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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, R™, H"” and S™. 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

Lo space and the sphere. Using this formula, and an elementary technique of Minkowski inequality, we prove weighted LP-LP
QN boundedness of the k-plane transform of general functions as well. Along with this, we also study the end-point behaviour
O of the transform, where the “end-point” naturally arises due to either the existence conditions or the necessary conditions for
(Q\| boundedness.
o 1. INTRODUCTION
1 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 : R™ — C, its k-plane transform is a function
< Ry f : G (n,k) = C, where G (n, k) is the affine Grassmann manifold of all k-dimensional planes in R™, defined as

- (1.1) Rif (&) = /f (z) dex.
3

Here, d¢z is the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the k-plane £. The reconstruction problem for the k-plane transform
asks whether the function f can be reconstructed solely from the values of Ry f at pointﬂ 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 ¢ > 1 for which Ry, : L? (R") — L9 (G (n, k)) is a bounded operator. Moving
a step ahead, one might also try to add some weights to the measures on R™ 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
(O the “points” from the origin of R™. Such weights are referred to as radial weights. One of the early results in this direction
O was given by Quinto in [25] about the L2-boundedness with weights. Particularly, the author proved the following result for
C\j the Radon transform.

© Theorem 1.1 (Quinto). For n > 3, the Radon transform R,_y : L* (R",||z||""'dz) — L?(G (n,n—1)) is a bounded

IC-(\I) operator.

Continuing the study of the LP-L? 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 < -"5). In fact, they prove the following
mixed-norm estimate.

Theorem 1.2 (Oberlin and Stein [23]). For1 <p < 25, f € LP (R"), ¢ <p', and % = %fnJr 1, the following mized-norm

[math

506

inequality holds.

(1.2) IRflzaczry < Cllfllze@ny,
where, R is the Radon transform, C is a constant independent of f, and for a function ¢ on S"~! x R, its mized norm is
given by
1
lelrwn = | [ | [leorar) a
sn-1 \R

We notice that by taking ¢ = r in Theorem [I.2] we get an LP-L? norm estimate for the Radon transform with the condition
p < "T'H and 2 — 1 =p — 1. Indeed, it was shown in [23] that the conditions mentioned in Theorem 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 (R™) to LY (G (n,n — 1)).

Date: February 11, 2025.
L«Points” in G (n, k) are k-dimensional planes in R™.
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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 < ZT—F%’ 1<g<n+1and % — ”T_k =k with n < 2k + 1. Then, the k-plane transform
Ry : LP (R™) — L9 (G (n,k)) is a bounded operator.

We notice that Drury’s technique does not give the LP-L9 boundedness for k < % In fact, this direction still seems to

be open. As mentioned by Duoandikoetxea et al. in [§], 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-L? 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 o, >k—n, 1 <p< %, k>2, and

a+n B4+n—k
p q

=k,

the k-plane transform Ry, : LY, (R", ||z||*dz) — L9 (G (n, k), d(O,f)’B d§> is a bounded operator. For k =1, the additional
1

assumption that % -3 < %, for p > 1, is required.

It is well-known (see for instance, [28]) that the k-plane transform Ry is well-defined on the weighted Lebesgue space
LP (R™, ||z]|*dz) exactly when 1 < p < 2. Thus, p = %2 is an “end-point” for the existence of the k-plane transform.

It is easily shown that there are radial functions in L*%* (R™, ||z||*dx) 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 L? (R™, ||z||“dz),

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

when p = .

| Refllzoe(@niy) < CllfllLea@n,z)odz)-

For the unweighted case, this inequality occurred in [23] for the Radon transform. As a generalization, Duoandikoetxea et al.
in [§], proved the estimate for the k-plane transform of radial functions. In [I8], 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 a = 0.

Theorem 1.5 (Kumar and Ray). Let a >k —n, p = O‘TM For k =1, assume additionally that o« +mn > 2. Then, for all
radial functions f € LPY (R™, ||z||“dx), we have

[ Reflloo < CllfllLra@n,je)ode)-

Along with the study of these transforms on the Euclidean space R™, 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 R", the hyperbolic space H", or the sphere S™. 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 [I3], [I5], and [I2], 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 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 H™ and S™.

In the study of constant curvature spaces with curvature ¢ € {—1,0, 1}, the following function becomes important for
various reasons.

t, c=0.
(1.3) S¢ (t) = ¢ sinht, c¢=—1.
sint, c¢=+41.

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 s.. We, therefore,
call the function s, as the “volume-growth function”. Based on the above motivation, and the knowledge of the function s,
we pose the following questions.
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Question 1. Let X be a space of constant curvature and Zj, (X) be the collection of all totally-geodesic submanifolds in X.
Let s. : [0,00) — R be the “curvature function” given in Equation (1.3)). What are the values of o, 2 € R and p > 1 for
which the totally-geodesic k-plane transform exists on L? (X, s2* (d (0,)) (s.)** (d (0, z)) dz)?

Question 2. In the setting of Question [I} let p > 1 and a3, € R be such that the totally-geodesic k-plane transform
exists on LP (X,s2* (d(0,)) (s,)** (d(0,z))dx). What are the values of ¢ > p and 1,8, € R such that the map Ry :
LP (X, 581 (d(0,2)) (s.)" (d(0,2)) dz) — LI (Eg (X), 82 (d (0,€)) (s2)** (d (0,€)) d€) is bounded?

The article is developed in answering Questions|l|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 (R™, H", or S™).

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, [§] and [18]). In our work, we focus on H" and S™. 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 s, be the function given in Equation (1.3). What
are the admissible values of a1, aa, 81, B2 € R such that the k-plane transform Ry, : LP (X, s (d (0,2)) (s,,)** (d (0, z)) dz) —
L7 (. 521 (d(0,€)) (1) (d(0,€)) d€) 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, H"™ and S™. In Section
we discuss the LP-improving bounds for the k-plane transform of radial functions on H™ and S™. 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 H" and S™ for general functions in Section [6] In
fact, similar formula for the Radon transform was given by Kurusa (see [20] and [2I]) . With the formulae at hand, we
proceed to understand the LP-LP boundedness in Section |7l 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 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 [l In Appendix [C] we have also
given certain counterexamples about the weighted L'-L? and L?-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 oy, as, 81, 82 mentioned in Questions 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: R™, H, or S%, in the cases c =0, c = —% <0, and c = # > 0, respectively. Here, H% and S%,
respectively, denote the hyperboloid and the sphere of radius R.
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In the course of this article, we denote by H™ and S™, the hyperbolic space and the sphere with radius 1. We observe that
by a simple rescaling, the spaces H’ and H" are diffeomorphic, and so are S% and S™. Therefore, the measures on the spaces
H% and S?% are a constant multiple of those on H" and S", respectively. Since we deal with norm estimates, we can restrict
our attention to the spaces R™, H", and S™, which have curvatures 0, —1, and 1, respectively.

When it comes to describing the model Riemannian spaces, the real hyperbolic space, H", presents itself with various
interesting results. Particularly, it is known that there are many ways to describe the hyperbolic space H", 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 H". Our motivation for this
consideration lies in Kurusa’s work ([20]), where the author has obtained a formula for the Radon transform on H”. 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 C 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 (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], [I6] and [2].

Theorem 2.4. Let X be a simply connected Riemannian manifold of constant curvature.
(1) If X = R™, the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds are precisely the k-dimensional planes in R™.
(2) If X = H", 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 R™.
(3) If X = S", then the k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds are precisely the intersections of S™ with (k +1)-
dimensional subspaces of R"H1.

Using Theorem 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 Zj (X), the collection of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of X. First,
we consider the Euclidean space R”, in which case to get any k-dimensional plane 7, we require a k-dimensional subspace
¢ and a “foot of perpendicular” u from 0 to . That is, we have I (R™) ~ {(ﬁ,u) |€ € Gk, u € §J-}. Here, G, 1 is the
Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of R".

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 C M be totally-geodesic submanifolds. Then, there
exists point x4 € Sy and x9 € So such that d(x1,x2) = d(S1,52). Moreover, the shortest geodesic joining x1 and xs is
orthogonal to both S1 and Ss.

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

Corollary 2.6. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, S C 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  (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 Zj, (X), where X = H" and X = S". To get a parametrization of Zj, (X),
we also use the following result.

