgue sense.

(2.21)

∫
Ξk(X)

Rkf (ξ)φ (ξ) dξ =

∫
X

f (x)R∗
kφ (x) dx.

3By “nice”, we mean a function for which all integrals in the definition make sense.
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Of importance to us are the formulae of the k-plane transform and its dual for radial functions. They can be easily
obtained from the polar decomposition of the submanifold ξ. For details, we refer the reader to [4], [27], and [14]. We only
state the formulae here.

Proposition 2.19. For a radial function f : Rn → C, the k-plane transform is given by

(2.22) Rkf (ξ) =
∣∣Sk−1

∣∣ ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (t)
(
t2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
) k

2−1

t dt.

Equation (2.22) can also be written as

(2.23) Rkf (ξ) =
∣∣Sk−1

∣∣ ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (t)

(
1− (d (0, ξ))

2

t2

) k
2−1

tk−1 dt.

We now state a few formulae for the k-plane transform on the real hyperbolic space Hn. These formulae play important
roles at various places throughout the article.

Proposition 2.20. For a radial function f : Hn → C, the k-plane transform is given by

(2.24) Rkf (ξ) =
|Sk−1|

coshk−1d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t)
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

sinh t dt.

Equation (2.24) can also be written as

(2.25) Rkf (ξ) =

∣∣Sk−1
∣∣

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t)

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 t

) k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt.

Further, using the relations between hyperbolic trigonometric functions, we have,

(2.26) Rkf (ξ) =

∣∣Sk−1
∣∣

cosh d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t)

(
1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tanh2 t

) k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt.

Lastly, we state the formulae for the k-plane transform of radial functions on the sphere Sn.

Proposition 2.21. For a radial (even) function f : Sn → C, the k-plane transform is given by

(2.27) Rkf (ξ) =
2|Sk−1|

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cos t)
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

sin t dt.

Using the relations between trigonometric functions, Equation (2.27) can be written as

(2.28) Rkf (ξ) =
2
∣∣Sk−1

∣∣
cos d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cos t)

(
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

sink−1 t dt.

Next, we see a few formulae for the dual k-plane transform of radial functions on Ξk (X), where X = Rn, Hn, or Sn. We
begin with the Euclidean case. These formulae can be found in [29], [4], and [27].

Proposition 2.22. We have the following formulae for the dual k-plane transform of radial functions on Ξk (X), where X
is a space of constant curvature.

(1) For a radial function φ : Ξk (Rn) → C, its dual k-plane transform is given by

(2.29) R∗
kφ (x) =

∣∣Sk−1
∣∣ ∣∣Sn−k−1

∣∣
|Sn−1|

1

∥x∥k−1

∥x∥∫
0

φ̃ (s)
(
∥x∥2 − s2

) k
2−1

ds.

(2) For a radial function φ : Ξk (Hn) → C, the dual k-plane transform of φ is given by

(2.30) R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

1

sinhn−2 d (0, ξ)

sinh d(0,ξ)∫
0

φ̃ (s)
(
sin2 d (0, ξ)− s2

) k
2−1

sn−k−1ds.
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(3) For a radial function φ : Ξk (Sn) → C, the dual k-plane transform of φ is given by

(2.31) R∗
kφ (ξ) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

1

sinn−2 d (0, x)

sin d(0,x)∫
0

φ̃ (s)
(
sin2 d (0, x)− s2

) k
2−1

sn−k−1ds.

We are interested in estimating the Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (X))-norms of the functions Rkf . By making suitable changes of variables

in the formulae for the k-plane transform of radial functions and Equation (2.10), we get the following well-known result.
We only state it here for reference.
Theorem 2.23.

(1) On the Euclidean space, we have for radial functions,

(2.32) ∥Rkf∥Lp
β(Rn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
s

f̃ (t)
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

t dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

sβ+n−k−1ds


1
p

.

(2) On the Hyperbolic space, by Equation (2.24), with a change of variables, cosh t replaced by t and cosh d (0, ξ) = s, we
get for radial functions

(2.33) ∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
s

f̃ (t)
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

sβ2+k−1
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
p

.

(3) On the sphere, by Equation (2.27), with a change of variables, cos t replaced by t and cos d (0, ξ) = s, we get

(2.34) ∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

f̃ (t)
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

sβ2+k−1
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
p

.

2.4. Lorentz Spaces and a weighted interpolation result. In this section, we mention a few definitions and results
from function spaces that we require throughout this article. We have already seen the weighted Lebesgue spaces on the
spaces of constant curvature in Subsection 2.2.

Apart from the weighted Lebesgue spaces, we also work on Lorentz spaces for obtaining end-point behaviour of the k-plane
transform. We give the definition of such spaces here for an abstract measure space.

Definition 2.24 (Lorentz space Lp,q ([9])). Let (X,µ) be a measure space and p, q ≥ 1. The Lorentz space Lp,q (X,µ) is the
space of all measurable functions f on X for which the Lorentz norm,

(2.35) ∥f∥Lp,q(X,µ) =


p

1
q

[∞∫
0

(
λf (s)

1
p s
)q

ds
s

] 1
q

, q < +∞,

sup
s>0

{
sλf (s)

1
p

}
, q = +∞,

is finite. Here, λf is the distribution function of f , given by

(2.36) λf (s) = µ {x ∈ X| |f (x)| > s} .

Remark 2.25. It is known (see for instance, [9]) that ∥χE∥Lp,1(X,µ) = µ (E)
1
p , for measurable sets E ⊆ X.

The following theorem about boundedness of operators on Lorentz spaces is crucial.

Theorem 2.26 ([33]). Let T be a linear operator that maps finite linear combinations of characteristic functions of measurable
sets E ⊆ X with finite measure into a vector space B of functions on X, with an order preserving norm, ∥ · ∥. By an “order
preserving norm” we mean that whenever f, g ∈ B are such that |f (x)| ≤ |g (x)|, for almost every x ∈ X, we have ∥f∥ ≤ ∥g∥.
If, for any measurable set with finite measure E ⊆ X, we have

∥TχE∥ ≤ C∥χE∥Lp,1(X,µ),

where, the constant C is independent of the choice of the set E, then, for every f ∈ Lp,1 (X,µ), we have

∥Tf∥ ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1(X,µ).

We now give an interpolation result due to Stein and Weiss ([32]). It can also be found in [1], stated in a slightly different
manner. We state it here in a way convenient to us.

Theorem 2.27 (Stein and Weiss). Let (X,µ), and (Y, ν) be measure spaces. Let α1, α2 be positive functions on X, and
β1, β2 be positive functions on Y . Let 1 ≤ pi, qi ≤ ∞ for i = 0, 1, and suppose that T is a operator such that for i = 0, 1, we
have

∥ (Tf)βi∥qi ≤ Ci∥fαi∥pi .

Then, for θ ∈ (0, 1), 1
p = 1−θ

p0
+ θ

p1
, 1

q = 1−θ
q0

+ θ
q1
, and α = α1−θ

0 αθ
1 and β = β1−θ

0 βθ
1 such that p < +∞, we have

∥ (Tf)β∥q ≤ C∥fα∥p.
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3. Existence of k-plane transform

In this section, we study the existence of the k-plane transforms on the spaces of constant curvature. Essentially, we wish
to answer Question 1 posed in Section 1. The existence of k-plane transforms for (weighted) Lp-functions on Rn is well
studied (see for instance, [28]). We look at the weighted Lebesgue spaces on Hn and Sn, given by Equation (2.7), and ask
for which p ≥ 1 and choice of α1, α2 ∈ R does the k-plane transform exist.

3.1. The Hyperbolic Space Hn. We start by getting the existence of the k-plane transform on the weighted Lebesgue
spaces on the real hyperbolic space. Particularly, we ask the following question.

Question 4. For which values of p ≥ 1, and α1, α2 ∈ R, does the k-plane transform exist for functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn)?

In obtaining the desired existence result, we employ the duality given in Theorem 2.18.

Theorem 3.1. For α1+α2 > k−n, and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , the k-plane transform exists for all functions f ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Hn).

Also for functions in L1
α1,α2

(Hn) with α1+α2 = k−n, the k-plane transform is well-defined. Moreover, when the conditions
stated above are not satisfied, there are radial functions f ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Hn) for which Rkf ≡ +∞.

Proof. First, let us fix α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 < p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 . We choose

γ1 > max

{
k − n,−α1 + n

p′

}
and k − n− α1 − α2 < γ1 + γ2 <

1− n− α1 − α2

p′
.

Such a choice of γ1 and γ2 is possible because under the assumptions on α1, α2, and p, we get an unbounded region of R2

with the constraints mentioned above (see Figure 3).

Figure 3. Region in R2 for choices of γ1 and γ2.

Now, using the duality of the k-plane transform given in Equation (2.21) and using Equation (A.11), we get for any
f ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Hn),∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2+γ2 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
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= C

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Hn

f (x) sinhα1+γ1 d (0, x) coshα2+γ2 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
We write α1 = α1

p + α1

p′ and α2 = α2

p + α2

p′ , and use Hölder inequality with exponents p and p′ along with polar decomposition

on Hn to obtain,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2+γ2 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)

 ∞∫
0

sinhα1+p′γ1+n−1 t coshα2+p′γ2 t

∣∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 t

) ∣∣∣∣∣
p′

dt


1
p′

,

By the choice of γ1 and γ2, we have from Equation (B.3) that 2F1

(
−α2+γ2

2 , k2 ;
α1+γ1+n

2 ; tanh2 t
)
is bounded, and the integral

is convergent. This gives the existence of Rkf under the given assumptions.
To check the existence for p = 1, let us choose γ1 > 0 such that α1 + γ1 > k − n and γ2 = −γ1. Again, from Equation

(2.21) and Equation (A.11), we get for any f ∈ L1
α1,α2

(Hn),∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2−γ1 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Hn

f (x) sinhα1+γ1 d (0, x) coshα2−γ1 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−α2 − γ1

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
Hn

|f (x)| sinhα1 d (0, x) coshα2 d (0, x) tanhγ1 d (0, x)

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 − γ1

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)∣∣∣∣ dx.
It is clear that with the choice of γ1 and γ2, we have from Equation (B.3) that 2F1

(
−α2−γ1

2 , k2 ;
α1+γ1+n

2 ; tanh2 d (0, x)
)
is

bounded. Also, tanhγ1 d (0, x) ≤ 1. Therefore, we get∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2−γ1 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫
Hn

|f (x)| sinhα1 d (0, x) coshα2 d (0, x) dx = C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn) < +∞.

Hence, we have shown the existence of the k-plane transform for functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) whenever α1 + α2 > k − n and

1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 .

It only remains to check the existence in the case when α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1. To see this case, let us choose γ1 > 0
such that γ1 + α1 > k − n and γ2 < −γ1. To make things precise, let us fix γ2 = −γ1 − 1. For any f ∈ L1

α1,α2
(Hn), we have

by using the duality relation given in Equation (2.21), and Equation (A.11),∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2−γ1−1 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= C

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Hn

f (x) sinhα1+γ1 d (0, x) coshα2−γ1−1 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−α2 − γ1 − 1

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)
dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
For our choice of parameters, we have from Equation (B.5) that lim

d(0,x)→∞

2F1(−α2−γ1−1
2 , k2 ;

α1+γ1+n
2 ;tanh2 d(0,x))

cosh d(0,x) = C. Therefore,

for sufficiently large R > 0, using the fact that hypergeometric function is continuous, hence bounded on compact sets, and
that γ1 > 0, we get∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
Ξk(Hn)

Rkf (ξ) sinh
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) coshα2−γ1−1 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
B(0,R)

|f (x)| sinhα1 d (0, x) coshα2 d (0, x) tanhγ1 d (0, x) dx
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+ C

∫
Hn\B(0,R)

|f (x)| sinhα1 d (0, x) coshα2 d (0, x) tanhγ1 d (0, x) cosh−1 d (0, x) cosh d (0, x) dx

≤ C

∫
Hn

|f (x)| sinhα1 d (0, x) coshα2 d (0, x) dx = C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn) < +∞.

Hence, Rkf is finite for almost every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold in Hn. □

We now see through a few examples that the constraints on α1, α2 and p imposed in Theorem 3.1 are optimal. That is,
beyond these restrictions, we do not have the existence of the k-plane transform on weighted Lebesgue spaces, Lp

α1,α2
(Hn).

Example 3.2. In this example, we see that the condition p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 imposed in Theorem 3.1 is optimal, when

α1 + α2 > k − n. Let assume that p ≥ α1+α2+n−1
k−1 > 1, and consider the function

f (x) =
sinh

2−n−α1
p d (0, x) cosh−

α2
p d (0, x)

(1 + cosh d (0, x))
1
p ln (1 + cosh d (0, x))

.

Using the polar decomposition on Hn, we have,

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)

= C

∞∫
0

sinh t

(1 + cosh t) lnp (1 + cosh t)
dt.

Upon substituting ln (1 + cosh t) = u, we get

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)

= C

∞∫
ln 2

1

up
du < +∞,

for every p > 1. That is, whenever p > 1, we have f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn). For the k-plane transform, we have from Equation (2.26),

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosh d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

sinh
2−n−α1

p t cosh−
α2
p t

(1 + cosh t)
1
p ln (1 + cosh t)

[
1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tanh2 t

] k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt.

Substitute ln (1 + cosh t) = u. Then, we have,

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosh d (0, ξ)

∞∫
ln(1+cosh d(0,ξ))

(
(eu − 1)

2 − 1
) 2−n−α1

2p + k−2
2

(eu − 1)
−α2

p

e(
1
p−1)uu

[
1− (eu − 1)

2

(eu − 1)
2 − 1

tanh2 d (0, ξ)

] k
2−1

du.

The total power of eu towards infinity is k−1− α1+α2+n−1
p ≥ 0, for p ≥ α1+α2+n−1

k−1 . Therefore, the integral does not converge

and Rkf ≡ +∞ in this case.

Example 3.2 suggests that for given α1, α2 ∈ R with α1+α2 > k−n, the restriction on p (i.e., p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 ) is optimal.

We now see whether the restriction on α1 + α2 is also optimal.

Example 3.3. Let us now fix α1 + α2 ≤ k − n, and consider the function,

f (x) =
sinh−

α1
p d (0, x) cosh

1−α2
p d (0, x) (2 + sinh d (0, x))

−n
p

ln1+
1
p (2 + sinh d (0, x))

.

Then, we have using the polar decomposition on Hn,

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)

= C

∞∫
0

sinhn−1 t cosh t

(2 + sinh t)
n
lnp+1 (2 + sinh t)

dt.

By substituting ln (2 + sinh t) = u, we get

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)

= C

∞∫
ln 2

(eu − 2)
n−1

e(n−1)uup+1
du < +∞,

for every p ≥ 1, and hence f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn). For the k-plane transform, we have from Equation (2.26),

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosh d (0, ξ)

∫
d(0,ξ)

sinh−
α1
p t cosh

1−α2
p t

(2 + sinh t)
n
p ln1+

1
p (2 + sinh t)

[
1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tanh2 t

] k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt.
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By substituting ln (2 + sinh t) = u, we get

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosh d (0, ξ)

∞∫
ln(2+sinh d(0,ξ))

(eu − 2)
−α1

p +k−1
(
(eu − 2)

2
+ 1
) 1−α2

2p − 1
2

e(
n
p −1)uu1+

1
p

[
1−

(
(eu − 2)

2
+ 1

(eu − 2)
2

)
tanh2 d (0, ξ)

] k
2−1

dt.

The total power of eu towards infinity is k − 1 − α1+α2+n−1
p > 0 for α1 + α2 < k − n and p ≥ 1 or for α1 + α2=k − n and

p > 1. Therefore, in these cases, we have Rkf ≡ +∞.

We notice that the proof of Theorem 3.1 together with Examples 3.2 and 3.3, completely answers Question 4.

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.1 and Example 3.2 give a natural “end-point” of existence for the k-plane transform. Particularly,
we know that for p = α1+α2+n−1

k−1 , the k-plane transform is not well-defined on Lp
α1,α2

(Hn). In Section 5, we take up this
end-point and prove a Lorentz norm estimate for radial functions.

3.2. The Sphere Sn. We now look at the existence conditions for the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on Sn. Here, we
consider the weighted Lebesgue spaces Lp

α1,α2
(Sn), as given in Equation (2.7). Particularly, we ask the following question.

Question 5. For what values of p ≥ 1, and α1, α2 ∈ R, does the k-plane transform exist for functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn)?

To get the required conditions, we use the technique described in Theorem 3.1. We, then have the following result.

Theorem 3.5. For any α1, α2 ∈ R, and p > 1 + α2, the k-plane transform is well-defined on the weighted Lebesgue space
Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). Moreover, for α2=0 and p=1, the k-plane transform is well-defined on the weighted Lebesgue space Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).
Further, if the hypotheses stated above are not satisfied, then there are radial functions f ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) for which Rkf ≡ +∞.

Proof. Let α1, α2 ∈ R be given. We prove this result in two cases.

Case I: We first assume that p > 1 + α2 and p ̸= 1. Let us fix γ1 > max
{
k − n− α1,−α1+n

p′

}
and γ2 ∈ R such that

k+ α2 + γ2 /∈ 2Z and − 1+α2

p′ < γ2 < −α2. Then, from the duality of the k-plane transform (Equation (2.21)), and Equation

(A.12), and an application of Hölder’s inequality, we have∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫
Ξk

Rkf (ξ) sin
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) cosα2+γ2 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ C

∫
Sn

|f (x)| sinα1+γ1 d (0, x)
∣∣cosα2+γ2 d (0, x)

∣∣ ∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 d (0, x)

)∣∣∣∣ dx
≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Sn)I

1
p′
α1,α2,γ1,γ2 ,(3.1)

where,

Iα1,α2,γ1,γ2
=

∫
Sn

sinα1+p′γ1 d (0, x)
∣∣∣cosα2+p′γ2 d (0, x)

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 d (0, x)

)∣∣∣∣p′

dx(3.2)

= C

π
2∫

0

sinα1+p′γ1+n−1 t cosα2+p′γ2 t

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 t

)∣∣∣∣p′

dt

= C (I1 + I2) .

We have used the polar decomposition for Sn in the penultimate step. Here,

I1 =

π
4∫

0

sinα1+p′γ1+n−1 t cosα2+p′γ2 t

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 t

)∣∣∣∣p′

dt,

and

I2 =

π
2∫

π
4

sinα1+p′γ1+n−1 t cosα2+p′γ2 t

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1 + γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 t

)∣∣∣∣p′

dt.

The integral I1 is finite due to the choice of γ1, and the fact that the cosine and hypergeometric terms are bounded when
t ∈

(
0, π4

)
. For the integral I2, we need to consider the behaviour of the hypergeometric function. From Equation (B.7), we

get

2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
,
k

2
;
α1+γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 t

)
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=
π

sin (k + α2 + γ2)
π
2

[
tanα2+γ2 t

Γ
(
k
2

)
Γ
(
α1+α2+γ1+γ2+n

2

) 2F1

(
−α2 + γ2

2
, 1− α1 + α2 + γ1 + γ2 + n

2
; 1− α2 + γ2 + k

2
;− cot2 t

)

− tan−k t

Γ
(
−α2+γ2

2

)
Γ
(

α1+γ1+n−k
2

) 2F1

(
k

2
, 1− α1 + γ1 + n− k

2
; 1+

α2 + γ2 + k

2
;− cot2 t

) .
Since, γ2 < −α2, we have that the first term in this expression is bounded towards π

2 . On the other hand, the second term is
anyway bounded, so that overall, the hypergeometric function is bounded. The power of cos in the integral I2 is integrable
since γ2 > − 1+α2

p′ . This completes the proof for existence in this case.

Case II: We now consider α2 = 0 and p = 1. First, we notice that by taking γ2 = 0 in Equation (A.12) of Theorem A.14,
we get

(3.3) R∗
k (sin

γ1 d (0, ·)) (x) = C sinγ1 d (0, x) ,

provided γ1 > k − n. Therefore, for a given α1 ∈ R, let us choose γ1 ≥ 0 such that α1 + γ1 > k − n. Then, we have, for
functions f ∈ L1

α1,0 (S
n), using Equations (2.21) and (3.3),∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫
Ξk(Sn)

Rkf (ξ) sin
α1+γ1 d (0, ξ) dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C

∫
Sn

|f (x)| sinα1+γ1 d (0, x) dx ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,0(Sn) < +∞.

It only remains to be checked that when α2 < 0 and p = 1 > 1+α2, the k-plane transform of functions in L1
α1,α2

(Sn) exists.
However, we notice that for α2 < 0, we have for any t ∈

(
0, π2

)
, cosα2 t ≥ 1. Consequently,

∥f∥L1
α1,0(Sn) =

∫
Sn

|f (x)| sinα1 d (0, x) dx ≤
∫
Sn

|f (x)| sinα1 d (0, x) cosα2 d (0, x) dx = ∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Sn),

for any α1 ∈ R. That is, for α2 < 0, we have L1
α1,α2

(Sn) ⊆ L1
α1,0 (S

n). In Case II, we have seen that for functions in

L1
α1,0 (S

n), the k-plane transform is well-defined. Therefore, it is also defined on L1
α1,α2

(Sn), when α2 < 0. This completes
the proof! □

Next, we show that for α2 > 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ 1 + α2, there are radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) for which Rkf ≡ +∞.

Example 3.6. Let us fix α2 > 0 and 1 ≤ p < 1 + α2. We define a function f : Sn → C, as

f (x) =
sin−

α1
p d (0, x)

cos d (0, x)
.

Then, by using the polar decomposition on Sn, we have,

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) = C

π
2∫

0

cosα2−p t sinn−1 t dt.

By substituting cos2 t = u, we get

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) = C

1∫
0

u
α2−p−1

2 (1− u)
n
2 −1

dt < +∞,

since p < 1 + α2. That is, f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). Further, for the k-plane transform of f at ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn), we have from Equation
(2.27),

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

sin−
α1
p t

cos t

(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

sin t dt = +∞,

since 1
cos t is not integrable near π

2 .

Example 3.6 gives us that the restriction p ≥ 1 + α2 is optimal, for any α2>0. However, Theorem 3.5 has a stronger
restriction on p, when α2 > 0. The next example shows that for α2 > 0 and p = 1 + α2, there are radial functions for which
the k-plane transform is not well-defined. Particularly, the restriction p > 1 + α2 is optimal.

Example 3.7. Let us fix α2 > 0 and p = 1 + α2. We consider the function f :Sn → C, defined as

f (x) =
sin−

α1
p d (0, x)

cos d (0, x)

(
ln

1

cos d (0, x)

)−γ

χ(π
4 ,π2 )

(d (0, x)) ,



16 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

where, 1
p < γ ≤ 1. We notice that such a choice of γ is possible since α2 > 0. We have,

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) = C

π
2∫

π
4

cosα2−p t sinn−1 t

(
ln

1

cos t

)−γp

dt = C

π
2∫

π
4

sinn−1 t

cos t

(
ln

1

cos t

)−γp

dt.

By substituting cos2 t = e−v, we get

∥f∥p
Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) = C

∞∫
ln 2

(
1− e−v

)n
2 −1

v−pγdv < +∞,

since γp > 1. On the other hand, from Equation (2.27), we get for any ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn),

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

max{π
4 ,d(0,ξ)}

sin1−
α1
p t
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1 1

cos t

(
ln

1

cos t

)−γ

dt.

Substituting ln 1
cos t = u, we get

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
max{ln 2,ln 1

cos d(0,ξ)}

(
1− e−2u

)−α1
2p
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− e−2u

) k
2−1

u−γdu = +∞,

since γ ≤ 1.

We notice that the proof of Theorem 3.5 together with Examples 3.6 and 3.7, completely answers Question 5.

Remark 3.8. We would like to mention that the existence conditions on the sphere give a natural end-point, namely
p = 1 + α2, when α2 > 0. We consider this end-point in Section 5, and obtain boundedness of the k-plane transform (for
radial functions) on Lorentz space, Lp,1

α1,α2
(Sn).

4. Lp-improving estimates for radial functions

In this section, we find necessary and sufficient conditions for the Lp-improving boundedness of the k-plane transform on
weighted Lebesgue spaces of radial functions. This section is divided into three subsections, each dealing with the k-plane
transform on the Euclidean space, Hyperbolic space, and the Sphere, respectively.

4.1. The Euclidean space Rn. The Lp-improving boundedness of the Euclidean k-plane transform has been a subject
of study for a long time, and much theory is developed around it. Some of the known results are mentioned in Section
1. The motivation of our study in this section lies in the works of Kumar and Ray (see [18]), where they proved weighted
Lp-improving estimates for the k-plane transform of radial functions on the Euclidean space. In their paper, the authors give
necessary and sufficient conditions for the boundedness. We move a step further and ask the following question:

Question 6. Given α > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α+n
k or α = k − n and p = 1, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions

on β ∈ R such that the following inequality holds for all radial functions?

(4.1) ∥ (d (0, ·))β Rkf∥∞ ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α(Rn).

We know (see for instance [28]) that the k-plane transform exists on Lp
α (Rn), exactly when α > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α+n

k
or α = k − n and p = 1.

First, let us obtain necessary conditions for Inequality (4.1) to hold.

Theorem 4.1. Let α > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α+n
k or α = k − n and p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.1) holds only if β = α+n

p − k.

Proof. For a fixed λ > 0, let us consider the function fλ = χB(0,λ). Then, we have, using the polar decomposition of Rn,

∥f∥Lp
α(Rn) = C

 λ∫
0

tα+n−1 dt


1
p

= Cλ
α+n

p .

The k-plane transform of fλ is given in Equation (A.1). By choosing d (0, ξ) = 1√
2
λ, it is easy to see that

∥ (d (0, ·))β Rkf∥∞ ≥ Cλβ+k.

Therefore, a necessary condition for Inequality (4.1) to hold is

λβ+k ≤ Cλ
α+n

p ,

for all λ > 0. This is possible only if β = α+n
p − k. □
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We now see that the necessary condition of Theorem 4.1 is also sufficient.

Theorem 4.2. Let α > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α+n
k .

(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (4.1) holds if and only if β = α+n
p − k.

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (4.1) holds if and only if β = α+n
p − k and p > 2.

Proof. The necessity of the condition β = α+n
p − k was proved in Theorem 4.1. We now check the sufficiency.

(A) First, we consider the case k ≥ 2 and p > 1, which is fairly simple. Here, we have, from Equation (2.22),∣∣∣(d (0, ξ))α+n
p −k

Rkf (ξ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C (d (0, ξ))

α+n
p −k

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (t2 − (d (0, ξ))
2
) k

2−1

t dt

= C (d (0, ξ))
α+n

p −k

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ tα+n−1
p

(
1−

(
d (0, ξ)

t

)2
) k

2−1

t
k−α+n

p − 1
p′ dt.

Using Hölder’s inequality and Equation (2.11), we get∣∣∣(d (0, ξ))α+n
p −k

Rkf (ξ)
∣∣∣ ≤ C (d (0, ξ))

α+n
p −k ∥f∥Lp

α(Rn)I
1
p′ ,

where,

I =

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

tp
′(k−α+n

p )−1

(
1−

(
d (0, ξ)

t

)2
)p′( k

2−1)

dt.

By substituting d(0,ξ)
t = u, we obtain

(4.2) I = (d (0, ξ))
p′(k−α+n

p )
1∫

0

up
′(α+n

p −k)−1
(
1− u2

)p′( k
2−1)

du = C (d (0, ξ))
p′(k−α+n

p ) .

In the above equation, C =
Γ
(

p′
2 (

α+n
p −k)

)
Γ(p′( k

2−1)+1)
Γ(p′(α+n

2p −1)+1)
. Hence, for k ≥ 2 and p > 1, we have Inequality (4.1). Now,

let us consider p = 1. From Equation (2.23) and the fact that α≥k − n, we have the following.

∣∣∣(d (0, ξ))α+n−1
Rkf (ξ)

∣∣∣ ≤ C (d (0, ξ))
α+n−k

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ tk−1

(
1−

(
d (0, ξ)

t

)2
) k

2−1

dt

≤ C

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ tα+n−1dt ≤ C∥f∥L1
α(Rn).

(B) For the case k = 1 with p > 2, the proof is verbatim to that of (A), where the condition that p > 2 is used to make
the integral I, given in Equation (4.2) finite. The necessity of p > 2 when k = 1 is given in Example 4.3 and Remark
4.4.

□

Now we show that for k = 1 and p ≤ 2, we cannot expect Inequality (4.1) to hold. We begin with the case p < 2, where
we produce a counter-example.

Example 4.3. Let k = 1 and p < 2. For 0 < a < b < ∞, let us consider the characteristic function of an annulus
A := {x ∈ Rn|a < ∥x∥ < b}. Then, we have,

(4.3) ∥χA∥Lp
α(Rn) =

 b∫
a

rα+n−1dr


1
p

= C
(
bα+n − aα+n

) 1
p .

As for the X-ray transform of χA, we have using Equation (2.22),
(4.4)

R1χA (ξ) = C

b∫
max{a,d(0,ξ)}

(
t2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
)− 1

2

t dt = C

[(
b2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
) 1

2 −
(
max

{
a2, (d (0, ξ))

2
}
− (d (0, ξ))

2
) 1

2

]
.
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Using d (0, ξ) = a in Equation (4.4), we easily see that

(4.5) ∥ (d (0, ·))β R1χA∥L∞(Rn) ≥ Caβ
(
b2 − a2

) 1
2 .