Theorem 2.7 ([10]). Let (M,g) be a Riemannian Manifold, p € M and V' C T,M be a subspace. Then, locally, there is at
most one totally-geodesic submanifold S through p such that T,S =V

We now give the parametrization of the collection Z (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 Zy (X) ~
{(5, u)|€ € Gur,u€EENB (O, @) }, where Gy, 1, is the Grassmannian of k-dimensional subspaces of R™, and ¢ (X) is the
diameter of X .

Proof. When X = R", the parametrization is clear, as discussed before Theorem [2.5

We start with the case of H". We observe that given a k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold 7, we get a point ue n
that is closest to the origin, and the tangent space £ at this point is k-dimensional and perpendicular to the line joining 0
and u. Conversely, given a pair (&,u) where £ € G, and u € &+, consider the geodesic through 0 in the direction m
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(whenever u # 0), and let the vector u € £+ be identified with the point on this geodesic at a hyperbolic distance ||u|| from
0. Let ¢ : H* — H" be an isometry that takes 0 to w without any rotational component. With Theorem at hand, we
know that there is (locally) a unique totally-geodesic submanifold through u with the tangent space at u given by dgg ().
However, £ N H" is a totally-geodesic subamnifold through 0 with T (£ NH™) = €. Hence, ¢ (€ NH™) is a totally-geodesic
submanifold through ¢ (0) = u with T, (» (6 NH™)) = dipo (€). Thus, for every pair (£, u) with € € G, and u € £+, we have
a totally-geodesic submanifold, n, through w with T3,n ~ £. In the sequel, we identify dyg (§) by £, and make no difference in
writing the two. Also, we observe that d (0, (£ NH™)) = d (0,u). This gives us the desired parametrization (see Figure [Tal).

Similarly, we have the paramterization of Zj (S™) ~ {(f,u) €€ Gri,ueétNB (0, %)}, where B (0, g) is the ball of
radius 5 centered at 0. This ball suffices because if we move a distance bigger than 7 in the direction u, the totally-geodesic
submanifold obtained would have the closest point to e, in the direction —u, thereby making repetitions. We also exclude
the equatorial totally-geodesic submanifolds (i.e., those submanifolds at a distance equal to 7 from e, ;1) because for such
totally-geodesic submanifolds, we do not have a unique point closest to e,;1 (see Figure . ([

(A) Totally-geodesic subamnifolds of H". (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 Zj, (X). For the same, we require a measure on Zj, (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 R™\{0} can be described uniquely by an element of S~ x (0, c0).
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”, s. (see Equation

[3)).

Theorem 2.9 ([22]). Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold of constant sectional curvature c. Let U C 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) / fav, = / /b (fo@) (rw) (se(r)" ™" drdw.
U

sn-1 0

Here, dV, is the volume form induced by the Riemannian metric g, and ¢ : (0,b) x S"~1 — U \ {p} is the normal coordinate
chart map given by

(2.2) ¢ (r,w) = exp,, (rw).

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 H" becomes a diffeomorphism on ToH", and that of S™ becomes
a diffeomorphism on B (0,7) C T¢, . ,S™. Therefore, we can think of polar decomposition on the entirety of H" and S™. For

this, one would require an “origin” of the spaces, which we denote by 0. Indeed, in the Poincaré ball model of H", this is the
origin of R™. However, in the case of the sphere, the symbol ‘0’ means e, € S™.

With the understanding of polar decomposition on H"™ and S™, one can think of looking at functions that depend only on
the distance from the origin. These functions, when looked at in R™, 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:R™ — C if radial if there is a function f~: [0,00) = C such that f (x) = f~( (0,z)).
(2) A function f:H" — C is radial if there is a function f:[1,00) — C such that f (z) = f (coshd (0,z)).
(3) A function f:S™ — C is radial if there is a function f:[—1,1] — C such that f (x) = f (cosd (0, x)).

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

i=1
distance d from e,,4; (the “origin” of H") are on the plane z = coshd (see Figure [24)).

Similarly, the points on the sphere that are at a fixed distance d from e,y are on the plane z = cosd (see Figure . 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 H"™ and S™.
The sections of H” and S™ by the planes z = coshd and z = cosd, respectively, are called “zones”.

the two sheeted hyperboloid {(331, co Tpgr) ERMT N2 — a2 = —1}, then the collection of all points on H" at a fixed

(A) Zones of H". (B) Zones of S™.

FI1GURE 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 Ej (X).
Definition 2.13 (Radial Functions on Zj (X)).
(1) A function ¢ : E (R™) — C if radial if there is a function ¢ : [0,00) = C such that ¢ (§) = ¢ (d (0,€)).
(2) A function ¢ : E (H") — C is radial if there is a function ¢ : [0,00) — C such that ¢ (§) = ¢ (sinh d (0, &)).
(8) A function ¢ : 2 (S™) — C is radial if there is a function @ : [0,1] = C such that ¢ (§) = ¢ (sind (0,)).

2.2. Measure on Zj (X). We require a measure on = (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 = (H") is identified with 500 (n, 1)/,5' (O

for instance, [4])

n—k)xO(k+1)) the measure on Zj, (H™) is given by (see,

(2.3) / n)dn = ’S” k- 1’ / / Vg(;l -Rk) cosh” @sinh™~*~1 9 d~de,
=5 (H) 0 SO(n)
coshf® 0 sinh 6
where gg = 0 I 0 is a hyperbolic rotationf The right-hand-side of Equation (2.3) can be understood

sinh 6 0 cosh 6
in the following way. First, to obtain any k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold n of H" at a distance 6 from the
origin, one can start with a submanifold through the origin, “translate” it by a distance @, and then perform an appropriate
rotation to obtain 7. Essentially, this mimics “polar decomposition”, from where we get the powers of cosh and sinh. In
our parametrization of Proposition we have that any k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold can be given by the
pair (g-R¥, hg-epi1), where g € SO(n) and h > 0 is the hyperbolic distance of the submanifold (g - R¥, hg - e41) from the
hyperbolic origin. Using this parametrization in Equation , we get

2.4 dn = |§n k-t g-R* hg-epiq) cosh® hsinh® %~ h dhdg.
¢ (n)dn @ +
=k (H") SO(n) 0

2The action is effectively the translation of e, 41 to a point at a hyperbolic distance 6 in the {e1, ep+1}-plane.
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Similarly, for suitable functions ¢ on =i (S™), we have (see, for instance, [19])

z
(2.5) / @ (n)dn = Cpy / / ¢ (vgy &) sin™*1 0 cos® 0 dod,
2, (S™) SO(n) 0
cosf 0 —sin6
where gg = | 0 I, 1 0 is a spherical “translation” that takes e, 11 to a point in {e1, e,,4+1 }-plane at a (spherical)
sin 0 cos 6

distance of 0 from e, 1, and & is a k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold passing through e,;+1. We may very well
assume & to have the tangent space R¥. Therefore, in our parametrization of Zj (S) given in Proposition we have

(2.6) / w(n)dn= / / g-RF hg - epqq)sin™ * ! heos® h dhdg.
Ee(S™) 0
With the introduction of measure on Zj (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 L, o, (X):=4qf:X = C|f is measurable and /|f )P s21d (0,2) |sL|** d (0, 2) dz < o0 ¢,

and

(2.8) LY 5, k(X)) == ¢ : Ex (X) = Cl|p is measurable and / o ()P s21d (0,€) (s.)7 d (0,€) dz < +00
Er(X)

For a function f: X — C, its L2 (X)-norm is given by

1,002

D=

(2.9) If11E8, a0y x) = L/If(x)lp setd (0,2)[s|** d (0,2) do

Similarly, for a function ¢ : 2 (X) — C, its LghﬂZ (Zk (X))-norm is given by

(2.10) lelles . @ux) = / o ()P sP1d (0,€) (s.)™ d (0,€) d¢
Er(X)

Remark 2.14. For the Euclidean space R™, we have ¢ = 0 and hence s, (t) = 1, for any t € R. Consequently, the weighted
Lebesgue spaces have only one weight (||z[|* and (d (0,¢))?).