Now, testing Inequality (4.1) against χA, we get from Equations (4.3) and (4.5),

(4.6) aβ
(
b2 − a2

) 1
2 ≤ C

(
bα+n − aα+n

) 1
p ,

for 0 < a < b <∞. For a fixed a > 0, let us consider the function H : (a,∞) → R, defined as

H (b) =
apβ

(
b2 − a2

) p
2

bα+n − aα+n
.

Inequality (4.6) is equivalent to saying that H is bounded. However, we see that since p < 2, we have,

lim
b→a

H (b) = lim
b→a

apβ
(
b2 − a2

) p
2

bα+n − aα+n
= lim

b→a

apβpb
(
b2 − a2

) p
2−1

(α+ n) bα+n−1
= +∞.

Therefore, Inequality (4.1) cannot be expected for p < 2 and k = 1.

Remark 4.4. Example 4.3 shows that for Inequality (4.1) to hold with k = 1, we must have p ≥ 2. Let us now see that we
cannot expect Inequality (4.1) for p = 2 when k = 1. To see this, we first observe from Equation (2.22), by replacing t2 by t
and Equation (C.2), that

R1f (ξ) = I
1
2
−φ
(
(d (0, ξ))

2
)
,

where,

φ (t) = f̃
(√

t
)
.

Also, it is easy to see that

∥f∥Lp
α(Rn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣p tα+n−1dt

 1
p

= C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√t)∣∣∣p tα+n
2 −1dt

 1
p

= C∥φ∥Lp
α+n

2
−1

(0,∞).

Hence, proving Inequality (4.1) for p = 2 and k = 1 is equivalent to proving

(4.7) ∥x
α+n

4 − 1
2 I

1
2
−φ∥L∞(0,∞) ≤ C∥φ∥L2

α+n
2

−1
(0,∞).

However, Inequality (4.7) is not valid as seen in Proposition C.4.

The analysis done here completely answers Question 6. We now move on to consider Lp-improving mapping properties
for the k-plane transform of radial functions on the hyperbolic space.

4.2. The Hyperbolic Space Hn. In this section, we get necessary and sufficient conditions for the totally-geodesic k-plane
transform on Hn to be an Lp-improving bounded operator on weighted Lebesgue spaces of radial functions on Hn. That is,
we ask the following question.

Question 7. What are the admissible values of α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R, and r ≥ p ≥ 1 such that the following inequality holds for
all radial functions in Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)?

(4.8) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Further, we also ask the following question.

Question 8. What are the admissible values of α1, α2, γ1, γ2 ∈ R, and p ≥ 1 such that the following inequality holds for all
radial functions f ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)?

(4.9) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

First, we recall from Theorem 3.1 that we must have α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and

p = 1 for the existence of the k-plane transform. Without these conditions, Inequalities (4.8) and (4.9) do not make sense.
We begin with answering Question 7. First, we obtain necessary conditions for Inequality (4.8) to hold. To do so, we test

the desired inequality against certain functions that mimic dilations.

Theorem 4.5. Let α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.8) holds

only if

(4.10) β1 > k − n and
β2 + k − 1

r
− α2 − 1

p
≤ α1 + n

p
− β1 + n− k

r
≤ k.
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Proof. We prove the necessary condition stated in the statement of this theorem in two cases.
Case I: Let us first assume that α1 > −n. Here, we consider, for λ > 0, the function fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cosh d (0, x).

Then, we have, from Equation (2.12),

(4.11) ∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 λ∫
0

sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2+p t dt


1
p

≤ C

{
λ

α1+n
p , λ is small.

e(
α1+α2+n−1

p +1)λ, λ is large.

On the other hand, from Equation (2.33), we have

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
s

χ(1,coshλ) (t) t
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 coshλ∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
coshλ∫
s

t
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 coshλ∫
1

(
cosh2 λ− s2

) rk
2 sβ2+k−r(k−1)

(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

By substituting s2 =
(
1− x tanh2 λ

)
cosh2 λ, and simplifying, we get

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

= C cosh
β1+β2+n−1

r +1 λ tanhk+
β1+n−k

r λ

 1∫
0

x
rk
2 (1− x)

β1+n−k
2 −1(

1− x tanh2 λ
) (r−1)(k−1)−β2

2

dx


1
r

(4.12)

= C cosh
β2+k−1

r +1−k λ sinhk+
β1+n−k

r λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
, 1+

rk

2
; 1+

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; tanh2 λ

)] 1
r

.

The last equality follows from the integral representation of the hypergeometric function (Equation (B.2)). Indeed, Equa-
tion (4.12) gives the necessity of β1 > k − n, for otherwise the hypergeometric integral does not converge and Rkfλ /∈
Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk (Hn)). Depending on the behaviour of the hypergeometric function in the above expression, we have from Theo-
rem B.3,

(4.13) ∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C


λk+

β1+n−k
r , λ is small.

e(
β1+β2+n−1

r +1)λ, λ is large and β1 + β2 ≥ r (k − 1)− (n− 1) .

ekλ, λ is large and β1 + β2 < r (k − 1)− (n− 1) .

We want Inequality (4.8) to hold for all λ > 0. Particularly, for small λ > 0, we get from Inequalities (4.11) and (4.13),

λk+
β1+n−k

r ≤ C λ
α1+n

p .

As λ→ 0, the above inequality forces

k +
β1 + n− k

r
≥ α1 + n

p
.

For large λ > 0, we have two cases. First, if β1 + β2 ≥ r (k − 1)− (n− 1), then, from Inequalities (4.8), (4.11), and (4.13),
we get

e(
β1+β2+n−1

r +1)λ ≤ C e(
α1+α2+n−1

p +1)λ.

As λ→ ∞, the above inequality forces
β1 + β2 + n− 1

r
≤ α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
.

This is equivalent to β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ α1+n
p − β1+n−k

r . In the case when β1 + β2 < r (k − 1)− (n− 1), we first observe that

from the existence condition of Theorem 3.1,

β1 + β2 + n− 1

r
< k − 1 <

α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
.

That is, in any case, we must have β1+β2+n−1
r ≤ α1+α2+n−1

p , for the validity of Inequality (4.8).

Also, from Inequalities (4.8), (4.11), and (4.13), we get

ekλ ≤ Ce(
α1+α2+n−1

p +1)λ.
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As λ → ∞, the above inequality forces p ≤ α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , which is redundant! This gives the necessity of the conditions of

Equation (4.10) for α1 > −n.
Case II: Let us now assume α1 ≤ −n, and consider the function fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) sinh

−α1
p d (0, x) cosh d (0, x). Then,

we have, using Equation (2.12),

(4.14) ∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 λ∫
0

sinhn−1 t coshα2+p t dt


1
p

≤ C

{
λ

n
p , λ is small.

e(
α2+n−1

p +1)λ, λ is large.

We now use Equation (2.33) to estimate the Lr
β1,β2

-norm of Rkfλ.

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
s

χ(1,coshλ) (t) t
(
t2 − 1

)−α1
2p
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 coshλ∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
coshλ∫
s

t
(
t2 − 1

)−α1
2p
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

In the inner integral, let us substitute t2 = x
(
cosh2 λ− s2

)
+ s2. Then, after simplification, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

= C

 coshλ∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

(
1 +

(
cosh2 λ− s2

s2 − 1

)
x

)−α1
2p (

s2 − 1
)−α1

2p
(
cosh2 λ− s2

) k
2 x

k
2−1dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 coshλ∫
1

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
α1

2p
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;
s2 − cosh2 λ

s2 − 1

)∣∣∣∣r (cosh2 λ− s2
) rk

2 sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1− rα1

2p ds


1
r

.

In the last step, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2). Now, we use the
transformation of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.6) (a) to obtain

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

= C sinh−
α1
p λ

 coshλ∫
1

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
α1

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
;
cosh2 λ− s2

sinh2 λ

)∣∣∣∣r (cosh2 λ− s2
) rk

2 sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

Since α1 ≤ −n < 0, from Remark B.2, we see that the hypergeometric function in the above integral is bounded below by a
positive constant. Hence, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C sinh−
α1
p λ

 coshλ∫
1

(
cosh2 λ− s2

) rk
2 sβ2+k−r(k−1)

(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

Now, we substitute s2 = 1 + z sinh2 λ and simplify to get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C sinh
β1+n−k

r −α1
p +k λ

 1∫
0

(1− z)
rk
2 z

β1+n−k
2 −1(

1 + z sinh2 λ
) (r−1)(k−1)−β2

2

dz


1
r

(4.15)

= C sinh
β1+n−k

r −α1
p +k λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)−β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
;− sinh2 λ

)] 1
r

.

In the last equality, we have employed the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2). Again, from
Equation (4.15), it is evident that β1 > k − n is necessary. Now, using the transformation of Equation (B.6) (a), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))≥C sinh
β1+n−k

r −α1
p +k λ coshβ2−(r−1)(k−1) λ×[

2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
, 1 +

rk

2
; 1+

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; tanh2 λ

)] 1
r

.
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Finally, using Theorem B.3, we have

(4.16) ∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C


λ

β1+n−k
r −α1

p +k, λ is samll.

e(
β1+β2+n−1

r −α1
p +1)λ, λ is large and β1 + β2 ≥ r (k − 1)− (n− 1) .

e(k−
α1
p )λ, λ is large and β1 + β2 < r (k − 1)− (n− 1) .

We desire the inequality (4.8). From Inequalities (4.14) and (4.16), using λ → 0 and λ → ∞, following the arguments of
Case I, we get the necessary conditions stated in Equation (4.10). □

Remark 4.6. We again emphasize that the restrictions on α1, α2 and p, stated in Theorem 4.13 are required for the existence
of the k-plane transform on the weighted Lebesgue space Lp

α1,α2
(Hn).

We now see that conditions of Theorem 4.5 are also sufficient for Lp-improving norm estimate of Equation (4.8).

Theorem 4.7. Let α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1, and r ≥ p.

(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (4.8) holds for any radial function f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions
of Equation (4.10).

(B) For k = 1, we assume in addition that 1
p − 1

r ≤ 1
2 for p > 1 or that r < 2 for p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.8) holds for

any radial function f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (4.10).

Before we begin the proof, we present its outline by fixing α1 + α2 > k − n, 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , and r ≥ p. First, we

observe that the necessary condition stated in Equation (4.10) gives two separate information about the weights β1 and β2.
It is clear that β2 has an upper bound (but no lower bound), while β1 has both an upper bound and a lower bound. Such a
condition is natural since for any β′

2 ≤ β2, and a fixed β1 ∈ R, we have for any φ : Ξk (Hn) → C,

(4.17) ∥φ∥Lr
β1,β′

2
(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ ∥φ∥Lr

β1,β2
(Ξk(Hn)).

Due to the above inequality, we proceed in the following manner. First, we prove Inequality (4.8) of the k-plane transform

by fixing β
(0)
1 , β

(0)
2 ∈ R by the following equations

β
(0)
2 + k − 1

r
− α2 − 1

p
= k =

α1 + n

p
− β

(0)
1 + n− k

r
.

With the norm estimate obtained for the above choices of β
(0)
1 and β

(0)
2 , we see with the help of Inequality (4.17), that we

have the boundedness for α1+n
p − β

(0)
1 +n−k

r = k and any β2 ∈ R satisfying β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k=
β
(0)
2 +k−1

r − α2−1
p .

Now, we fix β2 ∈ R such that β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k, and choose β
(1)
1 ∈ R by the following equation.

β2 + k − 1

r
+
α2 − 1

p
=
α1 + n

p
− β

(1)
1 + n− k

r
.

That is, for a fixed α1, α2 ∈ R with α1 + α2 > k − n, 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , r ≥ p, and β2 ∈ R satisfying β2+k−1

r − α2−1
p ≤ k,

we get two “end-points”, β
(0)
1 and β

(1)
1 , for the weight β1. We may now use the weighted interpolation stated in Theorem

2.27 to complete the proof.
The proof for the case when α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1 is fairly simple and is given separately.

Proof. We prove the result in two cases.
Case I: First, we consider α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1

k−1 .

(A) Let us start by proving the result for k ≥ 2.

Step I: We fix β
(0)
1 , β

(0)
2 ∈ R such that

β
(0)
2 +k−1

r − α2−1
p = k = α1+n

p − β
(0)
1 +n−k

r , with β
(0)
1 > k − n.

By substituting s2 = u+ 1 and t2 = v + 1 in Equation (2.33), and simplifying, we get,

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

k
2

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

(u+ 1)
β
(0)
2 +k−1

2r − k−1
2 u

β
(0)
1 +n−k

2r (v + 1)
− 1

2
dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

(4.18)

= C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(
u+ 1

v + 1

) 1
2+

α2−1
2p (u

v

) β
(0)
1 +n−k

2r
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

.

We break the analysis by considering two situations about the values of p.
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Situation I: Let us consider 1 + α2−1
p ≥ 0. Owing to the fact that u ≤ v, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(u
v

) β
(0)
1 +n−k

2r
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

χ(0,1)

(u
v

) dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

= C∥F ∗G∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where,

(4.19) F (t) = f̃
(√
t+ 1

)
t
α1+n

2p (t+ 1)
α2−1

2p ,

and

(4.20) G (t) = t
β
(0)
1 +n−k

2r (1− t)
k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) .

By Young’s convolution inequality, we have

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥F∥Lp((0,∞), dt
t )

∥G∥Lq((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where, 1 + 1
r = 1

p + 1
q . From Equation (2.14), we know that ∥F∥Lp((0,∞), dt

t )
= ∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Hn). Also, since k ≥ 2 and

β
(0)
1 > k − n, we have

∥G∥Lq((0,∞), dt
t )

=

 1∫
0

t
q

(
β
(0)
1 +n−k

2r

)
−1

(1− t)
q( k

2−1) dt


1
q

< +∞,

Hence, we get
∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Situation II: Now, let us consider 1 + α2−1
p < 0. From Equation (4.18) and the fact α1+n

p − β
(0)
1 +n−k

r = k, we
get,

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(
u+ 1

v + 1

) 1
2+

α2−1
2p (u

v

)α1+n
2p − k

2
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(u
v

)α1+α2+n−1
2p − k−1

2
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

χ(0,1)

(u
v

) dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

,

where the last inequality is due to the fact that u ≤ v and 1 + α2−1
p < 0. From the above inequality, it is clear that

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥F ∗G∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where F is as given in Equation (4.19), and

(4.21) G (t) = t
α1+α2+n−1

2p − k−1
2 (1− t)

k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) .

Now, since p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 and k ≥ 2, we have

∥G∥Lq((0,∞), dt
t )

=

 1∫
0

tq(
α1+α2+n−1

2p − k−1
2 )−1 (1− t)

q( k
2−1) dt


1
q

< +∞.

Hence, from Equation (2.14), we conclude that

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

As stated in the outline of the proof, we now have for any β2 ∈ R with β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k,

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Step II: Let us now consider β2 ∈ R with β2+k−1
r −α2−1

p ≤ k and β
(1)
1 ∈ R given by β2+k−1

r −α2−1
p = α1+n

p − β
(1)
1 +n−k

r .

We have from Equation (4.18),

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(1)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

k
2

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

(u+ 1)
β2+k−1

2r − k−1
2 u

β
(1)
1 +n−k

2r (v + 1)
− 1

2
dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r
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= C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(
v

v + 1

) k
2−

α1+n
2p − β

(1)
1 +n−k

2r

×

(v + 1)
k
2−

α1+n
2p +

β
(1)
1 +n−k

2r − 1
2−

α2−1
2p (u+ 1)

β2+k−1
2r − k−1

2

(u
v

) β
(1)
1 +n−k

2r
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(
u+ 1

v + 1

) β2+k−1
2r − k−1

2 (u
v

) β
(1)
1 +n−k

2r
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

,(4.22)

where, in the last inequality, we have used the relation α1+n
p − β

(1)
1 +n−k

r = β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k. We again consider
two situations.

Situation I: Let β2+k−1
r − k + 1 ≥ 0. Then, by virtue of u ≤ v, we have from Inequality (4.22),

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(1)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(u
v

) β
(1)
1 +n−k

2r
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

χ(0,1)

(u
v

) dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

= C∥F ∗G∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where, F and G are given by Equations (4.19) and (4.20), respectively, with β
(0)
1 replaced by β

(1)
1 . From the arguments

provided in Step I, Situation I, we have Inequality (4.8) for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Situation II: Next, let us consider β2+k−1
r − k + 1 < 0. Then, we have from Inequality (4.22) and u ≤ v,

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(1)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (v + 1)

α2−1
2p

(u
v

)α1+α2+n−1
2p − k−1

2
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

χ(0,1)

(u
v

) dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

.

Here, we have utilized the fact that α1+n
p − β

(1)
1 +n−k

r = β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p . Thus, we again have an inequality of the

form

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(1)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥F ∗G∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where, F and G are given by Equations (4.19) and (4.21), respectively. Following the arguments of Step I, Situation
II, we now have the desired boundedness result.

Step III: We now interpolate between the “end-points” of β1 to obtain the result. Let 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 ,

p ≤ r <∞, β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k be fixed. Let β
(0)
1 , β

(1)
1 ∈ R be such that α1+n

p − β
(0)+n−k
1

r = k and α1+n
p − β

(1)
1 +n−k

r =
β2+k−1

r − α2−1
p . From Step I, we have an inequality of the form

(4.23)

∥∥∥∥∥ sinh β
(0)
1
r d (0, ·) cosh

β2
r d (0, ·)Rkf

∥∥∥∥∥
Lr(Ξk(Hn))

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥ sinhα1
p d (0, ·) cosh

α2
p d (0, ·) f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Hn)

.

From Step II, we have,

(4.24)

∥∥∥∥∥ sinh β
(1)
1
r d (0, ·) cosh

β2
r d (0, ·)Rkf

∥∥∥∥∥
Lr(Ξk(Hn))

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥ sinhα1
p d (0, ·) cosh

α2
p d (0, ·) f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Hn)

.

Hence, from Theorem 2.27, we have for every θ ∈ (0, 1),

(4.25)

∥∥∥∥∥ sinh β
(θ)
1
r d (0, ·) cosh

β2
r d (0, ·)Rkf

∥∥∥∥∥
Lr(Ξk(Hn))

≤ C

∥∥∥∥∥ sinhα1
p d (0, ·) cosh

α2
p d (0, ·) f

∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(Hn)

,

where,

β
(θ)
1 = (1− θ)β

(0)
1 + θβ

(1)
1 .

It is readily seen that we have

β2 + k − 1

r
− α2 − 1

p
≤ α1 + n

p
− β

(θ)
1 + n− k

r
≤ k,

and for any β1 ∈ R that satisfies the conditions of Equation (4.10), there is some θ ∈ [0, 1] such that β
(θ)
1 = β1.

This completes the proof of (A).
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(B) We now prove the result for k = 1. First, we notice that for 1
p − 1

r <
1
2 , the proof is verbatim to that of (A). The

condition 1
p − 1

r < 1
2 is used to show that the functions G of Equations (4.20) and (4.21) are in Lq

(
(0,∞) , dtt

)
.

Therefore, it only remains to see the case when 1
p − 1

r = 1
2 . As in the assumption of the statement of the result, in

this case, we consider p > 1. To this end, we wish to employ Theorem C.1.
We start with Equation (4.18). We have,

(4.26) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
(v + 1)

− 1
2

(v − u)
1
2

(u+ 1)
β2
2r u

β2+n−1
2r − 1

r dv

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du


1
r

= C∥ρ−I
1
2
−φ∥Lr(Ω),

where, in the notation of Theorem C.1, Ω = R+, and

ρ− (x) = (1 + x)
β2
2r x

β1+n−1
2r − 1

r , and φ (x) = f̃
(√
x+ 1

)
(x+ 1)

− 1
2 .

Now, let us consider

ρ (x) = (1 + x)
β2
2r x

β1+n−1
2r − 1

r .

Therefore, by Theorem C.1, we have,

(4.27) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) = C∥ρ−I
1
2
−φ∥Lr(Ω) ≤ C∥ρφ∥Lp(Ω) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√x+ 1
)∣∣∣p (x+ 1)

p( β2
2r − 1

2 ) xp(
β1+n−1

2r − 1
r )dx

 1
p

.

Now, let us consider the two “end-points” for the weight β1 as done in the proof of (1).

Step I: Let us consider β
(0)
1 , β

(0)
2 ∈ R given by

β
(0)
2 +k−1

r − α2−1
p = k = α1+n

p − β
(0)
1 +n−k

r , with k = 1. Using this

relation together with 1
p − 1

r = 1
2 in Equation (4.27), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√x+ 1
)∣∣∣p (x+ 1)

α2−1
2 x

α1+n
2 −1dx

 1
p

.

From Equation (2.14), we conclude that

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β

(0)
2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Hence, from Inequality (4.17), we have for any β2 ∈ R with β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k,

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(0)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn),

for all radial functions f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

Step II: Now, we consider β2 ∈ R with β2+k−1
r − α2−1

p ≤ k and β
(1)
1 ∈ R given by β2+k−1

r − α2−1
p = α1+n

p − β1+n−k
r ,

with k = 1. Using this assumption in Equation (4.27), we reach at

∥Rkf∥Lr

β
(1)
1 ,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√x+ 1
)∣∣∣p (x+ 1)

α2−1
2 x

α1+n
2 −1

(
x

x+ 1

)p(α2−1
2p − β2

2r + 1
2 )

dx

 1
p

≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√x+ 1
)∣∣∣p (x+ 1)

α2−1
2 x

α1+n
2 −1dx

 1
p

= C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

The last equality follows from Equation (2.14). The proof of the result is now complete by using the interpolation
argument mentioned in Step III of (A).

Case II: We now take up the case when α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1. With the given assumptions, let f ∈ L1
α1,α2

(Hn) be
a radial function. Then, from Equation (2.33), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
s

f̃ (t)
(
t2 − s2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−1
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

By an application of Minkowski’s integral inequality, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣
 t∫

1

(
t2 − s2

)r( k
2−1)

sβ2−(r−1)(k−1)
(
s2 − 1

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

dt.
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In the inner integral, we substitute s2 − 1 =
(
t2 − 1

)
v, and obtain

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (t2 − 1
) β1+n−k

2r + k
2−1

 1∫
0

(1− v)
r( k

2−1) v
β1+n−k

2 −1

(1− (1− t2) v)
(r−1)(k−1)+1−β2

2

dv


1
r

dt.(4.28)

It is clear that for k = 1, we must have r < 2, for otherwise, the inner integral in Equation (4.28) is not convergent. Now,
using the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn)

≤ C

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (t2 − 1
) β1+n−k

2r + k
2−1

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1) + 1− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
;
β1 + n− k

2
+ r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+ 1; 1− t2

)] 1
r

dt.

Next, we use the transformation of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.6) (a) and get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (t2 − 1
) β1+n−k

2r + k
2−1

t
β2−(r−1)(k−1)−1

r ×

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1) + 1− β2

2
, 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
;
β1 + n− k

2
+ r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+ 1; 1− 1

t2

)] 1
r

dt.

Now, by substituting t = coshx, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C

∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (coshx)∣∣∣ sinh β1+n−k
r +k−1 x cosh

β2−(r−1)(k−1)−1
r x×

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1) + 1− β2

2
, 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
;
β1 + n− k

2
+ r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+ 1; tanh2 x

)] 1
r

dx.

From our assumption, we have β1+β2+n−1
r ≤ α1 + α2 + n− 1 = k − 1. Therefore,

β1 + n− k

2
+
β2 − (r − 1) (k − 1)− 1

2
=
β1 + β2 + n− rk + r − 2

2
< − (r − 1) (k − 1) + 1

2
< 0.

Therefore, from Equation (B.5) of Theorem B.3, we conclude that there is a C > 0

lim
x→∞

2F1

(
(r−1)(k−1)+1−β2

2 , 1 + r
(
k
2 − 1

)
; β1+n−k

2 + r
(
k
2 − 1

)
+ 1; tanh2 x

)
cosh(r−1)(k−1)+1−β1−β2−n+k x

= C.

We also know that hypergeometric function is continuous and hence bounded on any compact set. Therefore, for sufficiently
large R > 0, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C

 R∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (coshx)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x sinh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α1 x cosh
β2−(r−1)(k−1)−1

r −α2 x dx

+

∞∫
R

∣∣∣f̃ (coshx)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x sinh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α2 x cosh−
β1+n−k

r −α2 x dx


= C

 R∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (coshx)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x sinh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α1 x cosh
β2−(r−1)(k−1)−1

r −α2 x dx

+

∞∫
R

∣∣∣f̃ (coshx)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x tanh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α2 x coshk−n−α1−α2 x dx

 .
Now, we notice that under the assumptions of this result, we have β1+n−k

r + k − n − α1 ≥ 0. Therefore, for x ∈ (0, R),

we have sinh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α1 x ≤ C and cosh
β2−(r−1)(k−1)−1

r −α2 x ≤ C. Also, when x ∈ (0, R), any power of cosh is bounded

above. Further, we have for x ∈ (R,∞), tanh
β1+n−k

r +k−n−α1 x ≤ 1. Hence, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Hn) ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn).

This completes the proof! □
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Remark 4.8. It was proved in [18] that the condition 1
p − 1

r ≤ 1
2 is necessary for the boundedness of the X-Ray transform

on the Euclidean case. However, a similar analysis cannot be done here for all admissible values of β1, β2. Instead, when
β2+k−1

r − α2−1
p = k = α1+n

p − β1+n−k
r , we can proceed as in [18], and check that the condition 1

p −
1
r ≤ 1

2 is necessary for the

boundedness of the X-ray transform. However, in other cases, the necessity of the condition 1
p − 1

r ≤ 1
2 is unknown to us.

We now argue that we cannot expect the boundedness of the X-ray transform for the case p = 1 and r = 2. This is,
indeed, easily seen from Inequality (4.27) and Example C.3.

The analysis done above almost completely answers Question 7. We now move on to answer Question 8. To answer this
question, let us once again begin by first obtaining the necessary conditions.

Theorem 4.9. Let α1 +α2 > k− n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 +α2 = k− n and p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.9) holds for

all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) only if

(4.29) γ1 ≥ max

{
0,
α1 + n

p
− k

}
and γ1 + γ2 ≤ α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
.

Proof. We prove this result in two cases.
Case I: First, let us assume that α1 > −n. In this case, we test Inequality (4.9) against the function fλ : Hn → C, given

by fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cosh d (0, x), for λ > 0. We have seen in Equation (4.11) that fλ ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn). Using Equation (A.3),
we have,
(4.30)

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkfλ (ξ) = C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) sinhk λ

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)).

It is now clear that if γ1 < 0, then ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) = +∞. This gives that for Inequality (4.9),
γ1 ≥ 0 is necessary.

Also, by choosing d (0, ξ) such that sinh2 d (0, ξ) = 1
2 sinh

2 λ in Equation (4.30), we get

(4.31) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C sinhγ1+k λ
(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 .

Now, using Inequalities (4.31) and (4.11) in Inequality (4.9), we get

sinhγ1+k λ
(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 ≤ C

{
λ

α1+n
p , λ is small.

e(
α1+α2+n−1

p +1)λ, λ is large.

Now, as λ→ 0, the above inequality is reduced to

λγ1+k ≤ Cλ
α1+n

p ,

which forces γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k.

On the other hand, as λ→ ∞, we get

e(γ1+γ2+1)λ ≤ Ce(
α1+α2+n−1

p +1)λ,

which forces γ1 + γ2 ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p .

Case II: Let us now consider α1 ≤ −n and the function fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) sinh
−α1

p d (0, x) cosh d (0, x). We have seen in
Equation (4.14) that fλ ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Hn). From Equation (A.4), we have

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkfλ (ξ)

= C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) sinhk−
α1
p λ

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
α1

2p
, 1; 1− k

2
; 1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

)
.

Again, it is clear that γ1 ≥ 0 is necessary, for otherwise we have ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) = +∞.

Also, by choosing d (0, ξ) such that sinh2 d (0, ξ) = 1
2 sinh

2 λ, we get

(4.32) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C sinhγ1+k−α1
p λ

(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 .

By using Inequalities (4.32) and (4.14) in Inequality (4.9), we get

sinhγ1+k−α1
p λ

(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 ≤ C

{
λ

n
p , λ is small.

e(
α2+n−1

p +1)λ, λ is large.

The necessary conditions are now obtained by taking λ→ 0 and λ→ ∞, as in Case I. □

Now we check the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Theorem 4.9.

Theorem 4.10. Let α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1. Let γ1, γ2 ∈ R. We assume

that if p = α1+n
k , then γ1 > 0.
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(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (4.9) holds for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy the conditions
of Equation (4.29).

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (4.9) holds for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy the conditions
of Equation (4.29) and p > 2.

Proof.

(A) Let us prove the result for k ≥ 2 and p ̸= 1. From Equation (2.26), we have by an application of Hölder’s inequality,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ (1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tanh2 t

) k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt

≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn)I
1
p′ ,

where,

I =

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

sinhp
′(k−α1+n

p )−1 t cosh−
p′α2

p t

(
1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tanh2 t

)p′( k
2−1)

dt

= cosh−2p′( k
2−1) d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

sinhp
′(2−α1+n

p )−1 t cosh−
p′α2

p t
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

)p′( k
2−1)

dt.