Here, 1 < p < 00, a1, a9, 1,82 € R, and the “curvature function” is given by Equation . 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 :R™ — C, from polar decomposition, we get

N
(2.11) P leegeny =€ | [ |7 0] entas
0
(2) For a radial function f :H"™ — C, using the polar decomposition, we get
- 1
(2.12) 1llee . = / F (cosh )| sinh™ 7~ ¢ cosh ¢ at
0

Moreover, by replacing cosht with t, we get

S

r 3 oo QITM_I «a
(2.13) 1fllzz, . @my = C /‘f(t)‘ (2 - 1) poa gy
1
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Further, by replacing sinh® t with t in Equation [2.12), we get

S=

7 = P aj4n as—1 dt
12, opmy = C /‘f(\/m)’ P &
0

(2.14)

(8) Using the polar decomposition, for even radial functions f :S™ — C, we have,

% P
- P
(2.15) 1fllzz, oy =C / ’f (COSt)‘ sin® T tcos® ¢ dt
0
Moreover, by replacing cos®t with t, we get
1 P
~ p a1tn g ag-—1
(2.16) 1t pem =C | [ |F®] =7 e ar
0
Further, by replacing sin®t with t in Equation (2.15), we get
~ p ag—1 ai4n
(2.17) £z, e =C /‘f (VI —t)‘ (1— )7 " 1
Lo _
Lastly, by replacing tan?t by t in Equation (2.15), we get
1
1 a1+n 1P
(1 P te dt
2.18 P ny = C —
( ) ||f||La1,a2(S ) /’f (\/m> (1_|_t) a1+a§+n+1 t
LO J

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”, = (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” functioﬂ. The
k-plane transform of f is a function Ry f : E (X) — C, given by

(2.19) Rif (&) = /f (z) dg,
3

where, dex is the induced measure on & C 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 = R"™, we get back to the definition as given in Equation .

We also have the dual k-plane transform, which integrates a function ¢ : Zx (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 ¢ : Z (X) — C be a “nice” function.
The dual k-plane transform of ¢ is a function Riyp : X — C, given by

Ry (x) := ¢ (§)ds¢.
{€€Ek(X)]zet}
Here, the measure dg€ is on the set S = {& € 2 (X) |z € £}.

(2.20)

Measure dg€ on the set S = {€ € E (X) |z € £} is often obtained by considering S as a quotient of the isometry group of
X. For details, we refer the reader to [I3]. We have the following duality relation that is of help later.

Theorem 2.18 ([29]). Let f : X — C and ¢ : 2 (X) — C be “nice” functions. Then, the following duality holds whenever
the integrals on both sides exist in the Lebesque sense.

/ Ref (€) 0 (€) de = / f (2) Ry () da.
X

Ek(X)

(2.21)

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 £. 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 : R™ — C, the k-plane transform is given by

o0

(222) ref© =8 [ Fo(e-woo?) ra

d(0,8)
Equation (2.22) can also be written as

i 2\ 51
(2.23) Ryf (€) = |s"1 / f(#) (1 — W?f”) =1 dt.
a(0.¢)

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

Proposition 2.20. For a radial function f : H™ — C, the k-plane transform is given by

Sk-1 _
(2.24) Rif (&) = % / f (cosht) (cosh t — cosh? d (0, f)) "sinht dt.
cosh™ "d (0,¢)
d(0,8)
Equation (2.24) can also be written as
o0 k
s sinh®d (0,6)\* ' . .,
2.25 R = f(cosht) (1 — ——52~ sinh* "¢ dt.
(2.25) o/ () = e 'd(0.6) ( sinh? ¢ )
0,¢)

Further, using the relations between hyperbolic trigonometm'c functions, we have,

2:'

I e tanh®d (0,€)\ * k-1
(2.26) Rif (&) = coshd 0 § f (cosht) ( Tomi®r ) sinh® ™" ¢ dt.
(0,6)

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

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

2SR 9 g k-1
. k = (cos cos ,&) — cos sin .
(2.27) Rif (§) — 1d0£ t) d(0,¢) t)? t dt
cos
0,¢)
Using the relations between trigonometric functions, Equation (2.27)) can be written as
T k
2|8k tan®d (0,6)\ "
2.28 R = t) —_— in" ¢ de.
(2.28) ef (€)= cosd (0,€&) / (cos ( tan? ¢ ) S
d(0,&

Next, we see a few formulae for the dual k-plane transform of radial functions on =i (X), where X = R™, H", or S”. 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 Zy (X), where X
is a space of constant curvature.
(1) For a radial function ¢ : 2y (R™) — C, its dual k-plane transform is given by

Izl

. Skfl Snflcfl 1 _ E_q
(2.29) Rip(z) = ‘ ||Sr|L1| | [[z][F1 / o (s) (||97H2 - 32) * o ds,
0
(2) For a radial function ¢ : 2y (H™) — C, the dual k-plane transform of ¢ is given by
sinh d(0,&)
|Sk 1||Sn k— 1| 1 k_q

(2.30) Rio(z) = s k=1ds.

= 102 <22
|Sn 1| Slnh”_Qd(O,f) QO(S) (Sln d(ovg) S )



10 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

(8) For a radial function ¢ : 2 (S™) — C, the dual k-plane transform of ¢ is given by
sin d(0,x)

Skrfl Snfkfl 1 k_
| I | @ (s) (sin®d (0,z) — s?)* tgn—h=lgs,

[Sn—1 sin"~2d (0, )

(2.31) Rrp(§) =
0

We are interested in estimating the Lgl, 8 (Ek (X))-norms of the functions Ry f. By making suitable changes of variables

in the formulae for the k-plane transform of radial functions and Equation , we get the following well-known result.

We only state it here for reference.
Theorem 2.23.

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

p

~ k_
(2:32) |Rellgeny = C / / FO) (@ =) e ar| sPnho1ds
0 s

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

| oo ~ _ p
Bi1+n—k 1

1

ft B Bitn—k

(2.33) Bl e = | [| [T D ] g (B
1 s

(8) On the sphere, by Equation (2 , with a change of variables, cost replaced by t and cosd (0,£) = s, we get

S

1 p

1 s fN(t) (82 _ t2)%7 Bitn—k 4
(s")y=c / / s dt| s (1— %) 2 ds
0 0

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

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>? ([A])). Let (X, 1) be a measure space and p,q > 1. The Lorentz space L7 (X, u) is the
space of all measurable functions f on X for which the Lorentz norm,

(2.34) [Refr

B1:B2

(2.35) 1 f oo (x,) =

sup{s)\f( )%} q = +o0,
s>0

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

(2.36) Ap(8) = plz € X|[f ()| > s}

Remark 2.25. It is known (see for instance, [9]) that ||xg| rr.1(x,u0) = 1 (E)%, for measurable sets £ C 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 C 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 (z)| < |g (x)|, for almost every x € X, we have || f]| < ||g]|-
If, for any measurable set with finite measure E C X, we have

ITxell < ClixEellLe(x.us
where, the constant C' is independent of the choice of the set E, then, for every f € LP' (X, i), we have
1T < Cllfllzex -

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

Theorem 2.27 (Stein and Weiss). Let (X, u), and (Y,v) be measure spaces. Let oy, as be positive functions on X, and
B1, B2 be positive functions on'Y. Let 1 < p;,q; < oo for i =0,1, and suppose that T is a operator such that for i = 0,1, we
have

1 (Tf) Billg: < Cill fevillp, -
Then, for 6 € (0,1), % = 11;9 + z%’ % = 1;09 + ;%, and o = oy ~af and B = By B¢ such that p < +oo, we have

1(TF)Bllg < Cliferllp-
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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 The existence of k-plane transforms for (weighted) LP-functions on R™ is well
studied (see for instance, [28]). We look at the weighted Lebesgue spaces on H" and S™, given by Equation , and ask
for which p > 1 and choice of a1, as € R does the k-plane transform exist.

3.1. The Hyperbolic Space H". 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 oy, s € R, does the k-plane transform exist for functions in L%, . (H")?

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

Theorem 3.1. Fora;+as >k—n,and 1 <p< wz‘zft”_l, the k-plane transform exists for all functions f € L%, ,, (H").
Also for functions in L}ll)az (H™) with oy + as = k —n, the k-plane transform is well-defined. Moreover, when the conditions

stated above are not satisfied, there are radial functions f € L%, ,, (H") for which Ry f = +oc.

Proof. First, let us fix ay + g >k —nand 1 <p< % We choose

a1 +n

1—-n—o1 —ay

Y '
Such a choice of «; and 75 is possible because under the assumptions on a1, as, and p, we get an unbounded region of R?
with the constraints mentioned above (see Figure [3)).