We now substitute cosh2 t = cosh2 d(0,ξ)
y and simplify to obtain

I = C coshp
′(2−α1+α2+n

p )−1 d (0, ξ)

1∫
0

yp
′(α1+α2+n

2p − k
2 )−

1
2 (1− y)

p′( k
2−1)(

1− y sech2 d (0, ξ)
)1−p′(1−α1+n

2p )
dy

= C coshp
′(2−α1+α2+n

p )−1 d (0, ξ)

2F1

(
1− p′

(
1− α1 + n

2p

)
,
p′

2

(
α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
− k + 1

)
; p′
(
k

2
− 1

)
+
p′

2

(
α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
− k

)
+1; sech2 d (0, ξ)

)
.

In the last step, we have used Equation (B.2). That is, we have,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)|

(4.33)

≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−α1+α2+n−1
p d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Hn)×∣∣∣∣2F1

(
1− p′

(
1− α1 + n

2p

)
,
1

2

(
α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
− k + 1

)
; p′
(
k

2
− 1

)
+

3

2
+

1

2

(
α1 + α2 + n− 1

p
− k

)
; sech2 d (0, ξ)

)∣∣∣∣ 1
p′

.

The behaviour of the hypergeometric function depends on the value of p, as given by the conditions of Theorem B.3.
Case I: Let us assume p > α1+n

k . In this case, we have from Equation (B.3) that the hypergeometric function is
bounded. Therefore, for any ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn), we have,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−α1+α2+n−1
p d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Hn).

When d (0, ξ) is close to 0, the powers of hyperbolic sine and cosine are bounded (since γ1 ≥ 0 and cosh d (0, ξ) is close
to 1). On the other hand, when d (0, ξ) is away from zero, both the hyperbolic trigonometric functions behave like

exponential and produce e(γ1+γ2−α1+α2+n−1
p )d(0,ξ). However, from our assumptions, we have γ1 + γ2 ≤ α1+α2+n−1

p ,

making this term bounded. Hence, Inequality (4.9) holds in this case.
Case II: For p = α1+n

k , from Equation (B.4), we know that the hypergeometric function on the right hand side

of Inequality (4.33) behaves as − ln tanh2 d (0, ξ) as d (0, ξ) → 0. Also, from our assumptions, we must have γ1 > 0.
Therefore, when d (0, ξ) is near 0, the term sinhγ1 d (0, ξ)

(
− ln tanh2 d (0, ξ)

)
is bounded. When d (0, ξ) is far from

0, the terms on the right side of Inequality (4.33) that are powers of sinh and cosh are bounded anyway due to the
argument of Case I. The hypergeometric function is bounded because sech d (0, ξ) is near 0 when d (0, ξ) is away from
zero. Hence, Inequality (4.9) holds.

Case III: Lastly, let us take the case when p < α1+n
k . Here, from Equation (B.5), we know that the hyperge-

ometric function behaves like tanhp
′(k−α1+n

p ) d (0, ξ), for small values of d (0, ξ). When d (0, ξ) is away from 0, the
hypergometric function makes no change in the analysis as done in Case I. However, when d (0, ξ) is close to 0, we
have

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinhγ1+k−α1+n
p d (0, ξ) coshγ2−α1+α2+n−1

p −k+
α1+n

p d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).
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Again, the hyperbolic cosine is bounded. The power of hyperbolic sine is non-negative, since γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k. Hence,

when d (0, ξ) is near 0, the hyperbolic trigonometric functions on the right side of the inequality are bounded and we
get Inequality (4.9).

To complete the proof of (A) we now show the result for p = 1. First, we observe that by using Equation (2.25)
and the fact that k ≥ 2, we have,

(4.34)

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)|

≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinhk−n−α1 t cosh−α2 t dt.

We break the analysis in two cases.
Case I: First, let us consider d (0, ξ) ≥ 1. Then, we have that all the hyperbolic trigonometric functions in the

above inequality behave like exponentials. Therefore,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ Ce(γ1+γ1−k+1)d(0,ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t e(k−n−α1−α2)tdt.

We know that α1 + α2 ≥ k − n, so that e(k−n−α1−α2)t ≤ e(k−n−α1−α2)d(0,ξ). Hence, we get

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ Ce(γ1+γ2−α1−α2−n+1)d(0,ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt.

Further, we know from the necessary conditions of Equation (4.29) that γ1 + γ2 ≤ α1 + α2 + n− 1. Thus, we have,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Case II: Let us now consider d (0, ξ) < 1. From Inequality (4.34), we have,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)|

≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinhk−n−α1 t cosh−α2 t dt

+ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinhk−n−α1 t cosh−α2 t dt

The second term in the above inequality is bounded above by a multiple ∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn) due to Case I and the fact

that both the hyperbolic trigonometric functions are bounded when d (0, ξ) < 1. Therefore, we only need to check

the boundedness of the first term. To do so, we observe that coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) ≤ C and cosh−α2 t ≤ C, when
d (0, ξ) ≤ t ≤ 1. Let us now consider the following situations.

Case II(A): First, let us assume that α1 > k−n. Then, for t ≥ d (0, ξ), we have, sinhk−n−α1 t ≤ sinhk−n−α1 d (0, ξ).
Consequently,

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ)

∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinhk−n−α1 t dt ≤ C sinhγ1+k−n−α1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn)

≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn),

since γ1 ≥ α1 + n− k.
Case II(B): Now, we assume that α1 ≤ k−n. Then, we have for t ≤ 1, sinhk−n−α1 t ≤ C. Since γ1 ≥ 0, we have,

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ)

∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinhk−n−α1 t dt ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn)

≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn),

From Cases I and II, we conclude that for any ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn), we have,

|sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Hn).

This completes the proof for (A).
(B) The proof for the case k = 1 and p > 2 is verbatim to that of (A). The condition p > 2 is required for the convergence

of the hypergeometric integral in I. The necessity of the condition p > 2 is shown in Example 4.11 and Remark 4.12.

□
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We now show that Theorem 4.10 cannot hold when k = 1 and p < 2. The example is motivated from its Euclidean
counterpart mentioned in Example 4.3.

Example 4.11. Let 1 < a < b < ∞ and fa,b (x) = χ(a,b) (cosh d (0, x)). Clearly, fa,b is the characteristic function of

the hyperbolic annulus of inner radius cosh−1 a and outer radius cosh−1 b. We first observe that a necessary condition for
Inequality (4.9) to hold is the following Lorentz norm inequality.

(4.35) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)R1fa,b∥L∞(Ξ1(Hn)) ≤ C∥fa,b∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

We test Inequality (4.35) against the function fa,b. Later, we shrink the annulus by taking b → a, and obtain a necessary
condition for Inequality (4.35) to hold.

First, we see that by using cosh t = x,

(4.36) ∥fa,b∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 b∫
a

(
x2 − 1

)α1+n
2 −1

xα2dx


1
p

.

For the X-Ray transform of fa,b, we have from Equation (2.24),

R1fa,b (ξ) = C

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

χ(a,b) (cosh t)
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

)− 1
2 sinh t dt.

By substituting cosh t = x cosh d (0, ξ) and simplifying, we get

R1fa,b (ξ) = C

∞∫
1

χ(a,b) (x cosh d (0, ξ))
(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx

= C



0, cosh d (0, ξ) ≥ b.
b

cosh d(0,ξ)∫
1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 , a ≤ cosh d (0, ξ) < b.

b
cosh d(0,ξ)∫

a
cosh d(0,ξ)

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx, cosh d (0, ξ) < a.

Therefore, by choosing cosh d (0, ξ) = a, we get

(4.37) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)R1fa,b∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≥
(
a2 − 1

) γ1
2 aγ2

b
a∫

1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx.

Plugging Inequality (4.37) and Equation (4.36) in Inequality (4.35), we get

(
a2 − 1

) pγ1
2 apγ2


b
a∫

1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx


p

≤ C

b∫
a

(
x2 − 1

)α1+n
2 −1

xα2dx.

For a fixed a > 1, let us consider the function

H (b) =

(
b
a∫
1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx

)p

b∫
a

(x2 − 1)
α1+n

2 −1
xα2dx

,

defined for b > a. It is clear that Inequality (4.35) fails if lim
b→a

H (b) is infinite. We use L’Hôspital rule to evaluate the limit.

lim
b→a

H (b) = lim
b→a

(
b
a∫
1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx

)p

b∫
a

(x2 − 1)
α1+n

2 −1
xα2dx

= lim
b→a

p

(
b
a∫
1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx

)p−1

√
b2 − a2 (b2 − 1)

α1+n
2 −1

bα2
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= lim
b→a

p (p− 1)

(
b
a∫
1

(
x2 − 1

)− 1
2 dx

)p−2

(b2 − 1)
α1+n

2 −1
bα2+1 + (α1 + n− 2) (b2 − a2) (b2 − 1)

α1+n
2 −1

bα2+1 + α2 (b2 − a2) (b2 − 1)
α1+n

2 −1
bα2−1

,

which is clearly infinite if p < 2. That is, Inequality (4.9) cannot be expected unless p ≥ 2.

Remark 4.12. We now see that Inequality (4.9) does not hold for all radial functions f ∈ L2
α1,α2

(Hn). Let us consider its
left-hand-side. We have for a radial function f : Hn → C, from Equation (2.25),

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) = C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t)
(
sinh2 t− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

)− 1
2 sinh t dt.

By substituting sinh2 t = u, we obtain,

sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) = C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
sinh2 d(0,ξ)

f̃
(√

1 + u
)
(1 + u)

− 1
2(

u− sinh2 d (0, ξ)
) 1

2

du

= C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)
(
I

1
2
−φ
) (

sinh2 d (0, ξ)
)
,

where,

(4.38) φ (t) =
f̃
(√

1 + u
)

(1 + u)
1
2

.

Further, by writing sinh2 d (0, ξ) = x, we have that

(4.39) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)R1f∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) = C∥x
γ1
2 (1 + x)

γ2
2 I

1
2
−φ∥L∞(0,∞),

where, φ is given in Equation (4.38). On the other hand, we also have,

∥f∥L2
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣2 sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt

 1
2

.

Again, by substituting sinh2 t = u, we get,

(4.40)

∥f∥L2
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√1 + u
)∣∣∣2 uα1+n

2 −1 (1 + u)
α2−1

2 du

 1
2

= C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣ f̃
(√

1 + u
)

(1 + u)
1
2

∣∣∣∣∣
2

u
α1+n

2 −1 (1 + u)
α2+1

2 du

 1
2

= ∥φ∥L2
α1+n

2
−1,

α2+1
2

(0,∞).

From Equations (4.39) and (4.40), we easily see that Inequality (4.9) is equivalent to the following inequality for all φ ∈
L2

α1+n
2 −1,

α2+1
2

(0,∞).

(4.41) ∥x
γ1
2 (1 + x)

γ2
2 I

1
2
−φ∥L∞(0,∞) ≤ C∥φ∥L2

α1+n
2

−1,
α2+1

2

(0,∞).

However, Inequality (4.41) is not valid as seen in Proposition C.4.

4.3. The Sphere Sn. In this section, we ask when is the k-plane transform bounded from Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) to Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk (Sn)).
We have remarked in Section 2 that it is enough to study the k-plane transform of even functions. Consequently, for the
functions considered in our analysis, we assume that the expressions involved are defined on Sn+ := {x ∈ Sn|⟨x, en+1⟩ > 0}
and are extended evenly on Sn. Analogous to the hyperbolic case, we try to answer the following questions.

Question 9. What are the admissible values of α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R, and r ≥ p ≥ 1 such that the following inequality holds for
all radial functions in Lp

α1,α2
(Sn)?

(4.42) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).

Question 10. What are the admissible values of α1, α2, γ1, γ2 ∈ R, and p ≥ 1 such that the following inequality holds for all
radial functions in Lp

α1,α2
(Sn)?

(4.43) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).
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We recall that p > 1+α2 or p = 1 when α2 = 0 is required for the existence of the k-plane transform on Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). That
is, outside of these assumptions, Inequalities (4.42) and (4.43) do not make sense. In the sequel, therefore, we assume these
conditions on p and α2.

Now, we begin answering Question 9. As before, we start by getting the necessary conditions for Inequality (4.42) to hold.

Theorem 4.13. Let α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R, and p ≥ max {1, 1 + α2}, with p > 1 + α2 if α2 > 0. Let r ≥ p. Then, Inequality
(4.42) holds only if

(4.44) β1 > k − n,
α1 + n

p
− β1 + n− k

r
≤ k and

β2 + k + 1

r
≥ α2 + 1

p
with strict inequality if p = 1 + α2.

Proof. We prove this result by testing the desired inequality against certain functions that mimic dilations. However, since
in the sphere we lack a notion of “infinity”, we need to consider two such functions: one concentrated at the origin of the
sphere, and the other concentrated at the equator.

Case I: First, we consider functions concentrated at the origin. Particularly, we test Inequality (4.42) against geodesic
balls centered at 0, with a prescribed density. For our purposes, we consider λ “very small”. We do so in two cases.

Case I(A): First, let us assume α1 > −n. Here, we consider the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) =
χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x). From Equation (2.17), we have

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 sin2 λ∫
0

(1− t)
p+α2−1

2 t
α1+n

2 −1dt


1
p

.

By using t = x sin2 λ, we get

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

(
1− x sin2 λ

)α2+p−1
2 sinα1+n λ x

α1+n
2 −1dx


1
p

= C sin
α1+n

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

,(4.45)

where, in the last equality, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function (Equation (B.2)). On the other
hand, using Equation (2.34), we get

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

χ(cosλ,1) (t) t
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

cosλ

t
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 1∫
cosλ

(
s2 − cos2 λ

) rk
2 sβ2+k−r(k−1)

(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

Now, we substitute s2 =
(
1 + z tan2 λ

)
cos2 λ and use Equation (B.2) to get

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C cos
β1+β2+n−1

r +1 λ tank+
β1+n−k

r λ

 1∫
0

z
rk
2 (1− z)

β1+n−k
2 −1(

1 + z tan2 λ
) (r−1)(k−1)−β2

2

dz


1
r

(4.46)

= C cos
β2+k−1

r −k+1 λ sin
β1+n−k

r +k λ×[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
, 1 +

rk

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
;− tan2 λ

)] 1
r

Equation (4.46) gives the necessity of β1 > k − n. Indeed, if β1 ≤ k − n, then the integral involved in Equation (4.46) is not
convergent and hence Rkfλ /∈ Lr

β1,β2
(Ξk (Sn)).

Now, using the transformation of Equation (B.6) (a), we get

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C sin
β1+n−k

r +k λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

.(4.47)



32 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

Plugging Equations (4.47) and (4.45) in Inequality (4.42), we get for small λ > 0,

sin
β1+n−k

r +k λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

≤ C sin
α1+n

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ 0, the above inequality gives us β1+n−k
r + k ≥ α1+n

p .

Case I(B): Now, let us consider α1 ≤ −n. Here, we consider the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) =

χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x) sin
−α1

p d (0, x). Then, we have from Equation (2.17),

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 sin2 λ∫
0

(1− t)
p+α2−1

2 t
n
2 −1dt


1
p

.

By substituting t = x sin2 λ, we get

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

(
1− x sin2 λ

) p+α2−1
2 sinn−2 λ x

n
2 −1 sin2 λ dx


1
p

= C sin
n
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
n

2
; 1 +

n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

(4.48)

In the last equality, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function, given in Equation (B.2).
On the other hand, using Equation (2.34), we have,

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

χ(cosλ,1) (t) t
(
1− t2

)−α1
2p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

cosλ

t
(
1− t2

)−α1
2p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

We now substitute t2 = s2 − x
(
s2 − cos2 λ

)
in the inner integral. After simplification, we arrive at

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn))

= C

 1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

(
1 +

(
s2 − cos2 λ

1− s2

)
x

)−α1
2p

x
k
2−1dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −α1r

2p −1 (
s2 − cos2 λ

) rk
2 ds


1
r

= C

 1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
α1

2p
,
k

2
, 1 +

k

2
;−
(
s2 − cos2 λ

1− s2

))∣∣∣∣r sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −α1r

2p −1 (
s2 − cos2 λ

) rk
2 ds


1
r

.

In the last equality, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2). Now, using the
transformation of Equation (B.6) (a), we get

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn))

= C sin−
α1
p λ

 1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
α1

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
;
s2 − cos2 λ

sin2 λ

)∣∣∣∣r sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1 (

s2 − cos2 λ
) rk

2 ds


1
r

.

Next, we put s2 = 1− x sin2 λ and simplify to get,

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn))(4.49)

= C sin
β1+n−k

r −α1
p +k λ

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
α1

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
; 1− x

)∣∣∣∣r (1− x sin2 λ
) β2−(r−1)(k−1)

2 x
β1+n−k

2 −1 (1− x)
rk
2 dx


1
r

.

Again, from Equation (4.49), it is clear that β1 > k − n is necessary, for otherwise, Rkfλ /∈ Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk (Sn)). Further, we

notice that since α1 ≤ −n < 0, by Remark B.2, the hypergoemetric function in Equation (4.49) is bounded below by a
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positive constant. Hence, we have using Equation (B.2),

(4.50) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C sin
β1+n−k

r +k−α1
p λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

rk + β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

.

Using Equations (4.48) and (4.50) in Inequality (4.42), we get for “small” λ > 0,

sin
β1+n−k

r +k−α1
p λ

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

rk + β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

≤ C sin
n
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
n

2
; 1 +

n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ 0, the above inequality forces β1+n−k
r + k ≥ α1+n

p .

Case II: To get other necessary conditions mentioned in Equation (4.44), we now look at functions concentrated on the
equator of Sn. Here, we consider λ > 0 to be “near” π

2 . In what follows, we consider the set Eλ := Sn+ \B (0, λ). The analysis
is again split into two cases.

Case II(A): First, let us assume p + α2 + 1 > 0. In this case, we consider the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as
fλ (x) = χEλ

(x) cos d (0, x). We have using Equation (2.16),

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 cos2 λ∫
0

t
α2+p−1

2 (1− t)
α1+n

2 −1
dt


1
p

.

By substituting t = x cos2 λ, we get

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

cosα2+p−1 λ x
α2+p−1

2

(
1− x cos2 λ

)α1+n
2 −1

cos2 λ dx


1
p

= C cos1+
α2+1

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + p+ 1

2
;
α2 + p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.(4.51)

In the last step, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2).
For the weighted norm of the k-plane transform, we have from Equation (2.34),

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
min{s,cosλ}∫

0

t
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 1∫
0

(
sk −

(
s2 − (min {s, cosλ})2

) k
2

)r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C

 cosλ∫
0

srk+β2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds

+

1∫
cosλ

(
sk −

(
s2 − cos2 λ

) k
2

)r
sβ2+k−r(k−1)

(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

Let

(4.52) I1 =

cosλ∫
0

srk+β2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds,

and

(4.53) I2 =

1∫
cosλ

(
sk −

(
s2 − cos2 λ

) k
2

)r
sβ2+k−r(k−1)

(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds.

We now substitute s2 = y cos2 λ in Equation (4.52), and obtain

I1 = cosβ2+k+r+1 λ

1∫
0

y
β2+k+r−1

2

(
1− y cos2 λ

) β1+n−k
2 −1

dy
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= cosβ2+k+r+1 λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + r + 1

2
;
β2 + k + r + 3

2
; cos2 λ

)
,

where, the last equality follows from Equation (B.2).
Now, by substituting s2 = (1 + y) cos2 λ in Equation (4.53), we get

I2 = cosβ2+r+k+1 λ

tan2 λ∫
0

(
(1 + y)

k
2 − y

k
2

)r
(1 + y)

β2−(r−1)(k−1)
2

(
sin2 λ− y cos2 λ

) β1+n−k
2 −1

dy

= cosβ1+β2+r+n−1 λ

tan2 λ∫
0

(
(1 + y)

k
2 − y

k
2

)r
(1 + y)

β2−(r−1)(k−1)
2

(
tan2 λ− y

) β1+n−k
2 −1

dy.(4.54)

To get an estimate on I2, we consider two cases.
Case II(A.1): First, let us assume k ≥ 2. Then, using the mean value theorem, we get

(1 + y)
k
2 − y

k
2 =

k

2
(η (y))

k
2−1

,

for some η (y) ∈ (y, y + 1). Since k ≥ 2, we have,

(1 + y)
k
2 − y

k
2 ≥ k

2
y

k
2−1.

Thus, Equation (4.54) becomes

I2 ≥ C cosβ1+β2+r+n−1 λ

tan2 λ∫
0

yr(
k
2−1) (1 + y)

β2−(r−1)(k−1)
2

(
tan2 λ− y

) β1+n−k
2 −1

dy.

Substituting y = u tan2 λ, we get from Equations (B.2) and (B.6) (a),

I2 ≥ C cosβ1+β2+r+n−1 λ tan2r(
k
2−1)+β1+n−k λ

1∫
0

ur(
k
2−1) (1− u)

β1+n−k
2 −1(

1 + u tan2 λ
) (r−1)(k−1)−β2

2

du

= cosβ2+3r+k−rk−1 λ sin2r(
k
2−1)+β1+n−k λ 2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
, 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
; 1− r +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
;− tan2 λ

)
= cos2r λ sin2r(

k
2−1)+β1+n−k λ 2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+
β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)
.

That is for k ≥ 2, we have,

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk)(4.55)

≥ C

[
cosβ2+k+r+1 λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + r + 1

2
;
β2 + k + r + 3

2
; cos2 λ

)
+cos2r λ sinrk−2r+β1+n−k λ 2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1− r +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

.

Using Equations (4.55) and (4.51) in Inequality (4.42), we get

(4.56)

[
cosβ2+k+r+1 λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + r + 1

2
;
β2 + k + r + 3

2
; cos2 λ

)
+cos2r λ sinrk−2r+β1+n−k λ 2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1− r +

β1 + n− k + rk

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

≤ C cos1+
α2+1

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + p+ 1

2
;
α2 + p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

First, we notice that as λ → π
2 , cosλ → 0. Therefore, the hypergeometric functions in the first term on the left hand side

and that on the right hand side of Inequality (4.56) are bounded (above and below). The analysis now rests on the behaviour
of the hypergeometric function that involves sin2 λ in its argument. We wish to employ Theorem B.3 to get the necessary
conditions.

First, if β2 > r − k − 1, then from Equation (B.3), we have as λ→ π
2 ,(

cosβ2+k+1+r λ+ cos2r λ
) 1

r ≤ C cos1+
α2+1

p λ.

This is same as (
1 + cosβ2−r+k+1 λ

) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ.
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This, however, gives us α2+1
p ≤ 1, i.e., p ≥ 1 + α2. We notice that this condition is redundant, since it is required for the

existence of the k-plane transform (see Theorem 3.5).
In the case when β2 = r − k − 1, we have from Equation (B.4), as λ→ π

2(
cos2r λ− cos2r λ log

(
cos2 λ

)) 1
r ≤ C cos1+

α2+1
p λ,

or, what is the same, (
1− log

(
cos2 λ

)) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ.

This gives us the restriction p > 1 + α2. This is again redundant, except when α2 = 0.
In the case when β2 < r − k − 1, we have from Equation (B.5), as λ→ π

2

cos
β2+k+1

r +1 λ ≤ C cos1+
α2+1

p λ,

which forces β2+k+1
r ≥ α2+1

p .

Case II(A.2): We now turn to the case when k = 1. We again estimate the integral I2 of Equation (4.53). Here, by
using the mean value theorem, we get

(1 + y)
1
2 − y

1
2 =

1

2
(η (y))

− 1
2 ≥ 1

2
(1 + y)

− 1
2 .

Thus, Equation (4.54) becomes

I2 ≥ cosβ2+r+n−1 λ

tan2 λ∫
0

(1 + y)
β2−r

2
(
tan2 λ− y

) β1+n−1
2 −1

dy.

By substituting y = z tan2 λ, and using Equations (B.2) and (B.6) (a), we get

I2 ≥ cosβ1+β2+r+n−1 λ tanβ1+n−1 λ

1∫
0

(1− z)
β1+n−1

2 −1(
1 + z tan2 λ

) r−β2
2

dz

= cosβ2+r λ sinβ1+n−1 λ 2F1

(
r − β2

2
, 1; 1 +

β1 + n− 1

2
;− tan2 λ

)
= cos2r λ sinβ1+n−1 λ 2F1

(
r − β2

2
,
β1 + n− 1

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− 1

2
; sin2 λ

)
.

That is, we have,

∥R1fλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C

[
cosβ2+r+2 λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− 1

2
,
β2 + r + 2

2
;
β2 + r + 4

2
; cos2 λ

)
(4.57)

+ cos2r λ sinβ1+n−1 λ 2F1

(
r − β2

2
,
β1 + n− 1

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− 1

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

.

Using Equations (4.51) and (4.57) in Inequality (4.42), we get

(4.58)

[
cosβ2+r+2 λ2F1

(
1− β1 + n− 1

2
,
β2 + r + 2

2
;
β2 + r + 4

2
; cos2 λ

)
+cos2r λ sinβ1+n−1 λ2F1

(
r − β2

2
,
β1 + n− 1

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− 1

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

≤ C cos1+
α2+1

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + p+ 1

2
;
α2 + p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As with the Case II(A.1), the analysis rests on the behaviour of the hypergeometric function that involves the sine term. We
argue as before.

First, if β2 > r − 2, we get from Equation (B.3), as λ→ π
2 ,(

cosβ2+r+2 λ+ cos2r λ
) 1

r ≤ C cos
α2+1

p +1 λ,

which is equivalent to (
1 + cosβ2−r+2 λ

) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ.

This forces p ≥ 1 + α2. This condition is again redundant.
If β2 = r − 2, we have from Equation (B.4), as λ→ π

2 ,(
cos2r λ− cos2r λ log

(
cos2 λ

)) 1
r ≤ C cos1+

α2+1
p λ.
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Equivalently, we have (
1− log

(
cos2 λ

)) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ.

This gives us p > 1 + α2.
Lastly, if β2 < r − 2, we have from Equation (B.5), as λ→ π

2 ,

cos
β2+2

r +1 λ ≤ C cos
α2+1

p +1 λ,

which gives β2+2
r + 1 ≥ α2+1

p .

This completes the analysis of the case when p > −1− α2.
Case II(B): Let us now consider p ≤ −1 − α2. Here, we look at the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) =

χEλ
(x) cos1−

α2
p d (0, x). We have using Equation (2.16),

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 cos2 λ∫
0

t
p−1
2 (1− t)

α1+n
2 −1

dt


1
p

.

Substituting t = x cos2 λ, we have,

∥fλ∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) = C cos1+
1
p λ

 1∫
0

x
p−1
λ

(
1− x cos2 λ

)α1+n
2 −1

dx


1
p

= C cos1+
1
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
p+ 1

2
;
p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

(4.59)

In the last step, we have used Equation (B.2).
For the weighted norm of the k-plane transform, we have from Equation (2.34),

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
min{s,cosλ}∫

0

t1−
α2
p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

dt


1
r

= C

 cosλ∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

t1−
α2
p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds

+

1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
cosλ∫
0

t1−
α2
p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

= C [I1 + I2]
1
r ,

where,

(4.60) I1 =

cosλ∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

t1−
α2
p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds,

and

(4.61) I2 =

1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
cosλ∫
0

t1−
α2
p
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds.

We begin by substituting t2 = xs2 in the inner integral of Equation (4.60). Then, we get,

I1 =

cosλ∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

x−
α2
2p (1− x)

k
2−1

dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k+r− rα1
p
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds = C

cosλ∫
0

sβ2+k+r−α2r
p
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds.

The constant C in the last equation is
∣∣∣B(1− α2

2p ,
k
2

)∣∣∣r, where B (·, ·) is the Beta function. In further calculations, we do not

write this constant explicitly.
Now, we substitute s2 = y cos2 λ. Then, using Equation (B.2), we have,

I1 = C

1∫
0

cosβ2+k+r−1−α2r
p λ y

β2+k−1
2 + r

2 (1−
α2
p ) (1− y cos2 λ

) β1+n−k
2 −1

cos2 λdy

= C cosβ2+k+1+r(1−α2
p ) λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + 1

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
;
β2 + k + 3

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
; cos2 λ

)
.
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Next, we substitute t2 = x cos2 λ in in the inner integral of Equation (4.61), and use Equation (B.2) to obtain,

I2 =

1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

cos−
α2
p λ x−

α2
2p
(
s2 − x cos2 λ

) k
2−1

cos2 λ dx

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds

= cosr(2−
α2
p )λ

1∫
cosλ

∣∣∣∣2F1

(
1− k

2
, 1− α2

2p
; 2− α2

2p
;
cos2 λ

s2

)∣∣∣∣r sβ2+k−r
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds.(4.62)

We notice by Equation (B.3) of Theorem B.3, that

lim
s→cosλ

2F1

(
1− k

2
, 1− α2

2p
; 2− α2

2p
;
cos2 λ

s2

)
=

Γ
(
2− α2

2p

)
Γ
(
k
2

)
Γ
(
1 + k

2 − α2

2p

) > 0.

Also, we know (see [24]) that

d

dz
2F1

(
1− k

2
, 1− α2

2p
; 2− α2

2p
; z

)
=

(
1− k

2

) (
1− α2

2p

)
(
2− α2

2p

) 2F1

(
2− k

2
, 2− α2

2p
; 3− α2

2p
; z

)
,

for 0 < z < 1. By the integral formula for hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), it is easy to see that for

0 < z < 1, we have 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α2

2p ; 2−
α2

2p ; z
)
≥ 0. Hence, 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α2

2p ; 2−
α2

2p ; z
)
is non-increasing in 0 < z < 1.

Consequently, for any s ∈ (cosλ, 1), we have

2F1

(
1− k

2
, 1− α2

2p
; 2− α2

2p
;
cos2 λ

s2

)
≥

Γ
(
2− α2

2p

)
Γ
(
k
2

)
Γ
(
1 + k

2 − α2

2p

) > 0.

That is, the hypergeometric function in Equation (4.62) is bounded away from 0, so that we have,

I2 ≥ C cosr(2−
α2
p ) λ

1∫
cosλ

sβ2+k−r
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds.

By using s2 = 1− z sin2 λ and again using Equation (B.2), we obtain,

I2 ≥ C cosr(2−
α2
p ) λ sinβ1+n−k λ

1∫
0

(
1− z sin2 λ

) β2+k−r−1
2 z

β1+n−k
2 −1dz

= C cosr(2−
α2
p ) λ sinβ1+n−k λ 2F1

(
r + 1− k − β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)
.

That is, we have,

(4.63)

∥Rkfλ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≥

C

[
cosβ2+k+1+r(1−α2

p ) λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + 1

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
;
β2 + k + 3

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
; cos2 λ

)
+cosr(2−

α2
p ) λ sinβ1+n−k λ 2F1

(
r + 1− k − β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

.

Using Equation (4.59) and Inequality (4.63) in Inequality (4.42), we get for λ “near” π
2 ,[

cosβ2+k+1+r(1−α2
p ) λ 2F1

(
1− β1 + n− k

2
,
β2 + k + 1

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
;
β2 + k + 3

2
+
r

2

(
1− α2

p

)
; cos2 λ

)
+cosr(2−

α2
p ) λ sinβ1+n−k λ 2F1

(
r + 1− k − β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 +

β1 + n− k

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
r

≤ C cos1+
1
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
p+ 1

2
;
p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

Again, depending on the value of β2, we have the following cases from Theorem B.3.
First, if β2 > r − k − 1, we have from Equation (B.3), as λ→ π

2 ,(
cosβ2+k+1+r(1−α2

p ) λ+ cosr(2−
α2
p ) λ

) 1
r ≤ C cos1+

1
p λ.
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The above inequality is equivalent to (
1 + cosβ2+k+1−r λ

) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ.

This forces p ≥ 1 + α2, which is redundant.
When β2 = r − k − 1, we have from Equation (B.4), as λ→ π

2 ,(
cosr(2−

α2
p ) λ− cosr(2−

α2
p ) λ log

(
cos2 λ

)) 1
r ≤ C cos1+

1
p λ.

Equivalently, (
1− log cos2 λ

) 1
r ≤ C cos

α2+1
p −1 λ,

which gives p > 1 + α2. This condition is redundant except when α2 = 0.
Lastly, when β2 < r − k − 1, we have from Equation (B.5), as λ→ π

2 ,

cos
β2+k+1

r +1−α2
p λ ≤ C cos1+

1
p λ.

This inequality gives β2+k+1
r ≥ 1+α2

p . □

We now proceed to check the sufficiency of the conditions mentioned in Theorem 4.13.

Theorem 4.14. Let α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R, and p ≥ max {1, 1 + α2} with p > 1 + α2 when α2 > 0. Let r ≥ p.

(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (4.42) holds for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if β1 and β2 satisfy the conditions
mentioned in Equation (4.44).

(B) For k = 1, we assume in addition that 1
p − 1

r ≤ 1
2 when p > 1 and r < 2 when p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.42) holds

for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if β1 and β2 satisfy the conditions mentioned in Equation (4.44).
Proof.

(A) Let us first prove the result for k ≥ 2. The necessary conditions of Theorem 4.13 require β1+n−k
r ≥ α1+n

p − k. Since

β1 is a power of sine, which is a bounded function, it is enough to prove the result for β1+n−k
r = α1+n

p − k. From

Equation (2.34), we have

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

f̃ (t)
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+k
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

Substituting s = (1 + u)
− 1

2 and t = (1 + v)
− 1

2 and simplifying, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃

(
1√
1 + v

)
v

k
2

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 (1 + u)

1
2−

β1+β2+n+1
2r

(1 + v)
k+1
2

u
β1+n−k

2r
dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

= C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃

(
1√
1 + v

)
v

α1+n
2p

(1 + v)
α1+α2+n+1

2p

(1 + u)
1
2−

β1+n−k
2r − β2+k+1

2r

(1 + v)
k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p

×(4.64)

(u
v

) β1+n−k
2r

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣
r
du

u

] 1
r

.

Using β1+n−k
r = α1+n

p − k and β2+k+1
2r ≥ 1+α2

2p , and 1 + u > 1, we have

(1 + u)
1
2−

β1+n−k
2r − β2+k+1

2r ≤ (1 + u)
1
2+

k
2−

α1+n
2p −α2+1

2p = (1 + u)
k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p .

This gives,
(4.65)

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃

(
1√
1 + v

)
v

α1+n
2p

(1 + v)
α1+α2+n+1

2p

(
1 + u

1 + v

) k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p (u
v

) β1+n−k
2r

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

.

We divide the analysis into three cases.
Case I: First, let us assume that p ≥ α1+α2+n+1

k+1 . In this case, we have,(
1 + u

1 + v

) k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p

≤ 1,
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so that from Inequality (4.65), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃

(
1√
1 + v

)
v

α1+n
2p

(1 + v)
α1+α2+n+1

2p

(u
v

) β1+n−k
2r

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

= ∥F ∗G∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where,

(4.66) F (t) = f̃

(
1√
1 + t

)
t
α1+n

2p

(1 + t)
α1+α2+n+1

2p

,

and

(4.67) G (t) = t
β1+n−k

2r (1− t)
k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) .

Then, by the Young’s convolution inequality, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥F∥Lp((0,∞), dt
t )

∥G∥Lq((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where, 1+ 1
r = 1

p +
1
q . From Equation (2.18) it is clear that ∥F∥Lp((0,∞), dt

t )
= C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Sn). Also, since β1 > k−n

and k ≥ 2, we have G ∈ Lq
(
(0,∞) , dtt

)
, for any q ≥ 1. Therefore, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).

Case II: Now, we assume 1 + α2 < p < α1+α2+n+1
k+1 . Then, we have,(

1 + u

1 + v

) k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p

≤
(u
v

) k+1
2 −α1+α2+n+1

2p

,

so that, from Equation (4.65), we obtain

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃

(
1√
1 + v

)
v

α1+n
2p

(1 + v)
α1+α2+n+1

2p

(u
v

) 1
2−

α2+1
2p
(
1− u

v

) k
2−1 dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du

u


1
r

= ∥F ∗H∥Lr((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where F is given by Equation (4.66), and

(4.68) H (t) = t
1
2−

α2+1
2p (1− t)

k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) .

Then, by the Young’s convolution inequality, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥F∥Lp((0,∞), dt
t )

∥H∥Lq((0,∞), dt
t )
,

where, 1+ 1
r = 1

p +
1
q . Since k ≥ 2 and p > 1+α2, it is clear that H ∈ Lq

(
(0,∞) , dtt

)
for any q ≥ 1. Using Equation

(2.18), we now get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).

Case III: It only remains to check the result for α2=0 and p = 1 < α1+α2+n+1
k+1 . First, we observe that as

mentioned in Equation (4.44) of Theorem 4.13, we must have β2 > r − k − 1. From Equation (2.34), we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

f̃ (t)
(
s2 − t2

) k
2−1

sk−1
s

β2+k
r

(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2r − 1

r dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

ds


1
r

.

Now, by using Minkowski inequality, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣
 1∫

t

(
s2 − t2

)r( k
2−1)

sβ2+k−r(k−1)
(
1− s2

) β1+n−k
2 −1

ds


1
r

dt.

Upon substituting s2 = v
(
1− t2

)
+ t2 in the inner integral and simplifying, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣
(1− t2

)r( k
2+

β1+n−k
2r −1)

t(r−1)(k−1)−β2

1∫
0

vr(
k
2−1) (1− v)

β1+n−k
2 −1(

1 +
(
1−t2

t2

)
v
) (r−1)(k−1)

2

dv


1
r

dt.
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From Equation (B.2), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (1− t2
) k

2+
β1+n−k

2r −1
t
β2−(r−1)(k−1)

r ×

[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
, 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
; 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+
β1 + n− k

2
;
t2 − 1

t2

)] 1
r

dt.

Now, using Equation (B.6) (a), we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn))

≤ C

1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (1− t2
) k

2+
β1+n−k

2r −1
[
2F1

(
(r − 1) (k − 1)− β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
; 1 + r

(
k

2
− 1

)
+
β1 + n− k

2
; 1− t2

)] 1
r

dt.

It is clear from Equation (B.3) of Theorem B.3 that the hypergeometric function is bounded as t varies over (0, 1).

Moreover, from the necessary conditions of Theorem 4.13, we have k
2 + β1+n−k

2r ≥ α1+n
2 . Combining this fact with

1− t2 ≤ 1, we get (
1− t2

) k
2+

β1+n−k
2r −1 ≤

(
1− t2

)α1+n
2 −1

.

Hence,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (t)∣∣∣ (1− t2
)α1+n

2 −1
dt = C∥f∥L1

α1,0(Sn).

This completes the proof for k ≥ 2.
(B) Now, we prove the result for k = 1. First, we observe that for 1

p − 1
r <

1
2 , the proof is verbatim to that of (A). The

condition 1
p − 1

r <
1
2 is required for the functions G and H of Equations (4.67) and (4.68) to be in Lq

(
(0,∞) , dtt

)
,

where 1 + 1
r = 1

p + 1
q . The case p = 1 is also covered in Case III of (A).

The proof will be complete once we check the case 1
p − 1

r = 1
2 . Indeed, we want to go in the setting of Theorem

C.2. From Equation (2.34), we get

∥R1f∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s∫

0

f̃ (t)
(
s2 − t2

)− 1
2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

sβ2+1
(
1− s2

) β1+n−1
2 −1

ds


1
r

.

By substituting s2 = u and t2 = v, we arrive at

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
u∫

0

f̃ (
√
v) v−

1
2

(u− v)
1
2

u
β2
2r (1− u)

β1+n−1
2r − 1

r dv

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

du


1
r

= C∥ρ+I
1
2
0+φ∥Lr(Ω),(4.69)

where, in the notation of Theorem C.2, we have Ω = [0, 1], and

φ (x) = f̃
(√
x
)
x−

1
2 , and ρ+ (x) = ρ (x) = x

β2
2r (1− x)

β1+n−1
2r − 1

r .

By applying Theorem C.2, we get

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥ρφ∥p = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√x)∣∣∣p x− p
2 x

pβ2
2r (1− x)

p( β1+n−k
2r − 1

r ) dx


1
p

.

Let us substitute x = cos2 t. Then, we get

∥Rkf∥r,β1,β2
≤ C


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣p cosp( β2
r −1) t sinp(

β1+n−1
r − 2

r ) t cos t sin t dt


1
p

= C


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣p cosα2 t sinα1+n−1 t cosp(
β2
r −1)−α2+1 t sinp(

β1+n−1
r − 2

r )+2−α1−n t dt


1
p

.

First, we notice from Equation (4.44) of Theorem 4.13 that

p

(
β1 + n− 1

r
− 2

r

)
+ 2− α1 − n = p

(
β1 + n− 1

r
+ 1− α1 + n

p

)
≥ 0.
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Similarly, we deduce that

p

(
β2
r

− 1

)
+ 1− α2 = p

(
β2
r

− 1 +
1− α2

p

)
= p

(
β2
r

− α2 + 1

p
+

2

p
− 1

)
= p

(
β2 + 2

r
− α2 + 1

p

)
≥ 0.

Hence,

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣p cosα2 t sinα1+n−1 t dt


1
p

= C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).

This completes the proof. □

Remark 4.15. Theorems 4.13 and 4.14 give the answer to Question 9. We observe that for k ≥ 2, the question is completely
answered. On the other hand, for k = 1, we have additionally assumed that 1

p −
1
r ≤ 1

2 . For the case
α1+n

p − β1+n−k
r = k and

β2+k+1
r = α2+1

p , using arguments similar to those mentioned in [18], we get the necessity of 1
p −

1
r ≤ 1

2 when p > 1. However,

when α1+n
p − β1+n−k

r < k or β2+k+1
r > α2+1

p , we do have the necessity of this condition.

On the other hand, it is readily seen from Equation (4.69) and Example C.3 that we cannot expect a (weighted) L1-L2

inequality for the X-Ray transform on Sn.

Next, we answer Question 10 about weighted Lp-L∞ estimates for the k-plane transform of radial functions. As before,
we first wish to get the necessary conditions required for Inequality (4.43) to hold.

Theorem 4.16. Let α1, α2 ∈ R and p ≥ max {1, 1 + α2} with p > 1+α2 when α2 = 0. Then, Inequality (4.43) holds only if

(4.70) γ1 ≥ max

{
0,
α1 + n

p
− k

}
and γ2 ≥ 1 + α2

p
.

Proof. We get the necessary conditions by considering two cases, similar to the proof of Theorem 4.13.
Case I: First, we consider functions centered at the origin of the sphere. Here, we consider two situations, depending on

the value of α1.
Case I(A): For α1 > −n, and λ > 0 (small), let us consider fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x). We

know from Equation (4.45) that fλ ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). Now, from Equation (A.6), we get

(4.71) sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkfλ (ξ) = C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)
(
sin2 λ− sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2 χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .

It is clear from Equation (4.71) that if γ1 < 0, then ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) = +∞, and hence Inequality
(4.43) cannot hold. In other words, a necessary condition for the required inequality is γ1 ≥ 0. Also, by choosing d (0, ξ) such

that sin2 d (0, ξ) = 1
2 sin

2 λ, we have cos2 d (0, ξ) = 1+cos2 λ
2 , and hence

(4.72) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk) ≥ C sinγ1+k λ
(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 .

Using Equations (4.72) and (4.45) in Inequality (4.43), we get

sinγ1+k λ
(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 ≤ C sin

α1+n
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ 0, the above inequality forces γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k.

Case I(B): Now, we consider the case when α1 ≤ −n. Here, we consider fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as

fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x) sin
−α1

p d (0, x) .

We know from Equation (4.48) that fλ ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). Now, using Equation (A.7), we have,

sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkfλ (ξ)

= C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) sink−
α1
p λ

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
α1

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
; 1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

)
χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)).

(4.73)

Since α1 ≤ −n < 0, from Remark B.2, we have that the hypergeometric function in Equation (4.73) is bounded below
by a positive constant. It is, therefore, clear at once that γ1 ≥ 0 is necessary for Inequality (4.43) to hold, for otherwise,
∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) = +∞. Now, by choosing d (0, ξ) such that sin2 d (0, ξ) = 1

2 sin
2 λ, we get

(4.74) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk) ≥ C sinγ1+k−α1
p λ

(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 .

Using Inequality (4.74) and Equation (4.48) in Inequality (4.43), we get

sinγ1+k−α1
p λ

(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k+1
2 ≤ C sin

n
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− p− α2

2
,
n

2
; 1 +

n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.
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As λ→ 0, the above inequality forces γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k.

Case II: We now consider functions centered at the equator of Sn. In what follows, we consider Eλ := Sn+ \ B (0, λ), for
0 < λ < π

2 . Again, we consider two cases.
Case II(A): First, we take up the case α2 > −1 − p. Here, we consider the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) =

χEλ
(x) cos d (0, x). We know from Equation (4.51) that fλ ∈ Lp

α1,α2
(Sn). Using Equation (A.9), we have,

(4.75)

sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkfλ (ξ)

= C

{
sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2+1 d (0, ξ) , d (0, ξ) > λ.

sinγ1 d (0, ξ)
[
cosγ2+1 d (0, ξ)− cosγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

(
sin2 λ− sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

]
, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

From Equation (4.75), we deduce that if γ2 < −1, then ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) = +∞. Hence, a necessary
condition condition for Inequality (4.43) to hold is γ2 ≥ −1. However, we see later that this restriction is redundant.

Further, by choosing d (0, ξ) = λ, we have

(4.76) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C sinγ1 λ cosγ2+1 λ.

Using Equations (4.51) and (4.76) in Inequality (4.43), we get

C sinγ1 λ cosγ2+1 λ ≤ C cos1+
α2+1

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + p+ 1

2
;
α2 + p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

Hence, as λ→ π
2 , we require γ2 ≥ 1+α2

p . We notice that 1+α2

p ≥ −1, making the condition γ2 ≥ −1 redundant.

Case II(B): Next, we see α2 ≤ −1 − p. Here, we consider fλ : Sn+ → C, given by fλ (x) = χEλ
(x) cos1−

α2
p d (0, x). We

know from Equation (4.59) that fλ ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Sn). Now, using Equation (A.10), we get

sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)

= C

{
sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2+1−α2

p d (0, ξ) , d (0, ξ) > λ.

sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ) cos2−
α2
2p λ 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α2

2p ; 2−
α2

2p ;
cos2 λ

cos2 d(0,ξ)

)
, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

By choosing d (0, ξ) = λ, we get

(4.77) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C sinγ1 λ cosγ2+1−α2
p λ.

Further, by using Inequality (4.77) and Equation (4.59) in Inequality (4.43), we get

sinγ1 λ cosγ2+1−α2
p λ ≤ C cos1+

1
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
p+ 1

2
;
p+ 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ π
2 , we get γ2 ≥ 1+α2

p .

This completes the proof! □

We now check the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Equation (4.70) of Theorem 4.16.

Theorem 4.17. Let α1, α2, γ1, γ2 ∈ R and p≥ max {1, 1 + α2}, with p > 1 + α2 whenever α2 > 0. Further, assume that if
p = α1+n

k , then γ1 > 0.

(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (4.43) is valid for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy Equation
(4.70).

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (4.43) is valid for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy Equation
(4.70) and p > 2.

Proof.

(A) We first prove the result for k ≥ 2. This is done in two cases.
Case I: First, we assume p > 1. Here, using Equation (2.28), we have

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ (1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

sink−1 t dt

= C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1
p t cos

α2
p t

(
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

×

sink−1−α1+n−1
p t cos−

α2
p t χ(d(0,ξ),π2 )

(t) dt

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn)I
1
p′ ,
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by using Hölder’s inequality. Here,

I =

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

sinp
′(k−1−α1+n−1

p ) t cos−p′ α2
p t

(
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

)p′( k
2−1)

dt.

= cos−2p′( k
2−1) d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

sinp
′(1−α1+n−1

p ) t cos−p′ α2
p t
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

)p′( k
2−1)

dt.

By substituting cos2 t = x cos2 d (0, ξ), we get

I = C cos1−p′ α2
p d (0, ξ)

1∫
0

(
1− x cos2 d (0, ξ)

) 1
2 (p

′(1−α1+n−1
p )−1)

x
− 1

2

(
1+

p′α2
p

)
(1− x)

p′( k
2−1) dt(4.78)

= C cos1−
p′α2

p d (0, ξ)×

2F1

(
1

2

(
1− p′

(
1− α1 + n− 1

p

))
, 1− 1

2

(
p′α2

p
+ 1

)
; 2− 1

2

(
p′α2

p
+ 1

)
+ p′

(
k

2
− 1

)
; cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
.

In the last equality, we have used the integral form of hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2). Hence,

(4.79)

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥p,α1,α2 sin
γ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2− 1+α2

p d (0, ξ)×[
2F1

(
1

2

(
1− p′

(
1− α1 + n− 1

p

))
, 1− 1

2

(
p′α2

p
+ 1

)
; 2− 1

2

(
p′α2

p
+ 1

)
+ p′

(
k

2
− 1

)
; cos2 d (0, ξ)

)] 1
p′

.

First, we notice that for d (0, ξ) ∈
(
π
4 ,

π
2

)
, owing to the fact that γ1 ≥ 0 and γ2 ≥ 1+α2

p , all the terms in the right

hand side of the above inequality are bounded. That is for any ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) such that d (0, ξ) ∈
(
π
4 ,

π
2

)
, we have

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn).

We only need to check the validity of the desired inequality for d (0, ξ) ∈
(
0, π4

)
. Depending on the value of p, we

have various cases of the behaviour of the hypergeometric function as given in Theorem B.3.
First, let us consider p > α1+n

k . In this case, using Equation (B.3), we see that the hypergeometric term in

Inequality (4.79) is bounded. Moreover, γ1 ≥ 0 and γ2 ≥ 1+α2

p imply that sinγ1 d (0, ξ) ≤ 1 and cosγ2− 1+α2
p d (0, ξ) ≤ 1.

Hence, we have,
|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Sn).

Let us now assume p = α1+n
k . From the assumptions of the theorem, we must have γ1 > 0. Therefore, from

Equation (B.4) and Inequality (4.79), we have

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) sin
γ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2− 1+α2

p d (0, ξ)
(
− ln sin2 d (0, ξ)

) 1
p′ ≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Sn),

(4.80)

In the case when p < α1+n
k , first we observe that γ1 ≥ α1+n

p − k > 0. Also, from Equation (B.5), we have,

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) sin
γ1−α1+n

p +k d (0, ξ) cosγ2− 1+α2
p d (0, ξ) ≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Sn).

Case II: Now, let us assume p = 1. Notice that from the existence conditions, this can only happen when α2 ≤ 0.
Again, using Equation (2.28), we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sink−1 t

(
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t sink−α1−n t cos−α2 t dt

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1−α2 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t sink−α1−n t dt

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t sink−α1−n t dt,
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since γ2 ≥ 1 + α2. We now have the following cases.
Case II(A): First, let us consider α1 > k − n. Then, sink−α1−n t ≤ sink−α1−n d (0, ξ). Consequently,

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1+k−α1−n d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Sn),

since γ1 ≥ α1 + n− k.
Case II(B): Now, let us consider α1 ≤ k − n,. Here, we have sink−α1−n t ≤ 1, so that

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt ≤ C∥f∥L1
α1,α2

(Sn),

since γ1 ≥ 0.
This completes the proof for k ≥ 2.

(B) For k = 1 and p > 2, the proof is exactly the same as that of Case I of (A), where the condition that p > 2 is used
in guaranteeing the convergence of the integral I mentioned in Equation (4.78). The necessity of the condition p > 2
when k = 1 is given in Example 4.18 and Remark 4.19.

□

We now see through an example that for k = 1, we cannot expect Inequality (4.43) when p < 2.

Example 4.18. Consider the function f : Sn → C, defined as f (x) = χA (x), where A := {x ∈ Sn|θ1 < d (0, x) < θ2} is an
annulus in Sn. Let a = cos θ2 and b = cos θ1. Then, we can write f (x) = χ(a,b) (cos d (0, x)). We remark that to obtain a
Lp-L∞ norm inequality as mentioned in Inequality (4.43), we must necessarily have the following Lorentz-norm inequality.

(4.81) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)R1f∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn),

where, the constant C is independent of f . Therefore, let us first consider the weighted Lorentz norm of the function f . We
have,

(4.82) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 b∫
a

(
1− x2

)α1+n
2 −1

xα2dx


1
p

.

On the other hand, from Equation (2.27), the X-Ray transform is given by

R1f (ξ) = C

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

χ(a,b) (cos t)
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

)− 1
2 sin t dt.

By substituting cos t = x cos d (0, ξ), we get

R1f (ξ) = C

1∫
0

χ(a,b) (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx.

=



0, cos d (0, ξ) < a.
1∫
a

cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx, a ≤ cos d (0, ξ) < b.

b
cos d(0,ξ)∫

a
cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx, b ≤ cos d (0, ξ) ≤ 1.

(4.83)

By choosing cos d (0, ξ) = b in Equation (4.83), we have,

(4.84) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)R1f∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C
(
1− b2

) γ1
2 bγ2

1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx.

Using Equations (4.82) and (4.84) in Inequality (4.81), we get

(4.85)
(
1− b2

) pγ1
2 bpγ2

 1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx


p

≤ C

b∫
a

(
1− x2

)α1+n
2 −1

xα2 dx.
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For a fixed b ∈ (0, 1), we consider the function

H (a) =

(
1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx

)p

b∫
a

(1− x2)
α1+n

2 −1
xα2 dx

,

defined for 0 < a < b. For Inequality (4.85) to hold, we want H to be bounded above. Particularly, lim
a→b

H (a) should be

bounded. We notice that this limit is in an indeterminate form, and therefore, we apply the L’Hôspital rule.

lim
a→b

H (a) = lim
a→b

p

(
1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx

)p−1(
−
(
1− a2

b2

)− 1
2

)(
1
b

)
− (1− a2)

α1+n
2 −1

aα2

= lim
a→b

p

(
1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx

)p−1

√
b2 − a2 (1− a2)

α1+n
2 −1

aα2

= lim
a→b

p (p− 1)

(
1∫
a
b

(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx

)p−2

(1− a2)
α1+n

2 −1
aα2+1 + (α1 + n− 2) (b2 − a2) (1− a2)

α1+n
2 −2

aα2+1 − α2 (b2 − a2) (1− a2)
α1+n

2 −1
aα2−1

.

Clearly, this limit is infinite for p < 2. That is, we cannot expect the Lp-L∞ boundedness of the X-Ray transform for p < 2.

Remark 4.19. We now see that, as in the case of the Euclidean and the hyperbolic space, we cannot expect a weighted
L2-L∞ norm inequality for the X-ray transform on Sn. Again, the idea is motivated from Hardy and Littlewood’s work in
[11] and the theory of fractional integrals given in Subsection C. As we have done before, we first convert Inequality (4.43)
to an equivalent inequality concerning certain fractional integrals.

To do so, let us begin with the left-hand-side of Inequality (4.43). By substituting cos2 t = u in Equation (2.27), we have,

R1f (ξ) = C

cos2 d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃
(√
u
) (

cos2 d (0, ξ)− u
)− 1

2 u−
1
2 du = CI

1
2
+φ
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
,

where,

(4.86) φ (t) =
f̃
(√
t
)

√
t

.

Further,by writing cos2 d (0, ξ) = x, the left-hand-side of Inequality (4.43) becomes

(4.87) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)R1f∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) = C∥ (1− x)
γ1
2 x

γ2
2 I

1
2
+φ∥L∞(0,1).

On the other hand, we also have,

∥f∥L2
α1,α2

(Sn) = C


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣2 sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
2

.

By substituting cos2 t = u, we get

∥f∥L2
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣f̃ (√u)∣∣∣2 (1− u)
α1+n

2 −1
u

α2−1
2 du


1
2

= C

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣ f̃ (
√
u)√
u

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(1− u)
α2+n

2 −1
u

α2+1
2 du


1
2

= C∥φ∥L2
α1+n

2
−1,

α2+1
2

(0,1),(4.88)

where φ is given in Equation (4.86). Now, using Equations (4.87) and Equation (4.88), it is readily seen that Inequality
(4.43) for p = 2 is equivalent to

(4.89) ∥ (1− x)
γ1
2 x

γ2
2 I

1
2
+φ∥L∞(0,1) ≤ C∥φ∥L2

α1+n
2

−1,
α2+1

2

(0,1),

for all φ ∈ L2
α1+n

2 −1,
α2+1

2

(0, 1). However, we have seen in Proposition C.4 that this is not possible.
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Remark 4.20. Theorem 4.17 leaves out a few “end-point” cases. We mention them here for reference.

(1) The end-point for existence of the k-plane transform, p = 1 + α2.
(2) The end-point for Inequality (4.43) to hold, namely p = α1+n

k and γ1 = 0.

These cases are dealt with in Section 5, where we shall see a Lorentz norm estimate.

5. Certain end-point estimates for radial functions

In this section, we look for the “end-point” estimates for the k-plane transform on the hyperbolic space and the sphere.
We have two type of end-points at hand. Either they occur as an end-point of existence (given by Theorems 3.1 and 3.5), or
we have encountered them in proving the weighted Lp-L∞ estimates (Theorems 4.10 and 4.17). It is to be noticed that at
the end-points of existence, we cannot expect a norm inequality on the Lebesgue space for the k-plane transform, since the
k-plane transform is not well-defined here. Nonetheless, in this section we get similar estimates for weighted Lorentz spaces
Lp,1.

Before we begin formalizing our ideas, we would like to mention a few end-point results available in literature that serve
as the motivation to this section.

Theorem 5.1 (Kumar and Ray ([18], [19])). We have the following:

(1) Let α > k − n, p = α+n
k and f ∈ Lp,1

α (Rn) be radial. Then, for k ≥ 2 there is a constant (independent of f) C > 0
such that,

(5.1) ∥Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Rn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α (Rn).

Also, for k = 1, Inequality (5.1) holds if p = α+ n ≥ 2.
(2) For k ≥ 2 and p = n−1

k−1 , there is some constant C > 0 such that for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1 (Hn), we have

(5.2) ∥ cosh d (0, ·)Rkf (·) ∥∞ ≤ C∥f∥p,1.

(3) For k ≥ 1 and p = n
k , there is some constant C > 0 such that for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1 (Sn), we have

(5.3) ∥ cos d (0, ·)Rkf (·) ∥∞ ≤ C∥f∥p,1.

Remark 5.2. We remark that a unified proof of Theorem 5.1 is recently given in [6].