71>max{k;—n,— }andk—n—al—a2<71—|—72<

N \

Yit+Ye=k—n—o1—a 72Nk — 1 . 77(}1+n
1—-n—a;— o

— Y1t Ve = ;
P

\

FIGURE 3. Region in R? for choices of v; and ~s.

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

1,002

Ry f (€) sinh®* ™7 d (0, €) cosh® 72 d (0, €) dé

Hk(Hn)
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e+ k ar+yntn
2 2’ 2 ’

=C /f (x) sinh® ™ d (0, z) cosh® 72 d (0, z) o I} (— tanh? d(O,a:)) dx

We write a; = %

on H™ to obtain,

+ % and as = % + %, and use Holder inequality with exponents p and p’ along with polar decomposition

/ R f (€)sinh® ™t d (0, &) cosh® 172 d (0, £) d¢
= (H™)

p P

dt ,

oo

< Sl oy [ [ s o

az+7 k ar+m+n 2
Fi | — =3 ;tanh” ¢
2 1( 2 a2a 2 ; tan

By the choice of vy, and v, we have from Equation (B.3]) that o F (— 0‘2;“’2 , %; 0‘1+;’1+" : tanh? t) is bounded, and the integral
is convergent. This gives the existence of Ry f under the given assumptions.
To check the existence for p = 1, let us choose «; > 0 such that a; +v1 > k —n and y2 = —vy;. Again, from Equation

(2.21) and Equation (A.11), we get for any f € L, ,, (H"),

/ Ry, f (€)sinh® 7 d (0, €) cosh® " d (0, €) dé

E (H™)

x—m k ai+ntn
2 2 2 ’

= | [ 1 @sink 7t d(0.0) cosh®™ 7 d 0,0) o < tanh? d((),a:)) de

< C/ |f (z)] sinh® d (0, z) cosh®? d (0, ) tanh™ d (0, ) 5 5
Hn

-m k
o (—a2 n 'a1+’71+n;tanh2d(0,x)>’dx.

It is clear that with the choice of v; and ~2, we have from Equation (B.3)) that o F} (7“2;71 , g; a1+;1+”;tanh2 d (O,x)) is
bounded. Also, tanh™ d (0,z) < 1. Therefore, we get

/ Ry f (€)sinh®* ™7 d (0, €) cosh® 7 d (0,€) d¢| < C/ |f (x)]sinh®* d (0, z) cosh®? d (0, z) dz = C”f”LLl,aQ(H") < +o0.
= (H™) Hr

Hence, we have shown the existence of the k-plane transform for functions in L%, , (H") whenever a; + ag > k —n and
1< p< atoadnal

It only remains to check the existence in the case when oy + a; =k —n and p = 1. To see this case, let us choose v; > 0
such that v, + a1 > k —n and 2 < —v;. To make things precise, let us fix yo = —y; — 1. For any f € L} (H™), we have

Q1,02
by using the duality relation given in Equation (2.21]), and Equation (A.11)),

/ Ry.f (€)sinh® ™1 d (0, €) cosh® ™" "1 d (0,€) dé
=k (H™)

a-—n-1kat+tn+n,
2 19’ 2 ’

=C /f(ﬂc) sinh® 7 d (0, 2) cosh™ ™" 1 d (0, 2) 2 Fy (— tanh2d(0,x)) dz|.

2y (=221t B L shanh® d(0,))
cosh d(0,z)

For our choice of parameters, we have from Equation (B.5]) that » lim = (. Therefore,

0,z)—00
for sufficiently large R > 0, using the fact that hypergeometric function is continuous, hence bounded on compact sets, and
that v; > 0, we get

/ Ry f (&) sinh® ™7 (0, €) cosh® "1 d(0,€) d¢
Er (H™)
<C / |f (2)] sinh®* d (0, x) cosh™? d (0, z) tanh™ d (0, z) dz

B(0,R)
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+C / |f ()] sinh®* d (0, ) cosh® d (0, z) tanh™ d (0, ) cosh™ ' d (0, z) cosh d (0, x) dx

H~\B(0,R)

< C/ |f (z)|sinh®* d (0, ) cosh®™ d (0,z)dz = C| f|lzr  (@n) < +00.

ap,an

Hence, Ry f is finite for almost every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold in H"™. O

We now see through a few examples that the constraints on aq,as 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, LE, ,, (H").

Example 3.2. In this example, we see that the condition p <
artas+n—1
k—1

ajtaz+n—1 : : : :
s2a = imposed in Theorem is optimal, when

a1 + as > k —n. Let assume that p > > 1, and consider the function

sinh— 7 - d (0, z) cosh™ 7% d (0,2)
(14 coshd (0, x))% In (14 coshd (0,z))

Using the polar decomposition on H", we have,

sinht
112z, m = [ 7
0

f@)=

dt
1+ cosht)In? (1 + cosht)
Upon substituting In (1 + cosht) = u, we get
P [
HfHLgl,aQ(H”) =C up du < 400,

In2
for every p > 1. That is, whenever p > 1, we have f € L%, (H"). For the k-plane transform, we have from Equation ([2.26)),

0 —n—a a k_
Bt (0 c / sinh™ 5 ¢ cosh™ ¥ ¢ [ | tanh®d (o,g)] 2! TSI,
k = - 5 :
coshd (0, f)d (1 + cosh t)% In (1 + cosht) tanh?® ¢
Substitute In (1 4 cosht) = u. Then, we have,
o 2 gt L k_q
o (v =1)?=1) (v — 1) 7 (e —1)? i 5-
R S 1——¢ — ) tann?d(o, du.
kf () coshd (0,€) e(3=1)uy (v —1)° -1 ()

In(1+cosh d(0,£))

The total power of ¢* towards infinity is k — 1 — %f”*l >0, forp > ‘“*z‘zft”*l Therefore, the integral does not converge
and Ry f = +o0 in this case.

Example suggests that for given oy, as € R with ay + g > k —n, the restriction on p (i.e., p < w) is optimal.
We now see whether the restriction on a; + ag is also optimal.

Example 3.3. Let us now fix ay + as < k — n, and consider the function,

sinh™ 7 d 0,z) cosh 7+ d (0,x) (2 4 sinhd (0,2)) »

f(@)= In'ts (2 +sinhd (0, z))

Then, we have using the polar decomposition on H"”,

IfII? —C'/ sinh™ !  cosh ¢
Ly e (H7) (2 +sinh )" In”** (2 + sinh )
0

By substituting In (2 4 sinh t) = u, we get

)
p —
Hf”Lgl:az(H" = /6(" Dy p+1du<—|—oo,
n2

for every p > 1, and hence f € LP H"). For the k’—plane transform, we have from Equation (2.26)),

alag(

Rif (&) = sinh® 1 ¢ dt.

C / sinh™ 7 tcosh 5 t {1 B tanh®d (0, ) E
coshd (0,¢) (2 +sinh ) In'*% (2 + sinht) tanh® ¢

)
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By substituting In (2 4 sinh ¢) = u, we get

l—ag

1
2

C oo T (e -2t 1) T [1 B <(e“ —2)%+1

coshd (0.€) =Dy} (e =2’
In(2+sinh d(0,£))

k
k1

) tanh? d (0, 5)] dt.

Rif (&) =

artastn—1

The total power of e* towards infinity is kK — 1 — >0fora; +as <k—nandp>1orfor a; + as=k — n and

p > 1. Therefore, in these cases, we have Ry f = 4o0.
We notice that the proof of Theorem [3.1] together with Examples [3.2] and completely answers Question

Remark 3.4. Theorem and Example give a natural “end-point” of existence for the k-plane transform. Particularly,
we know that for p = 0‘1"";%"_1, the k-plane transform is not well-defined on L%, (H"). In Section |5 we take up this
end-point and prove a Lorentz norm estimate for radial functions.

3.2. The Sphere S™. We now look at the existence conditions for the totally-geodesic k-plane transform on S™. Here, we
consider the weighted Lebesgue spaces LP (S™), as given in Equation (2.7)). Particularly, we ask the following question.

ap,02

Question 5. For what values of p > 1, and a1, aa € R, does the k-plane transform exist for functions in L%, ., (S")?

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

Theorem 3.5. For any aj,as € R, and p > 1 4 «q, the k-plane transform is well-defined on the weighted Lebesgue space
L (S™). Moreover, for aa=0 and p=1, the k-plane transform is well-defined on the weighted Lebesque space LP, (S™).

Qaq,02 Q1,02
Further, if the hypotheses stated above are not satisfied, then there are radial functions f € L%, (S") for which Ry f = +o0.
Proof. Let a1,as € R be given. We prove this result in two cases.

Case I: We first assume that p > 1 4+ as and p # 1. Let us fix 73 > max {k —n—aq, —(’“pJ,r"} and 72 € R such that
k+ as+ 72 ¢ 2Z and —1;# < 72 < —ag. Then, from the duality of the k-plane transform (Equation (2.21))), and Equation
(A.12), and an application of Hélder’s inequality, we have

/ka ) sin®t ¢ (0,€) cos™ 2 d (0, &) dé

k
< C/ |f ()] sin® 7 d (0, ) [cos®>T72 d (0, z) | |2 F} (— a2 -2i-727 5 ot ;1 + n; — tan? d(O,x)) dz
Sn
(3.1) < C||f||Lgl,a2(SH)I(Z,azmwz,
where,
: , k P’
(3.2) Iy an e = /sinaler d(0,x) ’cosaﬁp ke d(O,x)‘ o Fy (—a2 ; e % Mt ;1 + n; — tan? d(Omc)) dz
Sn
% ’
/ ’ k p
= C’/Sino‘1+p A=l eog@2 TPz ¢, Yy (_ag —2’—72 5 ot ;1 + n; — tan? t) dt
0

:C(I1+12).

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

™

Y
p
I = /sino‘lﬂ’/'w'"_1 tcos®2tP 2 ¢ g (_042 e E atnt n; — tan? t) dt,
0

2 2’ 2

and

’

z
’ ’ « kE « n P
I, = /sino‘1+p NAR=l i og®2 P2 ¢ |, By (— 2t Fartnt : — tan? t) dt.
T

2 2’ 2

The integral I; is finite due to the choice of 77, and the fact that the cosine and hypergeometric terms are bounded when
te (0, %) For the integral Is, we need to consider the behaviour of the hypergeometric function. From Equation , we
get

k
o Fy (—aQ T Foatntn, — tan? t)

2 72 2 '
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T tan®2t72 ¢ s + Yo o +as+y+y2+n as +72+ k 2
= — = : Ter el | — 5 ,1— 5 31— 5 ; —cot™t
S+ oy )3 T ()T (Somerms)
—k
t k —k k.
3 an , 1<’1_a1+71+n ;1+042+72+ tQt)
T (_ ag;’yz) T (a1+’y12+nfk> 2 2 2

Since, 72 < —ag, we have that the first term in this expression is bounded towards 7. 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 I, is integrable
since vo > —1£2%2  This completes the proof for existence in this case.

Case IT: We now consider oz = 0 and p = 1. First, we notice that by taking 2 = 0 in Equation (A.12) of Theorem
we get

(3.3) R: (sin™ d (0, ) (z) = C'sin™ d (0,z) ,

provided v; > k — n. Therefore, for a given oq € R, let us choose 71 > 0 such that a; + 1 > k — n. Then, we have, for
functions f € L, o (S™), using Equations (2.21)) and ( .,

/ Ry f (&) sin® ™71 @ (0,¢) d¢| < C/ |f ()] sin® ™7 d (0, 2) dz < CHf||L1 o(sm) < oo

Er (S)
It only remains to be checked that when o < 0 and p =1 > 1+ a9, the k-plane transform of functions in La1 a, (S™) exists.
However, we notice that for as < 0, we have for any ¢ € (O, 2) cos®? t > 1. Consequently,

912, ooy = [ 1F @sin® d0,2)do < [ |f (2)]sin™ d(0,2)cos™ d(0.2)de = | Flns ., 00
Sn sn
for any oy € R. That is, for ap < 0, we have L}, , (S") C o (S™). In Case II, we have seen that for functions in
L}, o (S™), the k-plane transform is well-defined. Therefore, it is also defined on L{, ,, (S™), when ay < 0. This completes
the proof‘ |

Next, we show that for ag > 0 and 1 < p <1+ a9, there are radial functions in LP (S™) for which Ry f = +oo.

1,02
Example 3.6. Let us fix ag > 0and 1 <p <1+ ay. We define a function f: S™ — C, as
sin” % d (0, z)

J @)= cosd (0, x)
Then, by using the polar decomposition on S™, we have,
12y o= / 05 P ¢sin™ 1 dt.
0

By substituting cos?t = u, we get
1

TPy Sn_c/u” P (1 — )P dt < oo,

0

since p < 1+ ay. That is, f € LE, ,, (S"). Further, for the k-plane transform of f at £ € =, (S™), we have from Equation
(12.27),

E_
Rif(§) = COS2 d(0,&) — cos? t) > sint dt = 400

cosk=1d (0,€) 1dO§ / " cost
0,§)

s

Example gives us that the restriction p > 1 + ao is optimal, for any as>0. However, Theorem has a stronger
restriction on p, when g > 0. The next example shows that for ay > 0 and p = 1 + as, there are radial functions for which
the k-plane transform is not well-defined. Particularly, the restriction p > 1 4 ag is optimal.

Example 3.7. Let us fix s > 0 and p = 1 4+ as. We consider the function f:S™ — C, defined as

B sin” % d (0, z) 1 -
S @)= cosd (0,x) <ln cosd(O,x)) X(

) (d(0,2)).

ISl
[NE]
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where, % < v < 1. We notice that such a choice of v is possible since as > 0. We have,

l n 1 —YP
t 1
/ dt.
cost cos t
T

3
1
P _ e 1
Hf”L’;l,ag(S") - C/COSO‘2 Ptsin™™ "¢ <ln cost)
T

v

By substituting cos?t = e, we get

”fHLg ap (S™) —C/ 1—8_1} 2/_11}_pwd1}<+00,

In2

since vp > 1. On the other hand, from Equation (2.27)), we get for any £ € Ej, (S™),

c / L 1_o1 9 gnko1 1 1\
—_—— » ¢ d(0,&) — t)?  — | In— dt.
cosk=1d(0,¢&) / S (cos™d(0,€) — cos™1) cost \ " cost

max{§,d(0,6)}

Rif (&) =

Substituting In Coqt = u, we get
Rif (&) = S / (1- 6_21‘)_% (cos?d (0,€) — 6_2“)%_1 u Ydu = 400
cosk=1d(0,¢&) ’ ’

1
max{h‘l 2,In Cos d(0,8) }

since v < 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+ ao, when as > 0. We consider this end-point in Section [5] and obtain boundedness of the k-plane transform (for

radial functions) on Lorentz space, L%! | (S™).

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 R". 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
The motivation of our study in this section lies in the works of Kumar and Ray (see [I8]), 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. Givena >k—nand1 <p< O‘—;g” ora=k—n and p =1, what are the necessary and sufficient conditions
on B € R such that the following inequality holds for all radial functions?

(4.1) 1(d (0,))” Rflloo < Cllfllzz e

We know (see for instance [28]) that the k-plane transform exists on L? (R"), exactly when a >k —n and 1 < p < &2
ora=k—nandp=1.
First, let us obtain necessary conditions for Inequality m ) to hold.

Theorem 4.1. Leta>k—n and1 <p< a—*’” ora=k—nandp=1. Then, Inequality (4.1] . holds only if B = ‘”‘" — k.

Proof. For a fixed A > 0, let us consider the function fx = xp(o,r)- Then, we have, using the polar decomposition of ]R”,

A v
1fllzz @ = C / e = on
0
The k-plane transform of f) is given in Equation . By choosing d(0,¢) = )\ it is easy to see that

1(d(0,))” Ricflloo > CAPFE.
Therefore, a necessary condition for Inequality (4.1)) to hold is
AR < O\
for all A > 0. This is possible only if § = C”‘” — k. |
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We now see that the necessary condition of Theorem is also sufficient.

Theorem 4.2. Leta>k—nand1 <p< %
(A) For k > 2, Inequality (4.1] . ) holds if and only if B = &% — k.