We notice that the end-point estimates of Inequalities (5.1) and (5.2) are the end-points of existence of the k-plane
transform. That is, we know that the k-plane transform on Rn is only defined on Lp

α (Rn) for p < α+n
k , and that on Hn is

defined on Lp (Hn) provided p < n−1
k−1 (see for instance Theorem 3.1). On the other hand, there is no restriction on p (at

least in the unweighted case) for the existence of the k-plane transform on Sn. The end-point obtained in Inequality (5.3) is
a result of asking for an Lp,1-L∞ estimate (see [19]).

We dedicate this section to improve the results of [19] on hyperbolic space and the sphere. We divide this section into
two subsections: first, we deal with the hyperbolic case, and then the sphere. In proving the main results of this section, the
following lemma of [18] will be essential. We state it here for the reader’s reference.

Lemma 5.3 ([18]). Let n ∈ N and γ ≥ 1. For real numbers x1 ≥ x2 ≥ · · · ≥ xn ≥ 0, we have

(5.4)

(
n∑

i=1

(−1)
i−1

xi

)γ

≤
n∑

i=1

(−1)
i−1

xγi .

The following consequence of Lemma 5.3 is immediate, and can be found in [19]. We again state it as a lemma since it is
of use in the sequel.

Lemma 5.4. For characteristic functions of measurable sets (of finite measure) in (0,∞), we have for p ≥ 1,

(5.5)

∞∫
0

f (t) dt ≤ p
1
p

 ∞∫
0

f (t) tp−1dt

 1
p

.

We also have for characteristic functions f of measurable sets of finite measure in R, and γ > 0,

(5.6)

∫
R

f (t) eγtdt ≤ γ
− 1

p′ p
1
p

∫
R

f (t) epγtdt

 1
p

.

Moreover, for γ > 0 and characteristic functions f of measurable sets of finite measure in (0,∞), we have

(5.7)

∞∫
0

f (t) tγ−1dt ≤ p
1
p γ

− 1
p′

 ∞∫
0

f (t) tpγ−1dt

 1
p

.
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Proof. To get the estimate in Equation (5.5), it is enough to look at a disjoint union of intervals, since any measurable set
(with finite measure) can be approximated by such sets, and any measurable set can be approximated by measurable sets of
finite measure. Therefore, we begin with a characteristic function χ n⋃

i=1
[ai,bi]

, where b1 ≥ a1 ≥ b2 ≥ a2≥ · · · ≥ bn ≥ an > 0.

Then, we have using Inequality (5.4), ∞∫
0

χ n⋃
i=1

[ai,bi]
(t) dt

p

=

(
n∑

i=1

(bi − ai)

)p

≤
n∑

i=1

(bpi − api ) = p

n∑
i=1

bi∫
ai

tp−1dt = p

∞∫
0

χ n⋃
i=1

[ai,bi]
(t) tp−1dt.

This proves Inequality (5.5). To get Inequality (5.6), we replace t with eγt in Inequality (5.5). Finally, by replacing et with
t in Inequality (5.6), we get Inequality (5.7). □

We are now ready to begin our analysis for the end-point estimates for the k-plane transform on the hyperbolic space and
the sphere.

5.1. The Hyperbolic Space Hn. In this section, we address the following questions about the end-point behaviour of the
k-plane transform on Hn. We first recall that in the proof of Theorem 4.10, we had to assume that if p = α1+n

k , then γ1 > 0.
This assumption was needed in the proof to handle a logarithmic term. We start by asking whether we can have a Lorentz
norm estimate when p = α1+n

k and γ1 = 0. Particularly, we pose the following question.

Question 11. Given α1, α2 ∈ R with α1 + α2 ≥ k − n, what are the admissible values of γ ∈ R such that the following
inequality holds for all radial functions in Lp,1

α1,α2
(Hn), when p = α1+n

k ?

(5.8) ∥ coshγ d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Also, we recall that the point p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 is the end-point of existence of the k-plane transform. Therefore, the

following question, analogous to the one asked by Kumar and Ray in [19], arises.

Question 12. Given α1, α2 ∈ R with α1 +α2 > k−n and p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , what are the admissible values of γ1, γ2 ∈ R such

that the following inequality holds for all radial functions in Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn), where p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 ?

(5.9) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

By answering Question 12, we improve the result stated in Inequality (5.2) of Theorem 5.1. To prove the end-point result
stated in Inequality (5.2), the authors of [19] use Lemma 5.4. We wish to prove a mixed weighted end-point estimate. For
this, we require a hyperbolic version of Lemma 5.4, with weight involving powers of sinh and cosh.

Lemma 5.5. For characteristic functions f of measurable sets of finite measure in (0,∞), γ > 0, α ∈ R, and p ≥
max {1, 1− α}, we have,

(5.10)

∞∫
0

f (t) sinhγ t dt ≤ Cp,γ,n

 ∞∫
0

f (t) coshα t sinhpγ−α tdt

 1
p

,

where,

Cp,γ,n = p
1
p

[
(γ + 1)

− 1
p′ min

{
1, sinhγ−

α
p 1
}
max

{
1, cosh−

α
p 1
}
+
γ
− 1

p′

2γ
max

{
2γ−

α
p ,
( e

sinh 1

)α
p

}
max

{
2

α
p , 1
}]

.

Proof. First, we observe that for t ∈ [0, 1], we have

(5.11) t ≤ sinh t ≤ (sinh 1) t,

and for t ≥ 1, we have

(5.12)

(
sinh 1

e

)
et ≤ sinh t ≤ et

2
.

We also have for any t > 0,

(5.13)
et

2
≤ cosh t ≤ et.

Thus, by using Equations (5.11) and (5.12), we have for characteristic function of measurable sets in (0,∞),

∞∫
0

f (t) sinhγ t dt =

1∫
0

f (t) sinhγ t dt+

∞∫
1

f (t) sinhγ t dt

≤ (sinh 1)
γ
∫
R

f (t)χ(0,1) (t) t
γ dt+

1

2γ

∫
R

f (t)χ[1,∞) (t) e
γt dt.
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Now, using Equations (5.6) and (5.7), we get

∞∫
0

f (t) sinhγ t dt ≤ p
1
p (γ + 1)

− 1
p′ (sinh 1)

γ

∫
R

f (t)χ(0,1) (t) t
pγ+p−1 dt

 1
p

+
p

1
p γ

− 1
p′

2γ

∫
R

f (t)χ[1,∞) (t) e
pγtdt

 1
p

= p
1
p (γ + 1)

− 1
p′ (sinh 1)

γ

 1∫
0

f (t) tpγ−αtα+p−1dt


1
p

+
p

1
p γ

− 1
p′

2γ

 ∞∫
1

f (t) e(pγ−α)teαtdt

 1
p

.

Since p ≥ 1− α, for t ∈ (0, 1), we have tα+p−1 ≤ 1. Hence, from Equations (5.11), (5.12), and (5.13), we get

∞∫
0

f (t) sinhγ t dt ≤ p
1
p (γ + 1)

− 1
p′ (sinh 1)

γ

 1∫
0

f (t) tpγ−αdt


1
p

+
p

1
p γ

− 1
p′

2γ

 ∞∫
1

f (t) e(pγ−α)teαtdt

 1
p

≤ p
1
p

[
(γ + 1)

− 1
p′ min

{
1, sinhγ−

α
p 1
}
max

{
1, cosh−

α
p 1
}
+
γ
− 1

p′

2γ
max

{
2γ−

α
p ,
( e

sinh 1

)α
p

}
max

{
2

α
p , 1
}]

×

 ∞∫
0

f (t) sinhpγ−α t coshα t dt

 1
p

.

This completes the proof! □

Remark 5.6. We remark here that the constant Cp,γ,n mentioned in Lemma 5.5 might not be the best possible one, and in
our main result, we do not use it explicitly.

We are now in a position to answer Question 11. Particularly, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.7. Let α1, α2 ∈ R be such that α1 + α2 > k − n, and 1 ≤ p = α1+n
k < α1+α2+n−1

k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and
α1+n

k = p = 1.

(A) For k ≥ 2, Inequality (5.8) holds for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p .

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (5.8) holds for all radial functions in Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) if and only if γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p and p ≥ 2.

Proof. We first remark that due to Theorem 2.26, it is sufficient to get Inequality (5.8) for characteristic functions of radial
sets of Hn.

(A) We begin with proving the result for k ≥ 2.
Using Equation (2.25), we have

|coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ (1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 t

) k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt

≤ C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt.(5.14)

We now consider two cases.
Case I: First, let us consider d (0, ξ) ≥ 1. We notice that since α1+n

k = p ≥ 1 and α1 + α2 ≥ k − n, we have
p ≥ 1− α2. Hence, by using Lemma 5.5, we get

|coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ coshα2 t sinhα1+n−p−α2 t dt


1
p

= C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinh1−p−α2 t dt


1
p

.

If α1 + α2 > k − n, then p = α1+n
k < α1+α2+n−1

k−1 , and hence 1− p− α2 < 0. On the other hand, if α1 + α2 = k − n,
then p = 1 and we must have α2 = 0, so that 1− p− α2 = 0. Also, from the necessary condition of Theorem 4.9, we

must have γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p = k

(
1+ α2−1

α1+n

)
. Hence, γ − k + 1 ≤ 1 + α2−1

p . Since coshu ≥ 1 for any u ∈ R, we have
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coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ) ≤ cosh1+
α2−1

p d (0, ξ). Consequently, we get

|coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C cosh1+
α2−1

p d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t sinh1−p−α2 t dt


1
p

≤ C

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t tanh1−p−α2 t dt


1
p

,

since cosh d (0, ξ) ≤ cosh t for t ≥ d (0, ξ) and p + α2 − 1 > 0. Since t ≥ d (0, ξ) ≥ 1, we have tanh1−p−α2 t ≤
tanh1−p−α2 1. Therefore, in this case, we have,

(5.15) |coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt


1
p

= C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Case II: Let us now consider d (0, ξ) < 1. Here, we have from Equation (5.14),

|coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt

= C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ)

 1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt+

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt

 .(5.16)

Let us consider,

(5.17) I1 =

1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt,

and

(5.18) I2 =

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt.

Using Equation (5.11) in Equation (5.17), we get

I1 ≤ C

1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ tk−1dt.

Further, from Equation (5.7) with γ = k and p = α1+n
k , we get

I1 ≤ C

 1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ tα1+n−1dt


1
p

.

Again using Equation (5.11) and the fact that for small u ∈ R, coshu behaves like a constant, we get

(5.19) I1 ≤ C

 1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 tdt


1
p

= C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

For the integral I2, we use the analysis done in Case I (by replacing d (0, ξ) with 1) to obtain

(5.20) I2 ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn),

since sinh1−p−α2 t ≤ sinh1−p−α2 1. Using Equations (5.19) and (5.20) in Equation (5.16), we get

(5.21) |coshγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C coshγ−k+1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

In the last inequality, we have used the fact that since d (0, ξ) < 1, any power of cosh d (0, ξ) behaves like a constant.
This completes the proof of (A).
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(B) Now, we prove the result for k = 1. Here, we have assumed, additionally, that α1 + n = p ≥ 2. We have, from
Equation (2.24), for any characteristic function f of measurable subset of Hn with f ∈ Lp,1

α1,α2
(Hn),

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) = C coshγ d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t)
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

)− 1
2 sinh t dt.

Let us substitute cosh t = coshx cosh d (0, ξ). After a simplification, we get

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) = C coshγ d (0, ξ)

∞∫
0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) dx

= C coshγ d (0, ξ)

 1∫
0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) dx+

∞∫
1

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) dx

 .
We know that α1 + α2 + n− 1 ≥ 0, and for x ≥ 1, sinhx ≥ sinh 1. Hence, 1 ≤ sinh

α1+α2+n−1
p x

sinh
α1+α2+n−1

p 1

. Therefore, we have,

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) ≤ C coshγ d (0, ξ)

 1∫
0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) dx+

∞∫
1

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinh
α1+α2+n−1

p x dx

 .
We use Inequality (5.5) in the first integral, and Inequality (5.10) in the second integral. Then, we get,

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) ≤ C coshγ d (0, ξ)


 1∫

0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ))xp−1dx


1
p

+

 ∞∫
1

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x dx

 1
p


≤ C coshγ


 1∫

0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhp−1 x dx


1
p

+

 ∞∫
1

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x dx

 1
p

 ,
where, we have used the fact that x ≤ sinhx and p ≥ 1. Further, we observe that for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, we have
coshα2 x ≥ min {1, coshα2 1}. Also, we have that p = α1 + n. Therefore, we get,

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) ≤ C coshγ d (0, ξ)


 1∫

0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x dx


1
p

+

 ∞∫
1

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x dx

 1
p


≤ C coshγ d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
0

f̃ (coshx cosh d (0, ξ)) sinhα1+n−1 x coshα2 x dx

 1
p

.

Now, we substitute coshx cosh d (0, ξ) = cosh t and obtain

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) ≤ C coshγ d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
0

f̃ (cosh t)

(
cosh2 t

cosh2 d (0, ξ)
− 1

)α1+n
2 −1(

cosh t

cosh d (0, ξ)

)α2 sinh t

cosh d (0, ξ)
dt

 1
p

.
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Since from our assumptions, we have p = α1 + n ≥ 2, we get
(

cosh2 t
cosh2 d(0,ξ)

− 1
)α1+n

2 −1

≤ sinhα1+n−2 t
coshα1+n−1 d(0,ξ)

. Therefore,

coshγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ) ≤ C coshγ−
α1+α2+n−1

p d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
0

f̃ (cosh t) sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt

 1
p

≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

In the final inequality, we have used the fact that γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p and hence coshγ−

α1+α2+n−1
p d (0, ξ) ≤ 1, for any

ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn). The necessity of p ≥ 2 when k = 1 is shown in Example 4.11.

The necessity of the condition γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p is shown in Remark 5.8. □

Remark 5.8. The necessity of the condition γ ≤ α1+α2+n−1
p was shown in Theorem 4.9 for Lp-L∞ norm inequality. Let

us now see that the same is necessary for the Lorentz norm estimate of Inequality (5.8). Here, we fix α1, α2 ∈ R such that
α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p = α1+n

k < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 or α1 + α2 = k − n and p = 1. To do so, let us consider the function

fa,b : Hn → C, given by fa,b (x) = χa,b (cosh d (0, x)), for b > a > 1. Here, we consider the case b = 2a, and denote fa = fa,2a.
It is clear from Equation (4.36), by substituting x = a

√
u,

∥fa∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) = Ca
α2+1

p

 4∫
1

(
a2u− 1

)α1+n
2 −1

u
α2−1

2 du


1
p

.

For “large” a > 1, say a ≥ 2, we have that a2u− 1 behaves like a2, whenever 1 ≤ u ≤ 4. Hence,

(5.22) ∥fa∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) ≤ Ca
α2+1

p + 2
p (

α1+n
2 −1) = Ca

α2−1
p +k.

As for the k-plane transform, we use cosh t = x cosh d (0, ξ) in Equation (2.24) and simply to obtain,

Rkfa (ξ) = C

∞∫
1

χ(a,2a) (x cosh d (0, ξ))
(
x2 − 1

) k
2−1

dx

= C



0, cosh d (0, ξ) ≥ 2a.
2a

cosh d(0,ξ)∫
1

(
x2 − 1

) k
2−1

dx, a ≤ cosh d (0, ξ) ≤ 2a.

2a
cosh d(0,ξ)∫

a
cosh d(0,ξ)

(
x2 − 1

) k
2−1

dx, cosh d (0, ξ) < a.

(5.23)

By choosing ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn) such that cosh d (0, ξ) = a, it is clear that

(5.24) ∥ coshγ d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ Caγ
2∫

1

(
x2 − 1

) k
2−1

dx = Caγ .

Using Inequalities (5.24) and (5.22) in Inequality (5.8), we get for a ≥ 2,

aγ ≤ Ca
α2−1

p +k.

As a→ ∞, this forces γ ≤ α2−1
p + k = α1+α2+n−1

p , since p = α1+n
k .

Theorem 5.8 answers Question 11. We first get the necessary conditions on γ1 and γ2 for Inequality (5.9).

Theorem 5.9. Let k ≥ 2 and α1 + α2 > k − n. For p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , Inequality (5.9) holds only if

(5.25) γ1 ≥ max

{
0,
α1 + n

k

}
and γ1 + γ2 ≤ k − 1.

Proof. We prove this result in two cases.
Case I: First, we assume that α1 > −n. Let us consider the function fλ : Hn → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x), for

λ > 0. We have,

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 λ∫
0

coshα2 t sinhα1+n−1 tdt


1
p

.(5.26)



52 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

By substituting sinh2 t = u, we get from Equation (B.2),

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) = C

 sinh2 λ∫
0

(1 + u)
α2−1

2 u
α1+n

2 −1du


1
p

= C sinh
α1+n

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
;− sinh2 λ

)] 1
p

.

By using the transformation given in Equation (B.6) (a), we get

(5.27) ∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) = C sinh
α1+n

p λ cosh
α2−1

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α2

2
, 1; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; tanh2 λ

)] 1
p

.

It is clear from Theorem B.3 that the hypergeometric factor is bounded. Hence, we have,

(5.28) ∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) ≤ C sinh
α1+n

p λ cosh
α2−1

p λ.

The k-plane transform of fλ is given in Equation (A.2). By choosing d (0, ξ) such that sinh2 d (0, ξ) = 1
2 sinh

2 λ, we have

cosh2 d (0, ξ) = 1
2

(
1 + cosh2 λ

)
and tanh2 d (0, ξ) = sinh2 λ

1+cosh2 λ
. Hence from Equation (A.2), we get

(5.29)

∥sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ (·) ∥∞ ≥ Csinhγ1 λ
(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2
2 tanhk λ 2F1

(
k + 1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;

sinh2 λ

1 + sinh2 λ+ cosh2 λ

)
.

Using Inequalities (5.28) and (5.29) in Inequality (5.9), we have

sinhγ1 λ
(
1 + cosh2 λ

) γ2
2 tanhk λ 2F1

(
k + 1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;

sinh2 λ

1 + sinh2 λ+ cosh2 λ

)
≤ C sinh

α1+n
p λ cosh

α2−1
p λ.

As λ→ 0, we get

λγ1+k ≤ Cλ
α1+n

p .

The above inequality forces γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k. The necessity of γ1 ≥ 0 is also clear, for otherwise we have

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) = +∞.

On the other hand, for λ→ ∞, we have

e(γ1+γ2)λ ≤ Ce
α1+α2+n−1

p λ = Ce(k−1)λ.

Hence, we must have γ1 + γ2 ≤ k − 1.
Case II: Now, we consider α1 ≤ −n. To see the necessity of the condition γ1 + γ2 ≤ k − 1, we consider the function fa

described in Remark 5.8. From Equation (5.22) and the fact that p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 , we have

(5.30) ∥fa∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) ≤ Ca
α1+α2+n−1

p = Cak−1,

for large a > 1. Now, by choosing ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn) such that d (0, ξ) = a, we get

(5.31) ∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfa∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≥ C
(
a2 − 1

) γ1
2 aγ2 ≥ Caγ1+γ2 ,

for large a > 1. Using Inequalities (5.30) and (5.31) in Inequality (5.9), we get

aγ1+γ2 ≤ Cak−1,

for large a > 1. As a→ ∞, this forces γ ≤ k − 1.
It is also clear from Equation (5.26) that

(5.32) ∥fa∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn) ≤ Ca
α2+1

p
(
4a2 − 1

) 1
p (

α1+n
2 −1)

.

Using Inequalities (5.32) and (5.31) in Inequality (5.9), we get for any a > 1,(
a2 − 1

) γ1
2 aγ2 ≤ Ca

α2+1
p
(
4a2 − 1

) 1
p (

α1+n
2 −1)

.

As a→ 0, the above inequality gives us γ1 ≥ 0 = max
{
0, α1+n

p − k
}
. □

We now see that the conditions mentioned in Theorem 5.9 are also sufficient.

Theorem 5.10. Let k ≥ 2 and α1 + α2 > k − n. For p = α1+α2+n−1
k−1 > 1, Inequality (5.9) holds if and only if γ1 and γ2

satisfy the conditions of Equation (5.25).
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Proof. We have seen the necessity of the conditions mentioned in Equation (5.25) in Theorem 5.9. To see the sufficiency
of these conditions, we consider the following. Due to Theorem 2.26, we only consider characteristic functions f of radially
symmetric sets for which f ∈ Lp,1

α1,α2
(Hn).

Case I: First, let us assume that p ≥ 1 − α2. In this case, we may use Lemma 5.5. We start with Equation (2.25) and
use the fact that k ≥ 2 to obtain

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt.

Since γ1 ≥ 0 and γ1 + γ2 ≤ k − 1, we have sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ) ≤ Ce(γ1+γ2−k+1)d(0,ξ) ≤ C. Hence, by the use of
Equation (5.10) of Lemma 5.5, we get

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

f̃ (cosh t) sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt

 1
p

= C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Case II: We now consider 1 ≤ p < 1−α2. We notice that in this case, we cannot use Lemma 5.5 to produce coshα2 t and
therefore the above method fails. To prove the desired result, we now divide our analysis into two parts.

Case II(A): First, let us consider d (0, ξ) ≥ 1. In this case, using Equation (2.25) and the fact that k ≥ 2, we get

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt.

Now, we use Equation (5.10) with α = 0 of Lemma 5.5 to obtain

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn))

≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhα1+α2+n−1 t dt


1
p

= C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ)

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t) sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t tanhα2 t dt


1
p

.

Now, we observe that since 1 ≤ p < 1 − α2, we must have α2 < 0. Therefore, for t ≥ d (0, ξ) ≥ 1, we have tanhα2 t ≤
tanhα2 d (0, ξ) ≤ tanhα2 1. Also, since γ1 ≥ 0 and γ1+γ2 ≤ k− 1, we have as in Case I, sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) ≤ C.
That is, we get

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

 ∞∫
0

f̃ (cosh t) sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dt

 1
p

= C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Case II(B): Let us now consider the case when d (0, ξ) < 1. Here, we write

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ)

 1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt

+

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt

 .
Let

I1 =

1∫
d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt,

and

I2 =

∞∫
1

∣∣∣f̃ (cosh t)∣∣∣ sinhk−1 t dt.

Then, we know from Case II(A) that

sinhγ1 1 coshγ2 1I2 ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).



54 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

We only need to estimate I2. To do so, we start by observing that when t ≤ 1, we have sinhk−1 t ≤ Ctk−1. Therefore,

I1 ≤ C

1∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t) tk−1dt.

Now, using Equation (5.7) of Lemma 5.4, we get

I1 ≤ C

 ∞∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t) tpk−1dt


1
p

.

Now, we see that pk − 1 = α1 + α2 + n− 1 + p− 1. Also, for t ∈ (d (0, ξ) , 1), sinh t behaves like t. Therefore, we have,

I1 ≤ C

 1∫
d(0,ξ)

f̃ (cosh t) sinhα1+n−1 t sinhα2+p−1 t dt


1
p

.

From our assumption, we have α2 + p− 1 < 0. Therefore, sinhα2+p−1 t ≤ sinhα2+p−1 d (0, ξ), for t ≥ d (0, ξ). Now, using the
fact that for small values of t, cosh t behaves as a constant, we get

I1 ≤ C sinh1+
α2−1

p d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

Combining the analysis done on the integrals I1 and I2, we conclude that

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C sinhγ1+1+
α2−1

p d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn)

+ sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2−k+1 d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

In both the terms in the above inequality, since d (0, ξ) < 1, the hyperbolic cosine behaves like a constant. Also, owing to the
fact that γ1 ≥ 0, the hyperbolic sine in the second term can be dominated by a constant. Now, from the necessary conditions,
we know that we require γ1 ≥ α1+n

p − k = −1− α2−1
p . Therefore, the hyperbolic sine in the first term can also be dominated

by a constant. Consequently, we have,

∥ sinhγ1 d (0, ·) coshγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Hn).

This completes the proof! □

5.2. The Sphere Sn. In this section, we consider the end-point estimates for the “end-points” mentioned in Remark 4.20.
Particularly, we ask the following questions.

Question 13. Given α1, α2 ∈ R and p ≥ max {1, 1 + α2} with p > 1 + α2 when α2 > 0, what are the admissible values of
γ ∈ R such that the following inequality holds for all radial functions in Lp,1

α1,α2
(Sn), when p = α1+n

k ?

(5.33) ∥ cosγ d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

We have also seen that due to the existence conditions of Theorem 3.5, p = 1 + α2 is an end-point for α2 > 0. Therefore,
the following question is natural.

Question 14. Given α1, α2 ∈ R with α2 > 0 and p = 1 + α2, what are the admissible values of γ1, γ2 ∈ R such that the
following inequality holds for all radial functions in Lp,1

α1,α2
(Sn)?

(5.34) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

First, we notice that Question 13 arises only when α1 ≥ k − n. Also, the case when α1 = k − n, and hence p = 1, is
already settled in Theorem 4.17. Therefore, to answer Question 13, we only consider α1 > k − n, i.e., p > 1. To answer our
question, we require an analogue of Lemma 5.4 suitable for the sphere Sn.

Lemma 5.11. Let η1, η2 > 0 and p ≥ 1. Then, for characteristic functions f of measurable sets in
(
0, π2

)
, we have

(5.35)

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt ≤ Cp,η1,η2


π
2∫

0

f (t) sinpη1−1 t cospη2−1 t dt


1
p

,

where,

(5.36)

Cp,η1,η2
= p

1
p

[
η
− 1

p′

1 max

{
2

3
2 (η1−1)

πη1−1
, 1

}
max

{
2−

η2−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
πpη1−1

2
3
2 (pη1−1)

, 1

}
max

{
2

pη2−1
2 , 1

}
+η

− 1
p′

2 max
{
2−

η1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
2

3
2 (η2−1)

πη2−1
, 1

}
max

{
2

pη1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
πpη2−1

2
3
2 (pη2−1)

, 1

}]
.
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Proof. We first observe some simple properties of sine and cosine functions. We notice that in the interval
(
0, π4

)
, we have

(5.37)
2
√
2

π
t ≤ sin t ≤ t, and

1√
2
≤ cos t ≤ 1.

On the other hand, when t ∈
(
π
4 ,

π
2

)
, we have

(5.38)
2
√
2

π

(π
2
− t
)
≤ cos t ≤ π

2
− t, and

1√
2
≤ sin t ≤ 1.

Therefore, from Equations (5.37) and (5.38), we get

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt =

π
4∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt+

π
2∫

π
4

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt

≤ max

{
2

3
2 (η1−1)

πη1−1
, 1

}
max

{
2−

η2−1
2 , 1

} π
4∫

0

f (t) tη1−1dt

+max
{
2−

η1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
2

3
2 (η2−1)

πη2−1
, 1

} π
2∫

π
4

f (t)
(π
2
− t
)η2−1

dt.

Changing the variables π
2 − t = s in the second integral, we have,

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt ≤ max

{
2

3
2 (η1−1)

πη1−1
, 1

}
max

{
2−

η2−1
2 , 1

} ∞∫
0

f (t)χ(0,π4 )
(t) tη1−1dt

+max
{
2−

η1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
2

3
2 (η2−1)

πη2−1
, 1

} ∞∫
0

f
(π
2
− s
)
χ(0,π4 )

(s) sη2−1ds.

Now, we use Inequality (5.7) on both integrals. Then, we have,

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt ≤ p
1
p

η− 1
p′

1 max

{
2

3
2 (η1−1)

πη1−1
, 1

}
max

{
2−

η2−1
2 , 1

} ∞∫
0

f (t)χ(0,π4 )
(s) tpη1−1dt

 1
p

+η
− 1

p′

2 max
{
2−

η1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
2

3
2 (η2−1)

πη2−1
, 1

} ∞∫
0

f
(π
2
− s
)
χ(0,π4 )

(s) spη2−1ds

 1
p

 .
Again changing the variables π

2 − s = t in the second integral in the right hand side of the above inequality, we get

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt ≤ p
1
p

η− 1
p′

1 max

{
2

3
2 (η1−1)

πη1−1
, 1

}
max

{
2−

η2−1
2 , 1

}
π
4∫

0

f (t) tpη1−1dt


1
p

+η
− 1

p′

2 max
{
2−

η1−1
2 , 1

}
max

{
2

3
2 (η2−1)

πη2−1
, 1

}
π
2∫

π
4

f (t)
(π
2
− t
)pη2−1

dt


1
p

 .
Using Equations (5.37) and (5.38), we get

π
2∫

0

f (t) sinη1−1 t cosη2−1 t dt ≤ Cp,η1,η2


π
2∫

0

f (t) sinpη1−1 t cospη2−1 t dt


1
p

.

Here, Cp,η1,η2
is as given in Equation (5.36). This completes the proof! □
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Remark 5.12. With a simple change of variables (replacing cos t by t) in Equation (5.35), Lemma 5.11 can be written in
the following form for characteristic functions f of measurable sets in (0, 1).

(5.39)

1∫
0

f (t)
(
1− t2

) η1
2 −1

tη2−1dt ≤ C

 1∫
0

f (t)
(
1− t2

) pη1
2 −1

tpη2−1dt


1
p

,

for η1, η2 > 0 and p ≥ 1. This form of Lemma 5.11 is of interest to us in the analysis of X-Ray transform.

We are now in a position to answer Question 13.

Theorem 5.13. Let α1, α2 ∈ R with α1 ≥ k − n, p = α1+n
k ≥ 1 + α2, with a strict inequality when α2 > 0.

(A) For k ≥ 2, the Inequality (5.33) holds for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ ≥ 1+α2

p .

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (5.33) holds for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ ≥ 1+α2

p and p ≥ 2.

Proof.

(A) We first prove the result for k ≥ 2. For characteristic functions of measurable radial sets in Sn, from Equation (2.28),
we have

|cosγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C cosγ−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sink−1 t

(
1− tanh2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

dt

≤ C cosγ−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sink−1 t dt.

Using Inequality (5.35) Lemma 5.11 with η1 = k and η2 = 1, we get

|cosγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C cosγ−1 d (0, ξ)


π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosp−1 t dt


1
p

= C cosγ−1 d (0, ξ)


π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t cosp−1−α2 t dt


1
p

.

We know from the existence conditions of Theorem 3.5, that p ≥ 1 + α2. Thus, we get

|cosγ d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C cosγ−
1+α2

p d (0, ξ) ∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn)≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn),

since γ ≥ 1+α2

p .

(B) For the case k = 1, the proof is a bit more involved since
(
1− tan2 d(0,ξ)

tan2 t

)− 1
2

is not bounded. Nonetheless, we can

use Lemma 5.11 in the form of Inequality (5.39) to obtain the end-point result. We have, for characteristic functions
f of measurable radially symmetric sets in Sn, by Equation (2.27),

R1f (ξ) = C

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

f̃ (t)
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

)− 1
2 sin t dt.

By substituting cos t = x cos d (0, ξ), we get

R1f (ξ) = C

1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− x2 cos2 d (0, ξ)

)− 1
2 cos d (0, ξ) dx = C

1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx.(5.40)

Therefore, we have, by using Inequality (5.39) with η1 = 1 = η2, and the fact that p = α1 + n,

|cosγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| = C cosγ d (0, ξ)

 1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

)α1+n
2 −1

xp−1 dx


1
p

≤ C cosγ d (0, ξ)

 1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

)α1+n
2 −1

xα2 dx


1
p

,
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since p ≥ 1 + α2 and x ≤ 1. Now, we substitute x cos d (0, ξ) = u. Then, we have,

|cosγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C cosγ d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)

(
1− u2

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)α1+n
2 −1(

u

cos d (0, ξ)

)α2 du

cos d (0, ξ)


1
p

.

From our assumptions, we have p = α1 + n ≥ 2. Hence,(
1− u2

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)α1+n
2 −1

≤
(
1− u2

)α1+n
2 −1

.

Then,

|cosγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C cosγ−
1+α2

p d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)
(
1− u2

)α1+n
2 −1

uα2du


1
p

.

Again, from the necessary conditions, we know that γ ≥ 1+α2

p . Therefore, cosγ−
1+α2

p d (0, ξ) ≤ 1. Also, by substituting
u = cos t, we get

|cosγ d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C

 1∫
0

f̃ (cos t) sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

= C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

The necessity of the condition p ≥ 2 when k = 1 is shown in Example 4.18.

The necessity of the condition γ ≥ 1+α2

p is shown in Remark 5.14. □

Remark 5.14. We now show that the condition on γ mentioned in Theorem 5.13 is necessary. To this end, we consider the
function fa,b : Sn+ → C defined as fa,b (x) = χ(a,b) (cos d (0, x)), where 0 < a < b < 1. We are interested particularly when

b = 2a, and we denote fa = fa,2a. This forces a < 1
2 . In fact, in what follows, we consider a < 1

4 for certain computational
convenience. Next, by substituting x = at in Equation (4.82), and using the fact that b = 2a, we get

∥fa∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = Ca
α2+1

p

 2∫
1

(
1− a2t2

)α1+n
2 −1

tα2dt


1
2

.

Now, we observe that since a < 1
4 and 1 ≤ t ≤ 2, we have 3

4 ≤ 1− a2t2 ≤ 1. Therefore, we have,

(5.41) ∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) ≤ Ca
1+α2

p .

On the other hand, to estimate the k-plane transform of fa, we use Equation (2.27). Particularly, by substituting cos t =
x cos d (0, ξ) in Equation (2.27) and simplifying, we get

Rkfa (ξ) = C

1∫
0

χ(a,2a) (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx

= C



0, cos d (0, ξ) < a.
1∫
a

cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx, a ≤ cos d (0, ξ) < 2a.

2a
cos d(0,ξ)∫

a
cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx, cos d (0, ξ) ≥ 2a.

By choosing ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) such that cos d (0, ξ) = 2a, it is clear at once that

(5.42) ∥ cosγ d (0, ·)Rkf∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ Caγ
1∫

1
2

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx = Caγ .

We now use Inequalities (5.41) and (5.42) in Inequality (5.33) to obtain

aγ ≤ Ca
1+α2

p .

As a→ 0, the above inequality forces γ ≥ 1+α2

p .
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Next, we move on to answer Question 14. As a first step, we get the necessary conditions for Inequality (5.34) to hold
with p = 1+α2 and α2 > 0. We do so by testing the inequality against the characteristic functions of certain “nice” radially
symmetric sets.

Theorem 5.15. Let α2 > 0, α1 ∈ R and p = 1 + α2. Then, Inequality (5.34) holds only if

(5.43) γ1 ≥ max

{
0,
α1 + n

p
− k

}
and γ2 ≥ 1.

Proof. We prove this result in two cases.
Case I: First, we consider the functions centered at the origin of the sphere. Here, we further divide our analysis in two

parts, depending on the value of α1.
Case I(A): First, let us consider α1 > −n. Then, for λ > 0, we consider fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x),

where B (0, λ) is the ball of radius λ in Sn+, centered at the origin. Then, we have,

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 λ∫
0

sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

.

By substituting sin2 t = x sin2 λ and simplifying, we get

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C sin
α1+n

p λ

 1∫
0

x
α1+n

2 −1
(
1− x sin2 λ

)α2−1
2 dx


1
p

.

Now, by using Equation (B.2), we have,

(5.44) ∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C sin
α1+n

p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

The k-plane transform of fλ is evaluated in Equation (A.5) of Theorem A.6. Therefore, we have,

sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)

= C cosγ2−k−1 d (0, ξ) sinγ1 d (0, ξ) sink λ

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; 1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .

First, we observe that if γ1 < 0, then the above quantity is unbounded as d (0, ξ) → 0. Therefore, a necessary requirement
for Inequality (5.34) is that γ1 ≥ 0. Further, by choosing ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) such that sin2 d (0, ξ) = 1

2 sin
2 λ, it is clear that

(5.45) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C
(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k−1
2 sinγ1+k λ 2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;

sin2 λ

1 + cos2 λ

)
.

Using Inequality (5.45) and Equation (5.44) in Inequality (5.34), we get(
1 + cos2 λ

) γ2−k−1
2 sinγ1+k λ 2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;

sin2 λ

1 + cos2 λ

)
≤ C sin

α1+n
p λ

[
2F1

(
1− α2

2
,
α1 + n

2
; 1 +

α1 + n

2
; sin2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ 0, the hypergeometric terms in the above inequality approach 1. Similarly, the cosine terms approach 1. Therefore,
as λ→ 0, the above inequality forces γ1 ≥ α1+n

p − k.

Case I(B): Now, let us consider α1 ≤ −n. In this case, we cannot use the characteristic function of a ball centered
at origin, since the integral that leads to Equation (5.44) is not convergent. In this case, therefore, let us consider the set
Eλ := B (0, 2λ) \ B (0, λ), which is an annulus on Sn+ of inner radius λ and outer radius 2λ. For the sake of computational
convenience, we consider λ < π

8 , and define the function fλ : Sn+ → C as fλ (x) = χEλ
(x). We begin by estimating the

Lorentz norm of fλ. We have,

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 2λ∫
λ

sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

.

By substituting sin2 t = u and simplifying, we obtain

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C

 sin2 2λ∫
sin2 λ

u
α1+n

2 −1 (1− u)
α2−1

2 du


1
p

.

Since α1 ≤ −n, we have u
α1+n

2 −1 ≤ sinα1+n−2 λ, whenever u ≥ sin2 λ. Also, since λ < π
8 , we have 1

2 ≤ 1 − u ≤ 1, for

sin2 λ ≤ u ≤ sin2 2λ. Consequently, we have,

(5.46) ∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) ≤ C sin
α1+n−2

p λ
(
sin2 2λ− sin2 λ

) 1
p = C sin

α1+n
p λ

(
4 cos2 λ− 1

) 1
p ≤ C sin

α1+n
p λ.
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Next, we estimate the k-plane transform of fλ. By substituting cos t = x cos d (0, ξ) in Equation (2.27), we get

Rkfλ (ξ) = C

1∫
0

χ(cos 2λ,cosλ) (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx = C



0, d (0, ξ) ≥ 2λ.
1∫

cos 2λ
cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx, λ < d (0, ξ) < 2λ.

cosλ
cos d(0,ξ)∫
cos 2λ

cos d(0,ξ)

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

It is again clear that for the left-hand-side of Inequality (5.34) to be finite, we must have γ1 ≥ 0. Now, for ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) such
that d (0, ξ) = λ, we have,

Rkfλ (ξ) =

1∫
cos 2λ
cosλ

(
1− x2

) k
2−1

dx ≥
1∫

cos 2λ
cosλ

(1− x)
k
2−1

dx = C

(
1− cos 2λ

cosλ

) k
2

= C

(
cosλ− cos2 λ+ sin2 λ

) k
2

cos
k
2 λ

≥ C
sink λ

cos
k
2 λ

.

That is, we have,

(5.47) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C sinγ1+k λ cosγ2− k
2 λ.

Using Inequalities (5.46) and (5.47) in Inequality (5.34), we get, for λ < π
8 ,

sinγ1+k λ cosγ2− k
2 λ ≤ C sin

α1+n
p λ.

As λ→ 0, this forces γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k.

Thus, by considering functions that are concentrated near the origin of the sphere, we get a necessary condition on γ1. To
get the necessary condition on γ2, we now consider functions concentrated near the equator of Sn.

Case II: For 0 < λ < π
2 , let us consider the set Eλ = Sn+\B (0, λ) and the function fλ : Sn+ → C defined as fλ (x) = χEλ

(x).
Here, B (0, λ) is the ball centered at origin of Sn of radius λ. Then, we have,

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C


π
2∫

λ

sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

.

By substituting cos t = cosλ
√
x and using the fact that p = 1 + α2, we get

∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C cosλ

 1∫
0

x
α2−1

2

(
1− x cos2 λ

)α1+n
2 −1

dx


1
p

.

Finally, using the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we conclude that

(5.48) ∥fλ∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) = C cosλ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + 1

2
;
α2 + 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

The k-plane transform of fλ was evaluated in Equation (A.8) of Theorem A.10. By choosing ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) such that d (0, ξ) = λ,
it is readily seen that

(5.49) ∥ sinγ1 d (0, ·) cosγ2 d (0, ·)Rkfλ∥L∞(Ξk(Sn)) ≥ C sinγ1 λ cosγ2 λ.

Further, by using Inequalities (5.48) and (5.49) in Inequality (5.34), we get

sinγ1 λ cosγ2 λ ≤ C cosλ

[
2F1

(
1− α1 + n

2
,
α2 + 1

2
;
α2 + 3

2
; cos2 λ

)] 1
p

.

As λ→ π
2 , the above inequality forces γ2 ≥ 1. □

We now prove the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Theorem 5.15. Again, we employ Lemma 5.11 in the proof.

Theorem 5.16. Let α1, α2 ∈ R with α2 > 0 and p = 1 + α2.

(A) For k ≥ 2, the Inequality (5.34) holds for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy the
conditions of Equation (5.43).

(B) For k = 1, Inequality (5.34) holds for all radial functions f ∈ Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn) if and only if γ1 and γ2 satisfy the conditions
of Equation (5.43) and p ≥ 2.

Proof.
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(A) Let us begin with k ≥ 2. As mentioned earlier, we wish to use Lemma 5.11. We have from Equation (2.28),

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ (1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

sink−1 t dt

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sink−1 t dt.

Using Inequality (5.35) of Lemma 5.11 with η1 = k and η2 = 1, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)


π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinpk−1 t cosp−1 t dt


1
p

= C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)


π
2∫

d(0,ξ)

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t sinpk−α1−n t dt


1
p

.(5.50)

We now divide our analysis in two cases.
Case I: Let us assume that p ≥ α1+n

k . Then, sinpk−α1−n t ≤ 1, for all t ∈
(
0, π2

)
. From Equation (5.50) and using

the fact that γ1 ≥ 0 and γ2 ≥ 1, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

Case II: Now, we consider p < α1+n
k , we have that sinpk−α1−n t ≤ sinpk−α1−n d (0, ξ). Keeping in mind that

γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − k and γ2 ≥ 1, we get,

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)Rkf (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1+k−α1+n
p d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)


π
2∫

0

∣∣∣f̃ (cos t)∣∣∣ sinα+n−1 t cosα2 t dt


1
p

≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

This completes the proof of (A).
(B) We now look at the case k = 1. We have, from Equation (5.40),

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| = C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)

1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

)− 1
2 dx.

Using Inequality (5.39) with η1 = 1 = η2, and the fact that p = 1 + α2, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)

 1∫
0

f̃ (x cos d (0, ξ))
(
1− x2

) p
2−1

xα2dx


1
p

.

By substituting x cos d (0, ξ) = u, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)|

≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)

(
1− u2

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) p
2−1(

u

cos d (0, ξ)

)α2 du

cos d (0, ξ)


1
p

.

Since p ≥ 2, we have (
1− u2

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) p
2−1

≤
(
1− u2

) p
2−1

.

Hence, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)
(
1− u2

) p
2−1

uα2 du


1
p
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= C sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)
(
1− u2

)α1+n
2 −1

uα2
(
1− u2

) p−α1−n
2 du


1
p

.(5.51)

As in the proof of (A), we divide our analysis in two steps.

Case I: First, let us assume p ≥ α1 + n. Then,
(
1− u2

) p−α1−n
2 ≤ 1, for all u ∈ (0, cos d (0, ξ)). Since we have

γ1 ≥ 0 and γ2 ≥ 1, from Equation (5.51),

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

Case II: Now, we move to the case when α1 + n > p. Here, we have
(
1− u2

) p−α1−n
2 ≤ sinp−α1−n d (0, ξ), for

u ∈ (0, cos d (0, ξ)). Hence, from Equation (5.51) and the fact that γ1 ≥ α1+n
p − 1 and γ2 ≥ 1, we get

|sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ)R1f (ξ)| ≤ C sinγ1+1−α1+n
p d (0, ξ) cosγ2−1 d (0, ξ)

 cos d(0,ξ)∫
0

f̃ (u)
(
1− u2

)α1+n
2 −1

uα2du


1
p

≤ C∥f∥Lp,1
α1,α2

(Sn).

The necessity of the condition p ≥ 2 when k = 1 is shown in Example 4.18.

This completes the proof! □

6. Formula for k-plane transform for general functions

In this section, we derive a formula for the totally-geodesic k-plane transform for functions defined on Rn, Hn, and Sn. To
this end, we use Kurusa’s technique from [20] and [21]. The crux of this derivation is that the totally-geodesic submanifolds
in spaces of constant curvature have rotational symmetry. Particularly, given a k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold ξ
in X (where, X = Rn,Hn, or Sn), and a geodesic γ in ξ, we can cover all of ξ by rotating the geodesic γ inside ξ. We employ
this observation to get the desired formulae.

6.1. The Euclidean Space Rn. Here we get a formula for the k-plane transform in Rn. This formula is not new; in fact,
it a restatement of Rubin’s formula in [28]. However, we derive this formula using Kurusa’s technique. This helps us to
understand the workings, and get the formulae for the k-plane transform in the hyperbolic space and the sphere.

To begin with, let us consider the X-ray transform in R2. This is the simplest case and forms the base of the general
formula for the k-plane transform. A line in R2 is parametrized by a direction, and its distance from the origin. We denote
by ξ (ω̄, h), the line perpendicular to ω̄ ∈ S1 at a distance h > 0 from the origin.

Let P be the point on the line closest to 0, and X be any point on the line. The triangle OPX is a right-angled triangle,
and the point X can be determined in two ways: one, by the signed distance from P , and another, by the directed angle
made with the vector ω̄. This situation is shown in Figure 4. The notation made in the figure is followed in the sequel.

Figure 4. Parameterizing points on a line using angles at origin.

Using elementary trigonometry, it is clear that the signed distance PX is given by h tanα, where α is the directed angle
made by X with ω̄. Suppose the angle of ω̄ with the X-axis is ᾱ. Then, the point X can be given (in the polar coordinates
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of R2) by (α+ ᾱ, h secα). On the other hand, in the polar coordinates of the line ξ (ω̄, h) with P as its center, the point X
is given by d (P,X) = h tanα, where α ∈

(
−π

2 ,
π
2

)
.

Hence, we have

Rf (ω̄, h) =

∫
ξ(ω̄,h)

f (x) dx =

π
2∫

−π
2

f (α+ ᾱ, h secα)
d

dα
d (P, x) dα =

π
2∫

−π
2

f (α+ ᾱ, h secα)h sec2 α dα.

This pretty much gives the formula for the X-ray transform in R2. However, in this form, the formula is not quite useful
since the notion of angles in higher dimensions is not easy to handle. However, we notice that the angle α + ᾱ defines a
point ω on the circle S1. Moreover, since α ∈

(
−π

2 ,
π
2

)
is the angle made by the point with ω̄, we must have that ⟨ω, ω̄⟩ > 0.

Converting the quantities involving the angles α and ᾱ into inner products, we get the following formula.

Theorem 6.1. Let f : R2 → C be a function that is integrable on almost every line in R2. When a line ξ is parametrized by
(ω̄, h) ∈ S1 × (0,∞), we have

(6.1) Rf (ω̄, h) =

∫
S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>0

f

(
ω,

h

⟨ω, ω̄⟩

)
h

⟨ω, ω̄⟩2
dω,

where, S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>0 =
{
ω ∈ S1|⟨ω, ω̄⟩ > 0

}
.

We are now ready to get the formula for the k-plane transform. The idea is to use rotational symmetry of a k-plane. That
is, if we fix a line inside a k-plane η, and perform all “k-dimensional rotations” inside η, we can cover whole of η. In this
process, we consider the point in η that is closest to the origin as our center for rotations.

A k-plane η in Rn can be parametrized by a k-dimensional subspace ξ and a point u ∈ ξ⊥, which is the “foot of the
perpendicular” from the origin on the plane η. The point u ∈ ξ⊥ is the point in η closest to 0, and in our considerations is
treated as the “center” of the plane η.

Any point on the plane η can be written as x + u, for a unique x ∈ ξ. Further, using the polar decomposition in ξ, we
have x+ u = tσ + u, for σ ∈ Sn−1 ∩ ξ and t ∈ (0,∞). Therefore, we have

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
ξ

f (x+ u) dx =

∫
Sn−1∩ξ

∞∫
0

f (tσ + u) tk−1dtdσ.

Let us fix σ0 ∈ Sn−1 ∩ ξ. Then, the set u+ {tσ0|t > 0} is a ray in the plane η starting at u and in the “positive” direction
of σ0. However, there is a rotation in SOξ (k) (the rotation group of ξ), say Rσ0

, that takes σ0 to −σ0, and as t ∈ (0,∞)
varies, we get the whole line in η through u in the direction σ0. Now, the entire plane is covered (upto a double repetition)
by k-dimensional rotations in η of the line u+ {tσ0|t ∈ R}. An illustration of this concept is shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5. A line in a plane obtained from a direction of Sn−1.
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Since integration over Sn−1 ∩ ξ can be written as an integration over SOξ (k), upto an appropriate normalization, we have

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1∩ξ

∞∫
0

f (tσ + u) tk−1 dtdσ

= |Sn−1 ∩ ξ|
∫

SOξ(k)

∞∫
0

f (tgσ0 + u) tk−1 dtdg

= |Sn−1 ∩ ξ|
∫

SOξ(k)⧸{I,Rσ0}

∞∫
−∞

fg (tσ0 + u) |t|k−1 dtdg.

Here, fg (x) = f (gx), for any g ∈ SO(n). However, the inner integral represents the X-ray transform of the function

fg (·) |d (u, ·)|k−1
in the {u, σ0}-plane along the line through u in the direction σ0. We consider u ̸= 0 so that {u, σ0} indeed

spans a plane. Let us denote by S1{u,σ0}, the unit circle in the plane spanned by {u, σ0}. Then, using Theorem 6.1, we get

Rkf (ξ, u) = |Sn−1 ∩ ξ|
∫

SOξ(k)⧸{±I}

∫
S1{u,σ0},⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩>0

fg

(
ω,

∥u∥
⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩

)∥u∥
√
1− ⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩2

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

k−1

∥u∥
⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩2
dωdg.

Now, we notice that as g varies over SOξ (k), gω varies over Sn−1 ∩ ξ. On the other hand, since u ∈ ξ⊥, ⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩ is invariant

under the action of SOξ (k), and gives the cosine of the angle between ω and u
∥u∥ . Consequently, we have using the polar

decomposition of the k-dimensional sphere,

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1∩ξ

π
2∫

0

f

(
ω,

∥u∥
cos θ

)
∥u∥k

cosk+1 θ
sink−1 θ dθdω =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>0

∩(ξ⊕u)

f

(
ω,

∥u∥
⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩

)
∥u∥k

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩k+1

dω,

where, by ξ⊕ u, we mean the direct sum of ξ and the subspace spanned by u. That is, we have the following formula for the
k-plane transform in Rn.

Theorem 6.2. Let f : Rn → C be integrable over almost every k-dimensional plane. By parametrizing a k-plane η by (ξ, u),
where ξ is a k-dimensional subspace and u ∈ ξ⊥\ {0}, we have

(6.2) Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>0

∩(ξ⊕u)

f

(
ω,

∥u∥
⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩

)
∥u∥k

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩k+1

dω.

We remark here that Equation (6.2) is a different version of Rubin’s formula in [28]. In [28], the author uses the formula
for the k-plane transform to get weighted Lp-Lp estimates, and obtain the operator norm of the operator Rk. Motivated from
this work, we derive certain weighted Lp-Lp estimates for the k-plane transform on the hyperbolic space and the sphere. For
the same, we derive the respective formulae in the next two subsections.

6.2. The Hyperbolic Space Hn. The formula for the Radon transform for the real Hyperbolic space was found by Kurusa
([20]). We use Kurusa’s techniques to get a formula for the k-plane transform on the real hyperbolic space Hn. We recall
that we have fixed the Poincaré ball model as the description of the real hyperbolic space Hn. Before we begin with the
formal calculations to obtain the formula for the k-plane transform on Hn, we state the formula for X-ray transform in H2,
obtained by Kurusa in [20].

Theorem 6.3 ([20]). Let f : H2 → C be a function that is integrable on almost every geodesic in H2, where H2 is the real
hyperbolic space of dimension 2 described by the Poincaré ball model. We parametrize a geodesic ξ by (ω̄, h) ∈ S1 × (0,∞),
where ω̄ is the direction of the foot of the perpendicular to ξ, and h is the hyperbolic distance of ξ from 0, the hyperbolic
origin. Then, the X-ray transform of f is given by

(6.3) Rf (ω̄, h) =

∫
S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>tanhh

f

(
ω,

1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, ω̄⟩

)) (
coth2 h ⟨ω, ω̄⟩2 − 1

)−1

sinhh
dω,

where µ̄ (x) = ln
(

1+x
1−x

)
= 2 tanh−1 x, for 0 < x < 1, and S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>tanhh =

{
ω ∈ S1|⟨ω, ω̄⟩ > tanhh

}
.
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It is to be noticed that Equation (6.3) is much different from the Euclidean case. Particularly, depending on the distance
h of the geodesic (ω̄, h) from the origin, we have a restricted spherical cap on which we integrate. In contrast, for a Euclidean
geodesic (line), we get the domain of integration as a semicircle, irrespective of the distance of the line from the origin. Figure
6 illustrates that the restriction is natural due to the geometry of the space and its geodesics.

Figure 6. For a given geodesic at a distance h, the angles made at the origin cannot exceed α =
cos−1 (tanhh).

We quickly see that for a given geodesic at a hyperbolic distance h > 0, the angle α mentioned in Figure 6 is cos−1 (tanhh).
To do so, we first observe that Oω is perpendicular to O′ω. Also, the Euclidean length of OP is tanh

(
h
2

)
. Therefore,

if the length of the segment joining O′ and ω is r, then by the Pythagoras’ theorem for the Euclidean space, we have(
r + tanh

(
h
2

))2
= 1 + r2. Upon simplifying, we get r = cosech h. Therefore, the Euclidean length of OO′ is tanh

(
h
2

)
+

cosech h = cothh. It is now easy to see that cosα = tanhh.
We use Theorem 6.3 and the parametriation described in Theorem 2.8 to get the formula for the k-plane transform.
We use the strategy as in the Euclidean case, to decompose the integrals into polar form, and realise the inner integral

as the X-ray transform in two dimensions. By using polar decomposition on the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold
(ξ, u) in Hn, we have

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1∩ξ

∞∫
0

f (expu (tσ)) sinh
k−1 t dtdσ

=
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)

∞∫
0

f (expu (gtσ0)) sinh
k−1 t dtdg

=
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)⧸{I,Rσ0}

∞∫
−∞

fg (expu (tσ0)) sinh
k−1 |t| dtdg,

where, Rσ0
∈ SO(n) is a rotation that takes σ0 to −σ0. Now, the inner integral can be realised as the X-ray transform of

the function fg (·) sinhk−1 d (0, ·) along the geodesic through u in the direction of σ0. Hence, by using Equation (6.3), we get

Rkf (ξ, u) =
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)⧸{I,Rσ0}

∫
S1
{u,σ0}∩⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩>tanhh

fg

(
ω,

1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, ω̄⟩

)) (coth2 h⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

2 − 1
)−1

sinhh
×

sinhk−1

(
1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

))
dωdg
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We observe that as g varies over SOξ (k), the inner integral varies over a spherical cap centered at u
∥u∥ and of spherical radius

tanhh, in the subspace containing both ξ and u. That is, we have,

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>tanhh

∩(ξ⊕ u
∥u∥ )

f

(
ω,

1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

)) (
coth2 h⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩ − 1
)− (k+1)

2

sinhh
dω.

Thus, we have the formula for the k-plane transform on Hn.

Theorem 6.4. Let f : Hn → C be integrable on every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold. Let us parametrize a
k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold η by (ξ, u), where ξ ∈ Gn,k and u ∈ ξ⊥\ {0}, as given in Theorem 2.8. Then,

(6.4) Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>tanhh

∩(ξ⊕ u
∥u∥ )

f

(
ω,

1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

)) (
coth2 h⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩
2 − 1

)− (k+1)
2

sinhh
dω.

We also have

(6.5) Rkf
(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
=

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>tanhh

fg

(
ω,

1

2
µ̄

(
tanhh

⟨ω, ek+1⟩

)) (
coth2 h⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 − 1

)− (k+1)
2

sinhh
dω,

where g ∈ SO (n) is such that g ·Rk = ξ and g ·ek+1 = u
∥u∥ , in Equation (6.4), and h > 0 is the distance of the totally-geodesic

submanifold (ξ, u) from 0 ∈ Hn.

6.3. The Sphere Sn. Similar to the case of the hyperbolic space, Hn, Kurusa derived the formula for the Radon transform
on the sphere, Sn, in [21]. An important observation in the case of the sphere is that the study of Radon (and k-plane)
transforms is sufficient for even functions, since odd functions are in their null space. In what follows, we consider only
even functions on Sn. Kurusa’s idea to get the formula for the Radon transform came from the fact that the codimension-1
totally-geodesic submanifolds of Sn are precisely lower dimensional spheres. Therefore, it was sufficient to get a formula for
the X-ray transform on S2, and then by rotation symmetry, we get the formula for the Radon transform. We use this idea
to get the formula for the k-plane transform. We observe that since we only consider even functions, to study the X-Ray
transform along a geodesic, we only need to consider half of the given geodesic. As seen in Figure 7, it is evident that as a
point moves along half of a geodesic, its pre-image under the exponential map covers a semicircle on the tangent space of
en+1, the origin of Sn.

(a) Half of geodesic (red) on Sn. (b) A semi-circle in the tangent space of Sn at en+1.

Figure 7. As a point moves along half of a geodesic on the sphere, shown in 7a, we get a semicircle in the
tangent space of Sn at en+1, shown in 7b.

We now state Kurusa’s formula for the X-Ray transform in S2, given in [21].
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Theorem 6.5 ([21]). Let f : S2 → C be a function integrable on almost every geodesic in S2. Upon parametrizing the
geodesics in S2 by (ω̄, h), where ω̄ ∈ S1 is the direction from en+1 to the point on (ω̄, h) closest to en+1, and h > 0 is the
spherical distance of the geodesic from en+1, the X-ray transform of f is given by

(6.6) Rf (ω̄, h) =

∫
S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>0

f

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, ω̄⟩

)) (
cot2 h ⟨ω, ω̄⟩2 + 1

)−1

sinh
dω,

where S1⟨ω,ω̄⟩>0 =
{
ω ∈ S1|⟨ω, ω̄⟩ > 0

}
.