(B) For k =1, Inequality (4.1 holds if and only if 8 = —k and p > 2.
Proof. The necessity of the condition g = — k was proved in Theorem |4.1l We now check the sufﬁmency
(A) First, we consider the case k > 2 and p > 1, which is fairly simple. Here, we have, from Equation (|2 ,
cx+'n. 7 - k3
(0.0 rf ©] <c@e T [ |Fol(# - @e.o?) v
d(0,§)
T 20,0\ "
C (d(0,€)) / 7] (1 _ ( (t’5)> ) -t g,
d(0,€)
Using Holder’s inequality and Equation (2.11)), we get
L
(@(0,) % 7 Rif (€)] < C@0,0) 7 7 I flgen I,
where,
o0 2\ 7' (5-1)
I= / ' (k=25 ) =1 <1 (d(2’5)> ) dt.
d(0,§)
By substituting @ = u, we obtain
1
a n a+n (k_ atn
(4.2) = (d(0,&))" (F==5~ /u k) (1—u2)p(2 Yau = ¢ (d(0,0) =)
0

r(2 (et )\ r(p'(E—1)+1
In the above equation, C' = ( 2 (F‘Ep,(cjl(f)ii) ) ) Hence, for k > 2 and p > 1, we have Inequality (4.1). Now,
2p

let us consider p = 1. From Equation (2.23) and the fact that a>k — n, we have the following.

d(0,¢)
<c [ |fw
d(0,¢)

(B) For the case k = 1 with p > 2, the proof is verbatim to that of 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 and Remark
14

e < O fll o ey

]

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 £ = 1 and p < 2. For 0 < a < b < o0, let us consider the characteristic function of an annulus
A= {z € R"|a < ||z|| < b}. Then, we have,

) :
(4.3) allizany = | [ 77 ar =€ 7 - ).

As for the X-ray transform of x 4, we have using Equation ([2.22)),

(4.4)
b

ra@=c [ (P-@oor)

max{a,d(0,£)}

1

2

N

_ (max{aQ,(d(O,f))Z} (d(0,8)) )

W=
I

tdt =C [(bQ — (0,5))2)
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Using d (0,€) = a in Equation (4.4)), we easily see that

1
(4.5) 1(d(0,))” Rixallpoon) > Ca® (b2 — a?)? .
Now, testing Inequality (4.1 against x4, we get from Equations (4.3) and .,
(4.6) af (b2 — a?)% < C (b° — aa+n)% ,

for 0 < a < b < 0. For a fixed a > 0, let us consider the function H : (a,00) — R, defined as

PP (b2 _ aQ)%

HO) = e e
Inequality (4.6]) is equivalent to saying that H is bounded. However, we see that since p < 2, we have,
P p_1q
) . aPf (b2 — a2) 2 ) <b2 _ CLZ) 2
%g}lH ®) = gf}z potn — gotn b (a+mn)botn—1 00

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

Remark 4.4. Example 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 t? by t
and Equation (C.2)), that

Bif (€)= Ite ((d(0,6)),
where,
et = (Vi).
Also, it is easy to see that

o0 P o0
3 p a+t+n—1 771
Mz =€ | [|Fof =ota) =c| [IF([ 5] =Clell,, o
0 0

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

(4.7) 2T 2 12 0] e 9.0y < Clll 2

a+n (0700)'
However, Inequality (4.7]) is not valid as seen in Proposition

The analysis done here completely answers Question [f] 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 H". In this section, we get necessary and sufficient conditions for the totally-geodesic k-plane
transform on H"™ to be an LP-improving bounded operator on weighted Lebesgue spaces of radial functions on H". That is,
we ask the following question.

Question 7. What are the admissible values of a1, a9, 1,82 € R, and r > p > 1 such that the following inequality holds for
all radial functions in LY, ., (H")?

(48) | Rifls

Further, we also ask the following question.

@@y < Cllfllee, ., @)

B1.8B2

Question 8. What are the admissible values of a1, s, 71,72 € R, and p > 1 such that the following inequality holds for all
radial functions f € L%, (H")?

(4.9) H sinh™ d (0, ) cosh™ d (0, ) Rk;f”Loo(Ek(Hn)) < CllfHLﬂl,az (H")-

First, we recall from Theorem that we must have oy + g > k—nand 1 <p < M%th"_l or a; +as =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 a; +as > k—nand1 <p< m*z‘zft”*l ora; +ay =k—mn and p =1. Then, Inequality (4.8) holds
only if

524’](171_04271SOL1+H_B1+H*]€Sk.

(4.10) B1>k—n and
r P P r
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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 a; > —n. Here, we consider, for A > 0, the function f) () = xp(o,») (x) coshd (0, z).
Then, we have, from Equation (2.12)),

A p ajt+n
AT A 11.
(411) ||fAHL£’,1,Q2(Hn) =C /Sinhal+n_1 tCOSha2+pt dt S C (wJﬂ))\ ?S sma.
0 € B , Als large.
On the other hand, from Equation (2.33)), we have
1
[ oo| oo k_q r ™
X(1,cosh A (t)t t2 — 82 2 Bi4n—k 4
1Befallzy, ,, Eeny) = C / / ( ) Sk_(l ) dt| sPtF (s 1) 2 ds
L1 s
[ cosh A\| cosh A T %
k_ Bitn—k
=C / / + (t2 . 52) k1 dt| gBetk—r(k=1) (32 B 1) e | ds
L 1 s
[ cosh A 7;
2 NT Bath—r(k—1) (2 |
=C (cosh A—s ) 2 ghatk—r( (s — 1) 2 ds
L 1

By substituting s? = (1 — ztanh? /\) cosh? \, and simplifying, we get
IBefallLy, . e

1
B14+n—k r
Sitnzk g

1
B1+Bytn— B1+n—k 21—
(4.12) = Ccosh™ 7 Atanh*T ™7 A / Lo CECENEE
2\
0 (1—xtanh )\)
(

SN (k—1)— k+ rk
1k ) ginh Rt A{Q}q(r )(2 )= B 1+—1+W% h2)\)]

The last equality follows from the integral representation of the hypergeometric function (Equation (B.2))). Indeed, Equa-
tion gives the necessity of 81 > k — n, for otherwise the hypergeometric integral does not converge and Ry fy ¢
Ly 5, (" (H™)). Depending on the behaviour of the hypergeometric function in the above expression, we have from Theo-
rem

=

=C cosh

Bi+n—k

Ao+ =— A is small.
(4.13) Hka)\”Lﬂl 5, (Ex(H)) >C e(—ﬂl+ﬁgr+n 1+1)>\, Aislarge and 1 + B2 >r(k—1)—(n—1).
ek Aislarge and f1 + B2 <r(k—1)—(n—1).
We want Inequality (4.8]) to hold for all A > 0. Particularly, for small A > 0, we get from Inequalities (4.11)) and (4.13)),
Bitn—k (11+"

MNt="— < oA

As A — 0, the above inequality forces
k+61+nfk ! +n.

r

For large A > 0, we have two cases. First, if 81 + 82 > r (k — 1) — (n — 1), then, from Inequalities (4.8]), (4.11]), and (4.13)),
we get

e([§1+ﬁ27.+n_1+1)>\ S C e((xl+ui+n—l+1))\'

As \ — oo, the above inequality forces
Br+p2+n—1 catatn—1

r o p
This is equivalent to 22t7=1 — -l < artn — Bitn=k In the case when 81 + B2 < r (k — 1) — (n — 1), we first observe that
from the existence condition of Theorem
-1 —1
p1+p2+n cp_jcMtoatn-1
r p

That is, in any case, we must have Bt 2+" L < 0‘1+0‘2+” L for the validity of Inequality (4.§ .