With the parametrization of k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of Sn given in Theorem 2.8, we now get the
formula for the k-plane transform on Sn. Analogous to the Euclidean and Hyperbolic spaces, using the polar decomposition
on the totally-geodesic submanifold (ξ, u) in Sn, we get

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1∩ξ

π
2∫

0

f (expu (tσ)) sinh
k−1 t dtdσ

=
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)

π
2∫

0

f (expu (gtσ0)) sin
k−1 t dtdg

=
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)⧸{I,Rσ0}

π
2∫

−π
2

fg (expu (tσ0)) sin
k−1 |t| dtdg,

where, Rσ0
∈ SOξ(k) is such that Rσ0

(σ0) = −σ0. We now notice that the inner integral is the X-ray transform of the

function fg (·) sink−1 d (0, ·) along the geodesic through u in the direction of σ0. Therefore, by using Equation (6.6), we get

Rkf (ξ, u) =
∣∣Sn−1 ∩ ξ

∣∣ ∫
SOξ(k)⧸{I,Rσ0}

∫
S1{u,σ0}∩⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩>0

fg

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, ω̄⟩

)) (cot2 h⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

2 + 1
)−1

sinh
×

sink−1

(
tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

))
dωdg.

It is now to be noticed that as g varies over all of SOξ (k), the inner integral gives a spherical cap of the sphere of the subspace
containing ξ and u, with the center u

∥u∥ . That is, we have,

Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>0

∩(ξ⊕ u
∥u∥ )

f

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

)) (
cot2 h ⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩+1
)− (k+1)

2

sinh
dω.

Thus, we have the following formula for the k-plane transform on Sn.

Theorem 6.6. Let f : Sn → C be integrable on every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold of Sn. Upon parametrizing
the set Ξk of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of Sn by (ξ, u), where ξ ∈ Gn,k and u ∈

(
ξ⊥ ∩B

(
0, π2

))
\ {0},

as given in Theorem 2.8, we have

(6.7) Rkf (ξ, u) =

∫
Sn−1

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩>0

∩(ξ⊕ u
∥u∥ )

f

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, u
∥u∥ ⟩

)) (
cot2 h ⟨ω, u

∥u∥ ⟩+1
)− (k+1)

2

sinh
dω.

We also have

(6.8) Rkf
(
g · Rk, hg · ek+1

)
=

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

fg

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, en⟩

)) (
cot2 h ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2+1

)− (k+1)
2

sinh
dω,

where, g ∈ SO (n) is such that g · Rk = ξ and g · ek+1 = u
∥u∥ , in Equation (6.7), and 0 < h < π

2 is the distance of the

totally-geodesic submanifold (ξ, u) from en+1 ∈ Sn.
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7. Lp-Lp estimates for general functions

In this section, we get weighted Lp-Lp estimates for the k-plane transform in Hn and Sn. Similar questions have been
answered by Rubin in [28] for the Euclidean case. Particularly, in the Euclidean case, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.1 ([28]). For α > k − n, 1 ≤ p < α+n
k , and β > k − n, the k-plane transform Rk : Lp

α (Rn) → Lp
β (G (n, k)) is a

bounded operator if and only if β = α− k (p− 1).

We proceed to get analogous results in the hyperbolic space and the sphere with radial power weights. We start with the
hyperbolic space Hn.

7.1. The Hyperbolic Space Hn. In this section, we look at the boundedness of k-plane transform from the weighted
Lebesgue space Lp

α1,α2
(Hn) to Lp

β1,β2
(Ξk (Hn)). The necessary conditions given in Equation (4.10) of Theorem 4.5 for p = r

become

(7.1) β1 > k − n and β2 − α2 ≤ α1 − β1 ≤ k (p− 1) .

Thus, we ask the following question.

Question 15. Is the k-plane transform Rk : Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) → Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (Hn)) a bounded operator, when p,α1, α2, β1, β2∈ R
are such that α1 + α2 > k − n, 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1

k−1 and β1 and β2 satisfy the conditions mentioned in Equation (7.1)?

In answering Question 15, we obtain the boundedness for all functions (not just radial, which have been dealt with in
Section 4) for a restricted range of p. Particularly, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let α1, α2 ∈ R be such that α1+α2 > k−n. Let β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.1). Then, for
any 1 ≤ p ≤ α1+α2+n+1

k+1 , the k-plane transform is bounded from Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) to Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (Hn)) if β1+β2 < p (k + 1)−(n+ 1).

Proof. To obtain an estimate on the Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (Hn))-norm of Rkf , we employ Equation (6.5). We have,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

=

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>tanhh

fg

(
ω, tanh−1

(
tanhh

⟨ω, ek+1⟩

)) (
coth2 h ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 − 1

)−( k+1
2 )

sinhh

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

×

sinhβ1+n−k−1 h coshβ2+k h dhdg
] 1

p

.

By using the Minkowski integral inequality, we get

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

≤
∫

Sk
λω,ek+1⟩>0

 ∫
SO(n)

tanh−1⟨ω,ek+1⟩∫
0

∣∣∣∣fg (ω, tanh−1

(
tanhh

⟨ω, ek+1⟩

))∣∣∣∣p (coth2 h ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 − 1
)−p( k+1

2 )×

sinhβ1+n−k−1−p h coshβ2+k h dhdg
] 1

p

dω.

Now, we substitute tanhh = ⟨ω, ek+1⟩ tanh t. After a simplification, we obtain,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

≤
∫

Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1×

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinhβ1+k(p−1)+n−1 t coshp+k−β1−n−1 t
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tanh2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg


1
p

dω

=

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1×

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t tanhβ1−α1+k(p−1) t coshp(k+1)−(α1+α2+n+1) t×
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(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tanh2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg

] 1
p

dω.

From Equation (7.1), we see that β1 − α1 + k (p− 1) ≥ 0. Also, from the hypothesis of this theorem, we have p (k + 1) −
(α1 + α2 + n+ 1) ≤ 0. Hence, we get,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1×

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tanh2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg


1
p

dω.

We now have two cases.
Case I: Let us assume that β1 + β2 > p − n − 1. That is, p − β1 − β2 − n − 1 < 0. Since tanh2 t ≤ 1, we have(

1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tanh2 t
) p−β1−β2−n−1

2 ≤
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 . Hence, we get,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2

) 1
2−

β1+β2+n+1
2p ×

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dtdg


1
p

dω

= C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn)

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2

) 1
2−

β1+β2+n+1
2p dω.

Using the polar decomposition on Sk, we have that,∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1
(
1− ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2

) 1
2−

β1+β2+n+1
2p dω = C

π
2∫

0

cos
β1+n−k

p −1 θ sink+1− β1+β2+n+1
p −1 θ dθ < +∞,

since β1 > k − n and β1 + β2 < p (k + 1)− (n+ 1). This proves the boundedness of the k-plane transform in this case.
Case II: We now consider β1 + β2 ≤ p− n− 1. That is, p− β1 − β2 − n− 1 ≥ 0. Here, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1

 ∫
SO(n)

∞∫
0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinhα1+n−1 t coshα2 t dtdg


1
p

dω

= C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn)

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1dω ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn),

since β1 > k − n. This completes the proof! □

7.2. The Sphere Sn. In this section, we see the continuity of the k-plane transform Rk from the weighted Lebesgue space
Lp
α1,α2

(Sn) to Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk (Sn)). The necessary conditions given in Equation (4.44) of Theorem 4.13 for p = r become,

(7.2) β1 > k − n, β1 ≥ α1 − k (p− 1) and β2 ≥ α2 − k with strict inequality if p = 1 + α2.

Now, we ask the following question.

Question 16. Let α1, α2 ∈ R and p ≥ max {1, 1 + α2} with p > 1 + α2 when α2 > 0. Is the k-plane transform a bounded
operator from Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) to Lp

β1,β2
(Ξk (Sn)), whenever β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.2)?

We have the following boundedness result for the k-plane transform that completely answers Question 16.

Theorem 7.3. Let α1, α2 ∈ R.
(A) For p > 1 + α2, the k-plane transform Rk is a bounded linear operator from Lp

α1,α2
(Sn) to Lp

β1,β2
(Ξk (Sn)) if and

only if β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.2)..
(B) For α2 = 0 and p = 1, the k-plane transform Rk is a bounded linear operator from L1

α1,0 (S
n) to L1

β1,β2
(Ξk (Sn)) if

and only if β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.2)..
Proof.
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(A) First, we look at the case when p > 1 + α2. From Equations (6.8) and (2.6), we get

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) = C

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

fg

(
ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, ek+1⟩

)) (
cot2 h⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 + 1

)− k+1
2

sinh
dω

∣∣∣∣∣
p

×

sinβ1+n−k−1 h cosβ2+k h dhdg

] 1
p

.

By using Minkowski inequality, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

∣∣∣∣f (ω, tan−1

(
tanh

⟨ω, ek+1⟩

))∣∣∣∣p (cot2 h⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 + 1
)−p( k+1

2 )×

sinβ1+n−k−1−p h cosβ2+k h dhdg

] 1
p

dω.

We now substitute tanh = ⟨ω, ek+1⟩ tan t to obtain,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

|fg (ω, t)|p
(
cot2 t+ 1

)−p( k+1
2 )×

(
⟨ω, ek+1⟩ tan t√

1 + ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tan2 t

)β1+n−k−1−p(
1√

1 + ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tan2 t

)β2+k

×

⟨ω, ek+1⟩ sec2 t
1 + ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tan2 t

dtdg

] 1
p

dω.

= C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinβ1+k(p−1)+n−1 t cosp−β1−n+k−1 t×

(
1 + ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 tan2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg

] 1
p

dω

= C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t sinβ+k(p−1)−α1 t×

cosβ2+k−α2 t
(
cos2 t+ ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 sin2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg

] 1
p

dω

By the necessary conditions, we know that β1 + k (p− 1)− α1 ≥ 0, and β2 + k − α2 ≥ 0. Hence, we have,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1

[ ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinα1+n−1 t cosα2 t×(7.3)

(
cos2 t+ ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 sin2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 dtdg

] 1
p

dω.

We notice that it is enough to show the boundedness for β1+β2 ≤ p−n−1. This is because for any β′
2 > p−n−1−β1

(where, β1 is fixed), we have

∥Rkf∥Lp

β1,β′
2
(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ ∥Rkf∥Lp

β1,p−n−1−β1
(Ξk(Sn)).
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Under the above assumption on β2, we have p − β1 − β2 − n − 1 ≥ 0. Since sin t, cos t, and ⟨ω, ek+1⟩ ≤ 1, we have(
cos2 t+ ⟨ω, ek+1⟩2 sin2 t

) p−β1−β2−n−1
2 ≤ C. Hence, from Equation (7.3), we get,

∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) ≤ C

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1

 ∫
SO(n)

π
2∫

0

|fg (ω, t)|p sinα+n−1 t cosα2 t dtdg


1
p

dω

= C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Sn)

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1dω.

We notice that by using polar decomposition on Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0 with center ek+1, we get

∫
Sk⟨ω,ek+1⟩>0

⟨ω, ek+1⟩
β1+n−k

p −1dω = C

π
2∫

0

cos
β1+n−k

p θ sink−1 θ dθ < +∞,

since β1 > k − n. This completes the proof of (A).
(B) When α2 = 0 and p = 1, we use a duality argument. First, we notice that for any f ∈ L1

α1,0 (S
n), we have

|Rkf (ξ)| ≤ Rk |f | (ξ), for any ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn). Now, using the duality of the k-plane transform given in Equation (2.21)
and Equation (A.12), we have,∫

Ξk(Sn)

|Rkf (ξ)| sinβ1 d (0, ξ) cosβ2 d (0, ξ) dξ ≤
∫

Ξk(Sn)

Rk |f | (ξ) sinβ1 d (0, ξ) cosβ2 d (0, ξ) dξ

= C

∫
Sn+

|f (x)| sinβ1 d (0, x) cosβ2 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−β2

2
,
k

2
;
β1 + n

2
;− tan2 d (0, x)

)
dx.

Using Equation (B.6), we get∫
Ξk(Sn)

|Rkf (ξ)| sinβ1 d (0, ξ) cosβ2 d (0, ξ) dξ

≤ C

∫
Sn+

|f (x)| sinα1 d (0, x) sinβ1−α1 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−β2

2
,
β1 + n− k

2
;
β1 + n

2
; sin2 d (0, x)

)
dx.

From Equation (7.2), we have β1 ≥ α1, since p = 1, and β2 > −k. Consequently, sinβ1−α2 d (0, x) ≤ 1 and from
Equation (B.3) of Theorem B.3, we conclude that the hypergeometric function is bounded. Hence,

∥Rkf∥L1
β1,β2

(Ξk(Sn)) =

∫
Ξk(Sn)

|Rkf (ξ)| sinβ1 d (0, ξ) cosβ2 d (0, ξ) dξ ≤ C

∫
Sn

|f (x)| sinα1 d (0, x) dx = ∥f∥L1
α1,0(Sn).

□

Remark 7.4. It is clear from Theorem 7.3, by using α1 = α2 = 0, that the k-plane transform is a bounded operator from
Lp (Sn) to Lp (Ξk (Sn)). This (unweighted) result is well-known (see for instance, [27]).

8. Conclusion

In this article, we have seen weighted Lp-improving mapping properties of the k-plane transform on constant curvature
spaces. The technique used extensively throughout this article is the geodesic correspondence between Rn and the three
spaces of constant curvature. A few questions remain open, and the techniques to answer them elude us. We present these
questions here.

Open Question 1. Do we have weighted Lp-Lr boundedness of the k-plane transform on spaces of constant curvature, when
r < p?

In the Euclidean case, the weighted norm of the k-plane transform can be expressed as a norm of certain convolution
operator (see [18]). Since convolutions are translation-invariant, we have that the k-plane transform is Lp-improving (see for
instance, [17]). However, we observe that in our work we dominated the weighted norm of the k-plane transform by certain
convolution operator. Therefore, the necessity of the k-plane transform being Lp-improving is not immediate. We now try
to partially answer the above question.
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First, let us observe that for s > r and β′
2 >

s
rβ2 + (β1 + n− 1)

(
1− r

s

)
, we have Ls

β1,β′
2
(Ξk (Hn)) ⊆ Lr

β1,β2
(Ξk (Hn)). In

fact, we have,

(8.1) ∥φ∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥φ∥Ls
β1,β′

2
(Ξk(Hn)).

Such a containment can be easily seen by an application of Hölder’s inequality with exponents s
r and s

s−r . Let us now recall

from Theorem 4.7 that we have the following inequality for all radial functions in Lp
α1,α2

(Hn).

(8.2) ∥Rkf∥Lp
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp
α1,α2

(Hn),

where, β1, β2 satisfy the conditions of Equation (4.10) with r = p. Now, it is easily seen that for r < p and β′
2 <

r
pβ2 −

(β1 + n− 1)
(
1− r

p

)
, the triple (β1, β

′
2, r) satisfies Equation (4.10). Also, from Inequalities (8.1) and (8.2), we get

(8.3) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β′

2
(Ξk(Hn)) ≤ C∥f∥Lp

α1,α2
(Hn),

for all radial functions f ∈ Lp
α1,α2

(Hn). That is, under certain assumptions on the weight β2, we can have Lp-decreasing
estimates for the k-plane transform on Hn.

Naturally, we ask if for all admissible values of β1 and β2 we have Lp-decreasing estimates. However, this is answered
negatively in the following series of results that are motivated from Hörmander’s work (see [17]). In what follows, we consider
a measure space (X,µ), where X is a topological space and µ is a Radon measure on X. Let T : Lp (X) → Lq (X) is a
bounded linear operator such that for every f ∈ Lp (X), we have |Tf (x)| ≤ T |f | (x), for almost every x ∈ X. Then, it is

easy to see that the operator norm ∥T∥ is given by sup

{
∥Tf∥Lq(X)

∥f∥Lp(X)

∣∣∣∣∣f ∈ Lp (X) with f ≥ 0

}
. We now prove the following

lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let γ < 0 and Lp
γ (R) := Lp (R, (1 + ex)

γ
dx). Then, for any f ∈ Lp

γ (R) with f ≥ 0, we have

(8.4) lim inf
h→−∞

∥f + τhf∥Lp
γ(R) ≥ 2

1
p ∥f∥Lp

γ(R).

Here, τhf (x) = f (x− h).

Proof. Let us start with a compactly supported g ∈ Lp
γ (R). Then, there is some h0 < 0 such that for all h ≤ h0, we have

supp g ∩ supp τhg = ∅. Now, for any h ≤ h0, we have,

∥g + τhg∥Lp
γ(R) =

∫
R

|g (x) + τhg (x)|p (1 + ex)
γ
dx

 1
p

=

∫
R

|g (x)|p (1 + ex)
γ
dx+

∫
R

|g (x)|p
(
1 + ex+h

)γ
dx

 1
p

≥ 2
1
p ∥g∥Lp

γ(R),

since h < 0 and γ < 0. Therefore, for any compactly supported function g ∈ Lp
γ (R), we have,

lim inf
h→−∞

∥g + τhg∥Lp
γ(R) ≥ 2

1
p ∥g∥Lp

γ(R).

Now, let f ∈ Lp
γ (R) be a non-negative function. By the density of Cc (R) in Lp

γ (R), we get a sequence (gn)n∈N of compactly
supported functions in Lp

γ (R) such that ∥gn − f∥Lp
γ(R) → 0 as n→ ∞. In fact, we may choose 0 ≤ gn ≤ f , for every n ∈ N.

Therefore, it is readily seen that for every n ∈ N, we have,

lim inf
h→−∞

∥f + τhf∥Lp
γ(R) ≥ lim inf

h→−∞
∥gn + τhgn∥Lp

γ(R) ≥ 2
1
p ∥gn∥Lp

γ(R).

Since gn → f in Lp
γ-norm, the result is proved! □

We now prove a result about translation-invariant operators when the codomain is equipped with a certain weight.

Theorem 8.2. Let T : Lp (R) → Lp
γ (R) be a translation-invariant bounded linear operator, where Lp

γ (R) is as defined in
Lemma 8.1. Assume that for any f ∈ Lp (R) and almost every x ∈ R, we have |Tf (x)| ≤ T |f | (x). Also, assume that
whenever f ≥ 0, we have Tf ≥ 0. Then, q ≥ p.

Proof. Let f ≥ 0 and f ∈ Lp (R). Then, by our assumption, we have Tf ≥ 0. Since T is translation-invariant, we get for any
h ∈ R, T (f + τhf) = Tf + τhTf ≥ 0. Therefore, from Lemma 8.1, we get

2
1
p ∥Tf∥Lq

γ(R) ≤ lim inf
h→−∞

∥T (f + τhf) ∥Lq
γ(R) ≤ ∥T∥ lim inf

h→−∞
∥f + τhf∥Lp(R) = 2

1
p ∥T∥∥f∥Lp(R),

where, the last equality follows from Hörmander’s result in [17]. It is now readily seen that 1
q ≤ 1

p , i.e., q ≥ p. □

We now show that under certain conditions, the k-plane transform is an Lp-improving operator.
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Corollary 8.3. Let α1 + α2 > k − n and 1 ≤ p < α1+α2+n−1
k−1 . Let r ≥ 1, and β1, β2 ∈ R be such that β2+k−1

r − α2−1
p ≤

α1+n
p − β1+n−k

r = k. If Rk : Lp
α1,α2

(Hn) → Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk (Hn)) is bounded, then r ≥ p.

Proof. First, we observe that
(8.5)

∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn))

=

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
u

f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (1 + v)

α2−1
2p

(u
v

) β1+n−k
2r

(
1− u

v

) k
2−1

(
1 + u

1 + v

) 1
2+

α2−1
2p dv

v

∣∣∣∣∣∣
r

(1 + u)
r( β2+k−1

2r −α2−1
2p − k

2 ) du

u


1
r

.

We observe that (
1 + u

1 + v

) 1
2+

α2−1
2p

≥

{
1, when 1 + α2−1

p < 0.(
u
v

) 1
2+

α2−1
2p , when 1 + α2−1

p ≥ 0.

Therefore, we have,

(8.6) ∥Rkf∥Lr
β1,β2

(Ξk(Hn)) ≥

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣F (v)Gp,α2

(u
v

)∣∣∣r (1 + u)
r( β2+k−1

2r −α2−1
2p − k

2 ) du

u

 1
r

,

where,

(8.7) F (v) = f̃
(√
v + 1

)
v

α1+n
2p (1 + v)

α2−1
2p ,

and,

(8.8) G (t) =

{
t
β1+n−k

2r (1− t)
k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) , when 1 + α2−1
p < 0.

t
β1+n−k

2r + 1
2+

α2−1
2p (1− t)

k
2−1

χ(0,1) (t) , when 1 + α2−1
p ≥ 0.

Consider the operator T given by T F̃ (x) =
(
F̃ ∗ G̃

)
(x), for F̃ (x) = F (ex) and G̃ (x) = G (ex), for x ∈ R. From Equation

(8.6), it is clear that the boundedness of the k-plane transform implies the boundedness of the operator T : Lp (R) → Lr
γ (R),

where γ = r
(

β2+k−1
2r − α2−1

2p − k
2

)
≤ 0. From Theorem 8.2, we must have r ≥ p. □

Thus, we have proved, under certain special cases, that the k-plane transform is necessarily an Lp-improving operator.
However, in some other cases, we have also obtained the Lp-decreasing nature of the k-plane transform on Hn. We remark
here that the complete understanding of Open Question 1 needs to be explored.

We now end the article with some questions that arise naturally from our study.

Open Question 2. Can Theorem 7.2 be improved to include the full range of p? That is, does the weighted Lp-Lp

boundedness hold for the case α+n+1
k+1 < p < α+n−1

k−1 , whenever β1, β2 ∈ R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.1)?

The problem with the current technique is that there are extra factors (particularly k-many) of hyperbolic cosine that
appear in the weighted Lp-norm of Rkf . These factors cannot be eliminated easily.

Open Question 3. What are the admissible (necessary and sufficient) values of α1, α2, β1, β2 ∈ R such that, we have for
every f : Sn → C with ∥ sinα1 d (0, ·) cosα2 d (0, ·) f∥∞ < +∞,

∥ sinβ1 d (0, ·) cosβ2 d (0, ·)Rkf∥∞ ≤ C∥ sinα1 d (0, ·) cosα2 d (0, ·) f∥∞?

To even get the necessary conditions, it would appear that the natural choice of the function f : Sn → C would be
f (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) sin

−α1 d (0, x) cos−α2 d (0, x). However, with this, the k-plane transform is evaluated in terms of Appell’s
function F1 (see [24]), whose behaviour at (1, 1) is not well studied. This question, therefore, also warrants a study of the
asymptotic behaviour of the Appell’s functions near (1, 1) and (−∞,−∞), which are the two “end-points” for the variables
of Appell’s functions.

Open Question 4. What are the necessary and sufficient conditions for the k-plane transform to be a bounded operator
from Lp

α1,α2
(X) to Lq

β1,β2
(Ξk (X)), for a space of constant curvature X?

In this article, we have addressed Open Question 4 for radial functions. However, currently, we are not in a position to
give an (affirmative) answer to Open Question 4. Such conditions are well-studied in the Euclidean case, some of which we
have mentioned in Section 1. However, obtaining the necessary conditions in the Euclidean case often involves a “stretching”
of a cuboid (or a cylinder), which seems difficult to mimic in non-Euclidean spaces. Therefore, it would be interesting to
study various shapes in the hyperbolic space and the sphere, from where one can try and obtain the necessary conditions
in solving Open Question 4. Also, the techniques of Fourier transform that are used in the Euclidean case to obtain Lp-Lq

estimates do not work well in the non-Euclidean spaces, especially due to the lack of a “slice theorem”.
Apart from this, one may also try to consider the Sobolev boosting estimates for the k-plane transform. We could not

find much work done in this direction. Particularly, the following question can be asked.
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Open Question 5. For p ≥ 1, what is the best possible regularity s > 0 of the Sobolev space W s,p (Ξk (X)) such that the
k-plane transform takes Lp (X) to W s,p (Ξk (X)) continuously? This question can also be asked by putting various weights
on the measure of X and Ξk (X). Here, the Sobolev spaces are considered over the fibres of Ξk (X).

We end this article with the following question. The motivation to ask this question comes from our study of end-point
estimates on Lorentz spaces.

Open Question 6. What are the best possible values of p1, p2, q1, q2 ≥ 1 such that the k-plane transform is a bounded
operator between the Lorentz spaces Lp1,q1 (X) and Lp2,q2 (Ξk (X))? Again, this question can also be asked by adding weights
to the measures of X and Ξk (X).

The authors of this article could not find literature related to Open Question 6. This seems to be a new direction of
research in the study of k-plane transform on Euclidean and non-Euclidean spaces.

Appendix A. The k-plane transform and its dual of certain functions

We now give some explicit computations for evaluating the k-plane transform and its dual of certain functions. These
computations were used at various places in our work.

Proposition A.1. Let λ > 0 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at 0 in Rn. Then,

(A.1) RkχB(0,λ) = C
(
λ2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
) k

2

χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) ,

where, the constant C > 0 depends only on n and k.

Proof. We have using Equation (2.22),

Rkf (ξ) = C

∞∫
d(0,ξ)

χ(0,λ) (t)
(
t2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
) k

2−1

t dt = C
(
λ2 − (d (0, ξ))

2
) k

2

χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .

□

We now move to calculate the k-plane transform of certain “nice” functions on Hn.

Proposition A.2. Let λ > 0 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at 0 in Hn. Then,

(A.2)

RkχB(0,λ) (ξ)

= C tanhk λ

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
k + 1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
;

tanh2 d (0, ξ)
(
sinh2 λ− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

)
tanh2 d (0, ξ)

(
sinh2 λ− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

)
+ sinh2 d (0, ξ)

)
,

for d (0, ξ) ≤ λ. For d (0, ξ) > λ, we have RkχB(0,λ) (ξ) = 0.

Proof. We have from Equation (2.25),

RkχB(0,λ) (ξ) =
C

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

[
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 t

] k
2−1

sinhk−1 t dt.

It is clear that for d (0, ξ) ≥ λ, we have RkχB(0,λ) (ξ) = 0.

For d (0, ξ) < λ, let us substitute sinh2 t =
(
1 + y

(
sinh2 λ

sinh2 d(0,ξ)
− 1
))

sinh2 d (0, ξ). After simplification, we get

Rkf (ξ) = C tanhk d (0, ξ)

(
sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)
− 1

) k
2

1∫
0

y
k
2−1

(
1 + tanh2 d (0, ξ)

(
sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)
−1

)
y

)− 1
2

dy

= C tanhk d (0, ξ)

(
sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)
− 1

) k
2

2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; tanh2 d (0, ξ)

(
1− sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)

))
.

In the last equality, we have used the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2). The result now
follows by using Equation (B.6) (b). □

Proposition A.3. Let λ > 0 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at 0 in Hn. Consider the function fλ : Hn → C,
defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cosh d (0, x). Then,

(A.3) Rkfλ(ξ) = C
sinhk λ

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .
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Proof. Using Equation (2.24), we have, for d (0, ξ) < λ,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

cosh t
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

sinh t dt.

By substituting cosh2 t = u, we get

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

cosh2 λ∫
cosh2 d(0,ξ)

(
u− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

du =
C

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
cosh2 λ− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2 ,

which is the same as Equation (A.3). □

Proposition A.4. Let λ > 0 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at 0 in Hn. For α ∈ R and p ≥ 1, consider the

function fλ : Hn → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) sinh
−α

p d (0, x) cosh d (0, x). Then, for ξ ∈ Ξk (Hn) with 0 /∈ ξ, we have,

(A.4) Rkfλ (ξ) = C
sinhk−

α
p λ

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
α

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
; 1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

)
χ(0,λ)d (0, ξ) .

Proof. Using Equation (2.24), we get for d (0, ξ) < λ,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

cosh t sinh−
α
p t
(
cosh2 t− cosh2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

sinh t dt.

By substituting cosh2 t = 1 + sinh2 d (0, ξ)
(
1− z

(
1− sinh2 λ

sinh2 d(0,ξ)

))
, and simplifying, we get

Rkfλ (ξ) = C
sinhk−

α
p d (0, ξ)

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)
− 1

) k
2

1∫
0

(
1− z

(
1− sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)

))− α
2p

z
k
2−1 dz.

Now, using the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we get

Rkfλ (ξ) = C
sinh−

α
p d (0, ξ)

coshk−1 d (0, ξ)
sinhk λ

(
1− sinh2 d (0, ξ)

sinh2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
α

2p
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; 1− sinh2 λ

sinh2 d (0, ξ)

)
.

The result now follows by using Equation (B.6)(a). □

Remark A.5. We notice that in Theorem A.4 we exclude all those totally-geodesic submanifolds of Hn that pass through
the origin. However, the collection of all such submanifolds is a measure zero set in Ξk (Hn), and hence, Equation (A.4)
makes sense almost everywhere. This is sufficient for us, since we deal with norm estimates, where a set of measure zero
causes no change, whatsoever.

Moving forward, we now consider certain “nice” functions on Sn, and evaluate their k-plane transform. As mentioned
earlier, odd functions are in the kernel of the k-plane transform. Therefore, in what follows, we consider functions defined
on the half sphere Sn+ := {x ∈ Sn|⟨x, en+1⟩ > 0}. These functions can be thought to be extended evenly on Sn.

Proposition A.6. Let 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at origin in Sn. Consider the function

fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x). Then, we have,

(A.5) Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cosk+1 d (0, ξ)
sink λ

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; 1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .

Proof. Using Equation (2.27), we have for d (0, ξ) < λ,

Rkfλ =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

sin t dt.