Also, from Inequalities (4.8 , -, and -, we get

e < C’e( ezt +1)A,
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As A — oo, the above inequality forces p < %7 which is redundant! This gives the necessity of the conditions of

Equation (4.10) for oy > —n.
Case II: Let us now assume a; < —n, and consider the function fy (z) = xp(0,x) () sinh™ 7 d (0, z) coshd (0,z). Then,

we have, using Equation (2.12)),

A P n
AP A is small.
4.14 my =C inh" " tcosh® Pt dt| < C{  apin
(414 Ul ey =€ | [ o SO0 e
We now use Equation ([2.33) to estimate the Ly, p,-norm of Ry fi.
1
[ ool oo _oq k_q r H
X(1,cosh A (t)t -1 2 (42 —82)2 Bitn=k 4
1Befllzy, . @e@ny) = C / / ( ) ( S,ﬁz ( dt| sPtF(s2—1) 2 ds
L1 s
[ cosh A| cosh A r %
_o1 k_ Bitn—k _
e / / F(2 - 1) (12— ) Fag] ghekerten (@2 )T g
L 1 s

In the inner integral, let us substitute t?> = z (cosh2 A— 82) + s2. Then, after simplification, we get

1Befllzy, . @)

3=

T

[cosh A| 1 o
A N o LI - Bifn=k _
=C / / ( (COS : S >:C) (32 — 1) 2; (cOShQ)\ — 82) 2 x%—ldx 862+k—7(k—1) (82 _ 1) 15 1ds
L 1 0
1
T k k s? h2 A\ | k Brtn—k 1
L 1

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 @ to obtain

1Bk Sfllzy, @)

3=

cosh A IS
B1t+n—k 1

= CSinh_% A (COSh2 A — 82)% SBz-l—k—r(k—l) (82 _ 1)#* ds

oy k cosh? \ — 82>
Jol B TS P A
2 (2]3 2 sinh? \

Since a3 < —n < 0, from Remark we see that the hypergeometric function in the above integral is bounded below by a
positive constant. Hence, we have,

1
cosh A v
B1+n—k 1

o rk
IRk Sl . @equmy = Csinh™ 5 A / (cosh® X — %) 2 sPth—r(h=1) (32 1) 2 ds

1

Now, we substitute s2 = 1 + zsinh? A and simplify to get

(4.15)
1
p Tk By4n—k r
S (l-2)2z = -
”kaHLﬂ1 gy (B (HM) CRAD / (r—D)(h—1)— B dz
(1—|—7:sinh2 )\) 2

1
*C’Slnhﬁprn k al—i—k)\ [2F1 <(7‘— 1) (k‘2— 1) —ﬁz’ o1 +271— 14 ﬁ1+n;k+rk h2)\>:| T .

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 81 > k — n is necessary. Now, using the transformation of Equation (B.6) @, we get

— TR\ coshP2 (D=1 y o

(=) (k1= Bran—ktrk o\
o (L0t kg ek )

IRk Sl

B1.82 (—'k (Hn
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Finally, using Theorem we have

PR Stk A is samll.
(4.16) IRkl , ey = € PH 225 0X T s large and By + o > 1 (k—1) — (n— 1).
e(k_%l)k, Aislarge and f1 + B2 <r(k—1)—(n—1).

We desire the inequality (4.8 . From Inequalities (4.14) and 1- , using A — 0 and A — oo, following the arguments of
Case I, we get the necessary conditions stated in Equatlon (14.10] (]

Remark 4.6. We again emphasize that the restrictions on a1, as and p, stated in Theorem are required for the existence
of the k-plane transform on the weighted Lebesgue space LP H™).

g, (
We now see that conditions of Theorem are also sufficient for LP-improving norm estimate of Equation (4.8]).

Theorem 4.7. Let oy +as >k —nand 1 <p< w orai+as=k—nandp=1, and r > p.
(A) Fork > 2, Inequalzty . ) holds for any radial functwn felrLr (H™) if and only if B1, B2 € R satisfy the conditions

of Equation (4
(B) For k =1, we assume in addition that % — % < % forp>1 or that r <2 for p=1. Then, Inequality (4.8]) holds for

any radial function f € LY, . (H") if and only if B1, B2 € R satisfy the conditions of Equation (4.10).

1,002

Before we begin the proof, we present its outline by ﬁxmg artas>k—n,1<p< M, and r > p. First, we

observe that the necessary condition stated in Equation (4 gives two separate information about the weights 51 and Ss.
It is clear that 82 has an upper bound (but no lower bound), while 81 has both an upper bound and a lower bound. Such a
condition is natural since for any 8} < 35, and a fixed 8, € R, we have for any ¢ : E; (H") — C,

(4.17) el w0 <elloy, L @@

AL

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

by fixing ,81 , )eR by the following equations
0—|—k—1 ag—l_k_al—l—n (0)—|—n—k;
r p p r ’

With the norm estimate obtained for the above choices of B(o) and ﬁ(o) we see with the help of Inequality (4.17), that we

[CONTY A _ ) p_q —
have the boundedness for 0‘1].# S '62+k L 0‘2T1 < k= % — o1

- =k and any B2 € R satlsfymg -

Now, we fix 85 € R such that % — % < k, and choose Bl € R by the following equation.

52+k—1+a2—1:a1+n_ §1)+n—k
r D ) r '

That is, for a fixed a1, € Rwith a1 +aa >k —n, 1 <p< al*z‘zft”*l, r > p, and By € R satisfying % — D‘?Tfl <k,

we get two “end-points”, B{O) and ,851), for the weight 5. We may now use the weighted interpolation stated in Theorem
[2:27 to complete the proof.
The proof for the case when a1 + g = 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 a1 + as >k —nand 1 <p < wz%n_l
(A) Let us start by proving the result for & > 2.
) 4 b
Step I: We fix 81", 8" € R such that Z2F*=1 _ a27*1 = k = cutn M , with B9 > & —
By substituting s> = 4+ 1 and t?> = v + 1 in Equation (2 and 81mp11fy1ng, we get,
(4.18)

3=

[ oo T
k
2

—1 (0)+k 1 peg FICHNT L d d
k el 1 -1 v u
Hka”L;gO)ﬁgo)(Ek(Hn)) =C / /f Vo+1) vz (1 - f) (u+1) T (v41)72 —| -
0

1
o'} 1, ap—1 ()+n k v

-C //f v+ 1 )’02: (v+1)a21<zii>2+ : (%) ZT (17%)%_1%@ %“

0

We break the analysis by considering two situations about the values of p.
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Situation I: Let us consider 1 + 0‘2771 > 0. Owing to the fact that u < v, we get

co| oo 8O yn % "
= ag+n a1 N\ T u\s—1 u\ dv| du
1Rl o @ty < © / /f(vv“)v W) (D) (1-2)" xon (3) S =
0 lo
= C”F * G| L"((O,oo),%)’
where,
~ aq ag—1
(4.19) F)=Ff(Vix D)t (t+1)%F
and
I3§0)+nfk k_q
(4.20) G(t)=t (T=8)2"" X1 ().
By Young’s convolution inequality, we have
” kaL (O) (0) (Ex(H™)) < C”F”Lp((o,oo),%)”GHLq((o’oo),%)a

where, 14+ 1 = l + l From Equation (2.14), we know that ||F||Lp((0 oo dt) = [fllzz, ., @my- Also, since k > 2 and

(0 >k —n, Wehave

Q

1 FON
) g e
16 a0ty = | [ ¢ (-0 ar] < 4oo,
0
Hence, we get

IR kf||L o ) <Clflzz, .., @y
),
Situation II: Now, let us consider 1 + "‘2 L < 0. From Equation (4 and the fact —O‘I;r” _ Bidnzk t” ko k, we
get,
_ i, 1
oo oo 1 ag—1 r
FOTTTY a1 (u 1\ b 5-1 dv| du
R L = n = C 1 12:0 1 2p (7) (1 _ 7) _
I kf”L@%O)ﬂéo)(uk(H ) / /f( v )v w+1) <U + 1) v v v U
LO |u
- . .
o0 ajtagdn—1 k-1 k "
- aytn ap—1 caregtnol kol | dvl| d
<c //f(WH)wp Rl 6 I (T R O EE 0
v v vl o u
Lo |0

where the last inequality is due to the fact that u < v and 1+ 0‘2771 < 0. From the above inequality, it is clear that
IR fl 2

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

5O, (o)(uk(H")) < CHF*GHLT((QOO)’%),

altagtn—1 k—1

artootn—l _ k—1 k_
(4.21) Gt)=t 2p T (1—=1)2"" x0) (t).
Now, since p < (’1'“,:%{"_1 and k > 2, we have
1 i
1G] o (0,00,20) = / () g B a| < oo
0
Hence, from Equation (2.14), we conclude that
IR kf||L o ) <Clflzz, ..., @y

As stated in the outline of the proof, we now have for any 8 € R with 52+k L QQTfl <k,

Hka”L; @) < Clfllze, ., @)

§O) »B2

oM
Step II: Let us now consider 82 € R with %—MTTI < kand Bgl) € R given by 52+Tk_1 — a2p*1 = 0‘1;”_ A J;" k.
We have from Equation (4.18]),

31 Bpthot ko1 p{Dinok _1dv| du
[ Ry flzr (Ee(H™)) = / /f Vo+1 g (1—*)2 (u+1) o D (v+1)2 —| —
IS v o u
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v+1
u
p_ogtn B0 4nk 1 apoa Batk—1_ k-1 sy 2 :t"fk uy E-1 dvrdu )
(7)+1)2 2p 2r 2 2p (U-l—l) 27 (,) (1_,) _ _
v v v U
T 1\ st 8 tnk E_1q rd '
~ a1tn ag—1 u -+ 2r 2 U 1 o u\ - v U
4.22 <C VoFi)v e 1) % (,) (1_,) vl qu
(122 <o|[|[ 7T ey (1) . e
0 |u

ar+n 551)"‘"_]“ _ Botk—1
» - -

where, in the last inequality, we have used the relation . -

two situations.
Situation I: Let W —k+1>0. Then, by virtue of u < v, we have from Inequality (4.22)),

- o‘zp_l < k. We again consider

1
T p

oo| oo [§§1)+n—k ke
~ ajtn ag—1 /q 7 u\ 31 w\ dv| du
r = n < P 2 — - — — ) — —
||ka||LB§1)762(Hk(]H[ n<C / /f(\/v+1)v (v 1) 2 <U) (1 U) X(0,1) (U) v wu
0 |0
= ClIE* Gl 1 (0,00, 21

where, F' and G are given by Equations (4.19)) and (4.20)), respectively, with ﬂ%o) replaced by 551). From the arguments
y (.8

provided in Step I, Situation I, we have Inequalit ) for all radial functions in L5, . (H").