Next, we substitute cos t = cos d (0, ξ)

√
1−

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d(0,ξ)

)
v and simply to obtain,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

1∫
0

v
k
2−1

(
1− v

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

))− 1
2

dv.
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Now, by using the Integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we have,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; 1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)

=
C

cosk+1 d (0, ξ)
sink λ

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
1

2
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; 1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
.

This completes the proof! □

We now move a step forward and get expressions for the k-plane transform of the characteristic functions of balls centered
at the origin of Sn with certain non-constant densities.

Proposition A.7. Let 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at the origin in Sn. Consider the function

fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x). Then, we have,

(A.6) Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
sin2 λ− sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2 χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) ,

where, the constant C depends only on n and k.

Proof. We have using Equation (2.28),

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

cos t

[
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

] k
2−1

sink−1 t dt,

provided d (0, ξ) < λ. When d (0, ξ) ≥ λ, the Rkfλ (ξ) = 0. Now, we have, by substituting sin t = u,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

sinλ∫
sin d(0,ξ)

uk−1

(
1−

(
1

u2
− 1

)
tan2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

du

=
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

sinλ∫
sin d(0,ξ)

(
u2 − sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

u du

=
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
sin2 λ− sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2 .

This completes the proof! □

Proposition A.8. Let p ≥ 1, α ∈ R, 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at the origin in Sn. Consider

the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χB(0,λ) (x) cos d (0, x) sin
−α

p d (0, x). Then, for ξ ∈ Ξk (Sn) with 0 /∈ ξ, we have,

(A.7) Rkfλ (ξ) = C
sink−

α
p λ

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

) k
2

2F1

(
α

2p
, 1; 1 +

k

2
;

sin2 λ

sin2 d (, ξ)

(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

sin2 λ

))
χ(0,λ) (d (0, ξ)) .

Proof. From Equation (2.27), we have for d (0, ξ) < λ,

Rkf (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

λ∫
d(0,ξ)

cos t sin1−
α
p t
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

dt.

By substituting cos2 t =
(
1− z

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d(0,ξ)

))
cos2 d (0, ξ), and simplifying, we get

Rkf (ξ) = C cos d (0, ξ) sin−
α
p d (0, ξ)

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

1∫
0

[
1−

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
z

tan2 d (0, ξ)

]− α
2p

z
k
2−1 dz

= C cos d (0, ξ) sin−
α
p d (0, ξ)

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

2F1

(
α

2p
,
k

2
; 1 +

k

2
; cot2 d (0, ξ)

(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d (0, ξ)

))
,

where, we have used Equation (B.2) in the last step. This is the same as Equation (A.7). □

Remark A.9. As with the case of Theorem A.4, Equation (A.7) makes sense almost everywhere.

Next, we compute the k-plane transform of characteristic functions of the complement (in Sn+) of a ball. Here as well, we
consider these functions with certain densities. We call such functions to be “concentrated near the equator”.
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Proposition A.10. Let 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be a ball of radius λ centered at the origin in Sn. Consider the set

Eλ := Sn+ \B (0, λ) and the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χEλ
(x). Then,

(A.8) Rkfλ (ξ) = C

{
1, d (0, ξ) ≥ λ.

cosλ
cos d(0,ξ) 2F1

(
1− k

2 ,
1
2 ;

3
2 ;

cos2 λ
cos2 d(0,ξ)

)
, d (0, ξ) < λ.

Proof. From Equation (2.27), we get

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

max{d(0,ξ),λ}

(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

sin t dt.

Now, we substitute cos t = min {cos d (0, ξ) , cosλ}√y and simplify to obtain,

Rkfλ (ξ) = C
min {cos d (0, ξ) , cosλ}

cos d (0, ξ)

1∫
0

y−
1
2

(
1− y

min
{
cos2 λ, cos2 d (0, ξ)

}
cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

dy.

From Equation (B.2), we now get,

Rkfλ (ξ) = C
min {cos d (0, ξ) , cosλ}

cos d (0, ξ)
2F1

(
1− k

2
,
1

2
;
3

2
;
min

{
cos2 d (0, ξ) , cos2 λ

}
cos2 d (0, ξ)

)
.

This is the same as Equation (A.8), by a use of Equation (B.3) of Theorem B.3. □

Proposition A.11. Let 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at the origin in Sn. Consider the set

Eλ := Sn+ \B (0, λ), and the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χEλ
(x) cos d (0, x). Then, we have,

(A.9) Rkfλ (ξ) = C cos d (0, ξ)

{
1, d (0, ξ) > λ.

1−
(
1− cos2 λ

cos2 d(0,ξ)

)
, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

Proof. From Equation (2.28), we have,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

max{d(0,ξ),λ}

cos t sink−1 t

(
1− tan2 d (0, ξ)

tan2 t

) k
2−1

dt.

We now substitute sin t = u to get

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

1∫
max{sin d(0,ξ),sinλ}

uk−1

(
1−

(
1

u2
− 1

)
tan2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

du

=
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

1∫
max{sin d(0,ξ),sinλ}

(
u2 − sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

u du

=
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

[(
1− sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2 −

(
(max {sin d (0, ξ) , sinλ})2 − sin2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2

]
.

This is the same as Equation (A.9). □

Proposition A.12. Let p ≥ 1, α < 2p, 0 < λ < π
2 and B (0, λ) be the ball of radius λ centered at the origin in Sn. Consider

the set Eλ := Sn+ \B (0, λ) and the function fλ : Sn+ → C, defined as fλ (x) = χEλ
(x) cos1−

α
p d (0, x). Then, we have,

(A.10) Rkf (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)

{
cos2−

α
p d (0, ξ) , d (0, ξ) > λ.

cos2−
α
p λ 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α
2p ; 2−

α
2p ;

cos2 λ
cos2 d(0,ξ)

)
, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

Proof. From Equation (2.27), we have,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cosk−1 d (0, ξ)

π
2∫

max{d(0,ξ),λ}

cos1−
α
p t
(
cos2 d (0, ξ)− cos2 t

) k
2−1

sin t dt.

By substituting cos2 t = xmin
{
cos2 d (0, ξ) , cos2 λ

}
and simplifying, we get

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)
min

{
cos2−

α
p d (0, ξ) , cos2−

α
p λ
} 1∫

0

x−
α
2p

(
1− x

min
{
cos2 d (0, ξ) , cos2 λ

}
cos2 d (0, ξ)

) k
2−1

dx.



WEIGHTED Lp-IMPROVING ESTIMATES ON CONSTANT CURVATURE SPACES 77

Using Equation (B.2), we have,

Rkfλ (ξ) =
C

cos d (0, ξ)
min

{
cos2−

α
p d (0, ξ) , cos2−

α
p λ
}

2F1

(
1− k

2
, 1− α

2p
; 2− α

2p
;
min

{
cos2 d (0, ξ) , cos2 λ

}
cos2 d (0, ξ)

)

=
C

cos d (0, ξ)

cos2−
α
p d (0, ξ) 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α
2p ; 2−

α
2p ; cos

2 d (0, ξ)
)
, d (0, ξ) > λ.

cos2−
α
p λ 2F1

(
1− k

2 , 1−
α
2p ; 2−

α
2p ; cos

2 λ
)
, d (0, ξ) ≤ λ.

In the last equality, we have used Equation (B.3) of Theorem B.3. □

Moving ahead, we now compute the dual k-plane transform of some radial functions on Ξk (X). These results are instru-
mental in proving the results of Section 3.

Proposition A.13. Let φ : Ξk (Hn) → C be given by φ (ξ) = sinhγ1 d (0, ξ) coshγ2 d (0, ξ), with γ1 > k − n. Then,

(A.11) R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
2|Sn−1|

sinhγ1 d (0, x) coshγ2 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−γ2

2
,
k

2
;
γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)
.

Proof. We have from Equation (2.30),

R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

sinh2−n d (0, x)

sinh d(0,x)∫
0

(
sinh2 d (0, x)− s2

) k
2−1

sγ1+n−k−1
(
1 + s2

) γ2
2 ds.

Upon substituting s = (1− u)
1
2 sinh d (0, x), and simplifying, we get

R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
2|Sn−1|

sinhγ1 d (0, x) coshγ2 d (0, x)

1∫
0

u
k
2−1 (1− u)

γ1+n−k
2 −1 (

1− tanh2 d (0, x)u
) γ2

2 du

=
|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|

2|Sn−1|
sinhγ1 d (0, x) coshγ2 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−γ2

2
,
k

2
;
γ1 + n

2
; tanh2 d (0, x)

)
,

where the last equality follows from Equation (B.2). □

Moving forward, we now give an analogous result for a function defined on Ξk (Sn).

Proposition A.14. Let φ : Ξk (Sn) → C be defined as φ (ξ) = sinγ1 d (0, ξ) cosγ2 d (0, ξ), for γ1 > k − n. Then, we have

(A.12) R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

sinγ1 d (0, x) cosγ2 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−γ2

2
,
k

2
;
γ1 + n

2
;− tan2 d (0, x)

)
.

Proof. We have from Equation (2.31),

R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1| sinn−2 d (0, x)

sin d(0,x)∫
0

(
sin2 d (0, x)− s2

) k
2−1

sn−k−1sγ1
(
1− s2

) γ2
2 ds.

Substituting s = u
1
2 sin d (0, ξ) and simplifying, we get,

R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

sinγ1 d (0, x)

1∫
0

(1− u)
k
2−1

u
γ1+n−k

2 −1
(
1− sin2 d (0, x)u

) γ2
2 du.

Using the integral representation of the hypergeometric function (Equation (B.2)), we have,

R∗
kφ (x) =

|Sk−1||Sn−k−1|
|Sn−1|

sinγ1 d (0, x) 2F1

(
−γ2

2
,
γ1 + n− k

2
;
γ1 + n

2
; sin2 d (0, x)

)
.

The result now follows from Equation (B.6) (a). □

Appendix B. Gauss’ Hypergeometric Function and its properties

In this section, we give the definitions and a few properties of hypergeometric function that are used throughout the
article. The material presented here can be found in [24]. We denote by Γ (·), the Gamma function defined on C, except at
the non-positive integers where it has a simple pole. For a description on the Gamma function, we again refer the reader to
[24]. We now give the definition of the Gauss’ hypergeometric function.
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Definition B.1 (Gauss’ Hypergeometric function). For a, b, c ∈ C and |z| < 1, the hypergeometric function is given by the
series

(B.1) 2F1 (a, b; c; z) : =

∞∑
k=0

(a)k (b)k
Γ (c+ k)

zk

k!
,

where (x)k denotes the Pochhammer’s symbol, (x)k : = x (x+ 1) · · · (x+ n− 1) = Γ(x+n)
Γ(x) .

It is well known that the hypergeometric function can be analytically continued to C \ [1,∞). We use the same symbol

2F1 to denote the analytic continuation of Equation (B.1). The hypergeometric function can also be written in an integral
form.

(B.2) 2F1 (a, b; c; z) =
Γ (c)

Γ (b) Γ (c− b)

1∫
0

tb−1 (1− t)
c−b−1

(1− zt)
a dt,

for Re c > Re b > 0, and z ∈ C \ [1,∞). In the computations involved in this article, we only deal with real parameters and
variables. Moreover, we see that c > 0 always holds in our calculations, so that Γ (c) in Equation (B.2) is always finite.

Remark B.2. Before we move ahead and give further properties of the hypergeometric function, let us make the following
simple observation. Let a < 0, and c > b > 0. Then, for any z < 1, we have (1− zt)

−a ≥ (1− t)
−a

, for 0 < t < 1. Therefore,
from Equation (B.2), we observe that

2F1 (a, b; c; z) =
Γ (c)

Γ (b) Γ (c− b)

1∫
0

tb−1 (1− t)
c−b−1

(1− zt)
a dt ≥ Γ (c)

Γ (b) Γ (c− b)

1∫
0

tb−1 (1− t)
c−b−a−1

dt =
Γ (c) Γ (c− b− a)

Γ (c− a) Γ (c− b)
> 0.

That is, when a < 0 and c > b > 0, the hypergeometric function with z < 1 is bounded below by a positive constant.

The behaviour of hypergeometric function near z = 1 plays an important role in giving necessary conditions for Lp-Lq

boundedness of the totally-geodesic k-plane transform. We state here the three cases of our interest.

Theorem B.3. Near the singular point z = 1, depending on the value of c− b− a, we have the following.

(1) If Re (c− b− a) > 0, then,

(B.3) 2F1 (a, b; c; 1) =
Γ (c) Γ (c− b− a)

Γ (c− a) Γ (c− b)
.

(2) If c = a+ b, we have

(B.4) lim
z→1−

2F1 (a, b; c; z)

− ln (1− z)
=

Γ (a+ b)

Γ (a) Γ (b)
.

(3) If Re (c− b− a) < 0, we have

(B.5) lim
z→1−

2F1 (a, b; c; z)

(1− z)
c−b−a

=
Γ (c) Γ (a+ b− c)

Γ (a) Γ (b)
.

A few remarks are in order.
Remark B.4.

(1) Equation (B.3) says that when Re (c− b− a) > 0, the hypergeometric function behaves like a constant near z = 1.
(2) When c = a + b, we conclude from Equation (B.4) that the hypergeometric function near z = 1 is essentially

interchangeable with − ln (1− z).
(3) Equation (B.5) gives that when Re (c− b− a) < 0 and z is close to 1, we can replace (upto a constant) the hyperge-

ometric function by (1− z)
c−b−a

.

The following transformation formulae for hypergeometric functions are also useful, and can be found in [24].
(B.6)

2F1 (a, b; c; z)
(a)

= (1− z)
−a

2F1

(
a, c− b; c;

z

z − 1

)
(b)

= (1− z)
−b

2F1

(
c− a, b; c;

z

z − 1

)
(c)

= (1− z)
c−b−a

2F1 (c− a, c− b; c; z) .

The transformation formulae in Equation (B.6) holds for all z ∈ C \ [1,∞).
We also have for z /∈ [0,∞),

(B.7)

sin (π (b− a))

π
2F1 (a, b; c; z) =

(−z)−a

Γ (b) Γ (c− a)
2F1

(
a, a− c+ 1; a− b+ 1;

1

z

)
− (−z)−b

Γ (a) Γ (c− b)
2F1

(
b, b− c+ 1; b− a+ 1;

1

z

)
.
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Appendix C. Weighted Boundedness of Riemann-Liouville Fractional Integrals

The connection between Radon transforms and fractional integrals has been extensively studied by Boris Rubin. To state a
few works, we refer the reader to [30] and [29] and the references therein. It is observed that due to this connection, mapping
properties of Radon transforms (particularly, the k-plane transforms) are well-understood with the help of the corresponding
properties of fractional integrals. In what follows, we consider one-dimensional fractional integrals, often called the Riemann-
Liouville fractional integrals. These have a close connection with the k-plane transform of radial functions, and help in
proving certain results of Section 4. For a complete review on the topic of one-dimensional fractional integrals, we refer the
reader to [26]. Here, we only provide the notation and the results we want in a manner convenient to us. Let R̄ denote the
extended real line. For φ : Ω ⊆ R̄ → C, a “nice” function, we consider the following Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of
φ for α ∈ C with Re α > 0.

(C.1) Iαa+φ (x) =
1

Γ (α)

x∫
a

φ (y)

(x− y)
1−α dy, for x > a.

(C.2) Iα−φ (x) =
1

Γ (α)

∞∫
x

φ (y)

(x− y)
1−α dy.

Depending on the set Ω, we introduce the following partitions.

(C.3)
0 = a1 < a2 < · · · < al = a, if Ω = [0, a] for a < +∞.

0 = a1 < a2 < · · · < al < +∞, if Ω = [0,∞] =: R+.

For γ1, · · · , γl, γ∞ ∈ R, we consider the weight function ρ : Ω → C as

(C.4) ρ (x) : =


(1 + |x|)γ∞

l∏
j=1

|x− aj |γj , when |Ω| = +∞.

l∏
j=1

|x− aj |γj , when |Ω| < +∞.

For 1 < p < +∞, we consider m, q ∈ R that satisfy the following relations:

(C.5) 0 ≤ m ≤ α, 0 < α < m+
1

p
, and α−m =

1

p
− 1

q
.

Let ϵ0, · · · , ϵl > 0 be chosen arbitrarily. We define for j = 1, · · · , l,

(C.6) δj : =

{
γj , when γj > α− 1

p .

α− 1
p −m− ϵj , when γj ≤ α− 1

p .

Moreover, we define

δ∞: = γ −m−
l∑

j=1

δj .

Now, let us define the following weight function.

(C.7) ρ− (x) : = (1 + x)
δ∞

l∏
j=1

|x− aj |δj .

With these notations made, we have the following theorem for when Ω = R+.

Theorem C.1 ([26]). Let φ : Ω → C be such that ∥ρφ∥p < +∞. If γ∞ +
l∑

i=1

γi > α− 1
p , then, we have,

(C.8) ∥ρ−Iα−φ∥q ≤ C∥ρφ∥p.

We also have analogous theorem for the case when Ω = [0, a], when a < +∞. We require this in the study of the
boundedness properties of X-ray transform on the sphere.

Theorem C.2. Let φ : Ω = [0, a] → C be such that ∥ρφ∥p < +∞. Then, for m and δj mentioned in Equations (C.5) and
(C.6), respectively, we have

(C.9) ∥ρ+Iα0+φ∥q ≤ C∥ρφ∥p.
Here,

ρ+ (x) = xγ1−m
l∏

j=2

|x− aj |δj .
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In our study, the case α = 1
2 and m = 0 is of particular interest, owing to its connection with the X-ray transform of radial

functions. We observe that in Theorems C.1 and C.2, we have not considered the case when p = 1. First, let us observe that
when p = 1, α = 1

2 and m = 0, we must have, from Equation (C.5), q = 2. In fact, we now see, through a counter-example

that such a result concerning weighted L1-L2 boundedness for fractional integrals cannot be expected. The example that we
now present comes from a similar example of Hardy and Littlewood (see [11]) for the unweighted case.

We first show that there are functions ψ in L1 ((0,∞) , ρ1) for which I
1
2
+ψ /∈ L2 ((0,∞) , ρ2), for any choices of “nice”

weights ρ1 and ρ2.

Example C.3. Let us consider the case Ω = [0,∞], and two partitions

(C.10)
0 = a

(1)
1 < a

(1)
2 < · · · < a

(1)
l1

< +∞,

0 = a
(2)
1 < a

(2)
2 < · · · < a

(2)
l2

< +∞.

Corresponding to the partitions mentioned in Equation (C.10) and γ
(1)
1 , · · · , γ(1)l1

, γ
(2)
1 , · · · , γ(2)l2

, γ
(1)
∞ , γ

(2)
∞ ∈ R, let us consider

the weight functions given by,

(C.11)

ρ1 (x) = (1 + x)
γ(1)
∞

l1∏
i=1

∣∣∣x− a
(1)
i

∣∣∣γ(1)
i

.

ρ2 (x) = (1 + x)
γ(2)
∞

l2∏
i=1

∣∣∣x− a
(2)
i

∣∣∣γ(2)
i

.

Let us consider

(C.12) a :=


1, if l1 = 1 and l2 = 1.

a
(1)
2 , if l1 ≥ 2 and l2 = 1.

a
(2)
2 , if l1 = 1 and l2 ≥ 1.

min
{
a
(1)
2 , a

(2)
2

}
, if l1, l2 ≥ 2.

Now, we define ψ : L1 ((0,∞) , ρ1) → C as

(C.13) ψ (x) =
1

x− a
2

(
ln

1

x− a
2

)−γ
1

ρ1 (x)
χ( a

2 ,
3a
4 )

(x) ,

where, 1 < γ ≤ 3
2 . We now have,

∥ψ∥L1((0,∞),ρ1) =

3a
4∫

a
2

1

x− a
2

(
ln

1

x− a
2

)−γ

dx.

By substituting x− a
2 = e−u and simplifying, we see that

∥ψ∥L1((0,∞),ρ1) =

∞∫
ln 4

a

u−γdu < +∞,

since γ > 1. On the other hand, we also have,

∥I
1
2
+ψ∥L2((0,∞),ρ2) =

 ∞∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
x∫

0

1

t− a
2

(
ln

1

t− a
2

)−γ
1

ρ1 (t)
χ( a

2 ,
3a
4 )

(t)
1

(x− t)
1
2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

ρ2 (x) dx


1
2

≥


3a
4∫

a
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
x∫

a
2

1

t− a
2

(
ln

1

t− a
2

)−γ
1

ρ1 (t)

1

(x− t)
1
2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

ρ2 (x) dx


1
2

From the definitions of ρ1 and ρ2 it is clear that for x ∈
(
a
2 ,

3a
4

)
, both ρ1 (x) and ρ2 (x) is bounded above and below. Also,

for t ≥ a
2 , we have (x− t)

− 1
2 ≥

(
x− a

2

) 1
2 . Hence, we get

∥I
1
2
+ψ∥L2((0,∞),ρ2) ≥ C


3a
4∫

a
2

1

x− a
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
x∫

a
2

1

t− a
2

(
ln

1

t− a
2

)−γ

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx


1
2

.
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By substituting t− a
2 = e−u in the inner integral and using the fact that γ > 1, we obtain

∥I
1
2
+ψ∥L2((0,∞),ρ2) ≥ C


3a
4∫

a
2

1

x− a
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫

ln 1
x− a

2

u−γdu

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx


1
2

= C


3a
4∫

a
2

1

x− a
2

(
ln

1

x− a
2

)2(1−γ)

dx


1
2

.

Again, by substituting x− a
2 = e−u and simplifying, we get

∥I
1
2
+ψ∥L2((0,∞),ρ2) ≥ C

 ∞∫
ln 4

a

u2(1−γ)du


1
2

= +∞,

since γ ≤ 3
2 .

Another interesting case that is not handled in Theorems C.1 and C.2 is when α = 1
2 , p = 2 and m = 0. Again, if one were

to impose the conditions of Equation (C.5), then one would require q = ∞. We now show that we cannot expect a weighted

L2-L∞ estimate for I
1
2
+ .

Proposition C.4. Let Ω = [0,∞]. We consider the partitions mentioned in Equation (C.10) and weight functions ρ1 and
ρ2 mentioned in Equation (C.11). Then, there is no C > 0 such that for all φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1),

(C.14) ∥ρ2I
1
2
−φ∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C∥φ∥L2(Ω,ρ1).

Proof. Suppose that Inequality (C.14) holds for all φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1). Then, for “nice” ψ : Ω → C, we have,
∞∫
0

I
1
2
−φ (x)ψ (x) ρ1 (x) dx =

∞∫
0

∞∫
x

φ (t)

(t− x)
1
2

ψ (x) ρ1 (x) dt dx

=

∞∫
0

φ (t)

t∫
0

ψ (x) ρ1 (x)

(t− x)
1
2

dx dt

=

∞∫
0

φ (t)
1

ρ1 (t)
I

1
2
+ (ρ1ψ) (t) ρ1 (t) dt.

Therefore, from Inequality (C.14), we have, for all φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1),∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

1

ρ1 (t)
I

1
2
+ (ρ1ψ) (t)φ (t) ρ1 (t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∫
0

∣∣∣ρ2 (x) I 1
2
−φ (x)

∣∣∣ |ψ (x)| ρ1 (x)
ρ2 (x)

dx

≤ ∥ρ2I
1
2
−φ∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥L1

(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

)
≤ C∥φ∥L2(Ω,ρ1)∥∥ψ∥L1

(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

).
Therefore, whenever ψ ∈ L1

(
Ω, ρ1

ρ2

)
, we have that 1

ρ1
I

1
2
+ (ρ1ψ) ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1), and∥∥∥∥∥I 1

2
+ (ρ1ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2
(
Ω, 1

ρ1

) =

∥∥∥∥∥ 1

ρ1
I

1
2
+ (ρ1ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω,ρ1)

≤ C∥ψ∥
L1
(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

) = C∥ρ1ψ∥L1
(
Ω, 1

ρ2

).

The above inequality gives that whenever ψ : Ω → C is such that ρ1ψ ∈ L1
(
Ω, 1

ρ2

)
, we have that I

1
2
+ (ρ1ψ) ∈ L2

(
Ω, 1

ρ1

)
.

However, this is not possible, as demonstrated by Example C.3. Therefore, Inequality (C.14) is not true for every φ ∈
L2 (Ω, ρ1). □

We now give similar results for I
1
2
1− and I

1
2
+ , by considering Ω = [0, 1]. In what follows, we fix the following partitions of

Omega.

(C.15)
0 = a

(1)
1 < a

(1)
2 < · · · < a

(1)
l1

= 1.

0 = a
(2)
1 < a

(2)
2 < · · · < a

(2)
l2

= 1.
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Corresponding to the above partition and γ
(1)
1 , · · · , γ(1)l1

, γ
(2)
1 , · · · , γ(2)l2

∈ R, we consider the following weight functions.

(C.16)

ρ1 (x) =

l1∏
i=1

∣∣∣x− a
(1)
i

∣∣∣γ(1)
i

,

ρ2 (x) =

l2∏
i=1

∣∣∣x− a
(2)
i

∣∣∣γ(2)
i

.

With these notations in place, we first show, through a counter-example that the operator I
1
2
1− does not take functions in

L1 (Ω, ρ1) to functions in L2 (Ω, ρ2).

Example C.5. As in Example C.3, let us consider

(C.17) a := min
{
a
(1)
2 , a

(2)
2

}
.

Indeed, by the definition of our partition in Equation (C.15), it is clear that l1, l2 ≥ 2 and we do not have as many cases as
in Equation (C.12). Now, we define ψ : Ω → C as

(C.18) ψ (x) =
1

a
2 − x

(
ln

1
a
2 − x

)−γ
1

ρ1 (x)
χ( a

4 ,
a
2 )

(x) .

Then, following a procedure almost verbatim to that of Example C.3, it is clear at once that ψ ∈ L1 (Ω, ρ1). On the other
hand, we have,

∥I
1
2
1−ψ∥L2(Ω,ρ2) =

 1∫
0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

x

1
a
2 − t

(
ln

1
a
2 − t

)−γ
1

ρ1 (t)
χ( a

4 ,
a
2 )

(t)
1

(t− x)
1
2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

ρ2 (x) dx


1
2

≥


a
2∫

a
4

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a
2∫

x

1
a
2 − t

(
ln

1
a
2 − t

)−γ
1

ρ1 (t)

1

(t− x)
1
2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

ρ2 (x) dx


1
2

.

Arguing as in Example C.3, we observe that for x ∈
(
a
4 ,

a
2

)
, both ρ1 (x) and ρ2 (x) are bounded (above and below). Also, for

t ≤ a
2 , we have (t− x)

1
2 ≥

(
a
2 − x

) 1
2 . Hence, we have, by following the ideas used in Example C.3,

∥I
1
2
1−ψ∥L2(Ω,ρ2) ≥ C


a
2∫

a
4

1
a
2 − x

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
a
2∫

x

1
a
2 − t

(
ln

1
a
2 − t

)−γ

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx


1
2

= +∞.

Using Example C.5, we now give an analogue of Proposition C.4.

Proposition C.6. Let us consider Ω = [0, 1], the partitions mentioned in Equation (C.15) and the weight functions mentioned
in Equation (C.16). Then, the following inequality is not valid for all functions φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1).

(C.19) ∥ρ2I
1
2
+φ∥L∞(Ω) ≤ C∥φ∥L2(Ω,ρ1).

Proof. Suppose that Inequality (C.19) holds for every φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1). Then, for “nice” functions ψ : Ω → C, we have,

1∫
0

I
1
2
+φ (x)ψ (x) ρ1 (x) dx =

1∫
0

x∫
0

φ (t)

(x− t)
1
2

ψ (x) ρ1 (x) dt dx

=

1∫
0

φ (t)

1∫
t

ψ (x) ρ1 (x)

(x− t)
1
2

dx dt

=

1∫
0

φ (t)
1

ρ1 (t)
I

1
2
1− (ρ1ψ) (t) ρ1 (t) dt.

Hence, from Inequality (C.19), we have for all φ ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1),∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

1

ρ1 (t)
I

1
2
1− (ρ1ψ) (t)φ (t) ρ1 (t) dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
1∫

0

∣∣∣ρ2 (x) I 1
2
+φ (x)

∣∣∣ |ψ (x)| ρ1 (x)
ρ2 (x)

dx

≤ ∥ρ2I
1
2
+φ∥L∞(Ω)∥ψ∥L1

(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

)



WEIGHTED Lp-IMPROVING ESTIMATES ON CONSTANT CURVATURE SPACES 83

≤ C∥φ∥L2(Ω,ρ1)∥ψ∥L1
(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

).
Therefore, by duality, we conclude that whenever ψ ∈ L1

(
Ω, ρ1

ρ2

)
, we have 1

ρ1
I

1
2
1− (ρ1ψ) ∈ L2 (Ω, ρ1), and

∥I
1
2
+ (ρ1ψ) ∥L2

(
Ω, 1

ρ1

) =

∥∥∥∥∥ 1

ρ1
I

1
2
1− (ρ1ψ)

∥∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω,ρ1)

≤ C∥ψ∥
L1
(
Ω,

ρ1
ρ2

) = C∥ρ1ψ∥L1
(
Ω, 1

ρ2

).
However, the above inequality is not true, as seen in Example C.5. Therefore, Inequality (C.19) is not valid for all φ ∈
L2 (Ω, ρ1). □
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