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

T

Sl

ajtagtn—1 k-1

I odm a2l U v 2 u\ 51 w\ dv| du
HkaHL;gl)J12 @) < C / /f (Vo+1)v 2 (v+1) (E) 3 2 (1 B 7) " on (7) dv| du
0 10

[ v v u

t art+n 651)+"—k — Botk—1  as—1

- - . Thus, we again have an inequality of the
P

Here, we have utilized the fact tha
form

||R4cf||L;(l)ﬁ2 @) < CIF * Gllpe (0,000,425

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 31 to obtain the result. Let 1 < p < W‘z%"_l
(0)+n—k ey
p<r<oo, W—O‘ZTTI < k be fixed. Letﬂio) §1) € R be such that O‘IP#— 1 :kand%ﬂ—wz
% — ”‘27;1. From Step I, we have an inequality of the form
s{® o o
(4.23) sinh 7 d (0, ) cosh ? d (0, ) Ry f < C|[sinh 7 d(0,-)cosh® d(0,-) f
L7 (Zx(H)) Lp(H")
From Step II, we have,
s o o
(4.24) sinh  d (0, ) cosh ? d (0, ) Ry f < C||sinh " d(0,-) cosh 7 d (0, -) f
L7 (Ex (H™)) Lp(H")
Hence, from Theorem we have for every 0 € (0, 1),
8" o o
(4.25) sinh 7~ d(0,-) cosh ® d (0, -) Ref < C| sinh# d(0,-) cosh F d (0,) f :
L7 (Sx(H™)) Lp(H")

where,
B8 = -0)8" + 08"

It is readily seen that we have

Pothk—-1 ax—1_ oq+n_ﬁ§6)+n—k:
r P - P r
and for any 1 € R that satisfies the conditions of Equation (4.10), there is some 6 € [0, 1] such that ﬂ%e) = B.
This completes the proof of

<k

— )
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(B) We now prove the result for £ = 1. First, we notice that for = — = < 3, the proof is verbatim to that of The
condition 1 5= 1 < 1 is used to show that the functions G of Equatlonb (4:20) and ([@21)) are in L9 ((0,00), 9t).

1 , &
Therefore, it only remains to see the case when % — % = % 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
We start with Equation (4.18]). We have,

<1

1 T

f 11—1—1) 2 b2 fatnoi_y 1
(4.26) ”kaHLEl,BQ(Ek(Hn)) = / / ( + 1) 52 Patr rdv| du = CHp_IEQOHLr(Q),

’U*U

where, in the notation of Theorem |C.1| m Q =R, and

B2 Bitn—1_ 1

po (@)= (1+2)% o™ F % and (@) = F (Vo + 1) @+ 1)1,

Now, let us consider

=

B2 Bi4+n—-1_1

ple) = (1+2)% o5 1,

Therefore, by Theorem we have,

1
1 ~ p Bz 1 Bitn—1 1
(4.27) Hka||L211g2(Ek(H")) = CHp_IfcpHLr(Q) § CHpgDHLp(Q) =C /‘f (\/x + 1)‘ (:L‘Jr 1)10( 27 2) xp(il i)dgj
0

Now, let us consider the two “emd—points77 for the weight 3, as done in the proof of ( )
(0)
Step I: Let us consider Bl , ) € R given by ¢ — ‘”Tfl =k =ain _ M with £ = 1. Using this
relation together with 1 5= 1 § in Equation (4 , we get

T

B =

(o)
~ P ag—1 aj+n
Hka”L;(O) S0 (@) <C /’f(\/ﬁ)‘ (x+1)"2 2z 2z ldz
1 "2
0

From Equation (2.14]), we conclude that
IR kf”L o () <Clflez, .., @)

Hence, from Inequality (4.17)), we have for any 82 € R with M — 0‘2771 <k,
Hka”L; J(Er ) <Clflee

@7, (12 )

(0)
.8
for all radial functions f € L5 . (H").

Step II: Now, we consider 53 € R with % — O‘?Tfl < k and ﬁ;l) € R given by B2+Tk_1 — 0‘2;1 = a1p+n — 51";”"“,
with & = 1. Using this assumption in Equation (4.27)), we reach at

3=

) C | [ |F(Va+T)] (Hl)zw_l( ) N

Rifllr
l kf||Lﬁ r+1

51)432

1
P
-1

; P a2-1 ag4n
<C ’f(\/JH—l)‘ (@+1)F ™ de| = C|fllu, ., -

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

Case IT: We now take up the case When Oq 4+ as =k —n and p = 1. With the given assumptions, let f € L
a radial function. Then, from Equation (2 , we get

H™) be

s (

1
| 0o ~ T ™

-1
f _ ﬂ1+n—k71
1Rk fllzy, @y = / / sk : dt| sPTl (2 —1) 2 ds

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

3=

[e%e) t
- £7 [il+nk 1
1Refley, e <€ [T | [ (=) 8D e (2 o) as| .
1 1
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In the inner integral, we substitute s> — 1 = (t2 - 1) v, and obtain

k Bi+n—k i
=1

T ) Bitnok kg (1—v)" (5-1)y
(4.28) IRkfllzy |, ) < C/‘f(t)‘ G / PR —— dv| dt.
1 0 B

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

1Bl ,, )

_C/‘f(t)‘(tz— )BW e [2F1((T_1)(k_1)+1_62 ﬁ1+n_k~ﬁl+”_k+r(k—1)+1;1—t2>]rdt.
1

2 ’ 2 ' 2 2
Next, we use the transformation of the hypergeometric function given in Equation @ and get

Bitn—k | k —(r— —1)—
1T+§—1tﬁ2 ( lr)(k 1)-1

”ka”L;;lﬁZ(Hﬂ) < C/ ‘f(t)‘ (> —1)
1

[gFl((r_l)(k_21)+1_62,1+7“(§—1);61+;_k+r(§—1>+1;1—t12>}Tdt.

Now, by substituting ¢ = cosh x, we get

oo

1 Re Sl L, () S C'/ ’f(coshx)

0

[QFI((r—l)(k—l)ﬂ—ﬁ;lH(k_1);W+r<k_1) +1;tanh2x>} du.

51+n LY Bo—(r—1)(k—1)—1

sinh x cosh v T X

3=

2 2 2 2
From our assumption, we have M < ai;+as+n—1=k—1. Therefore,
Bi+n—k Lo—(r—1D((k-1)—1 pBri+Be+n—rk+r—2 (r—1D(k-1)+1
+ = < -
2 2 2 2
Therefore, from Equation (B.5)) of Theorem we conclude that there is a C' > 0
F ((T71)(kf21)+1—ﬁ271+r(7 1); B1+n k +T( —1)+ 1; tanh? x)
lim

—00 COSh(T_l)(k_l)""l—ﬁl—52—n+kx

< 0.

=C.

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

TR
i Budnk o p Ba—(r=1)(k=1)=1 _
Hka”LE s, <C / f (coshz)| sinh®*" ! 2 cosh®? z sinh th=n=—a1 o cosh v *2 gz dx
1:P2
Lo
oo
f - - oy Audnok _Bitn—k _
+/ f (cosh )| sinh® ¥~ ! x cosh®? 2 sinh th—n—a2 o osh » a2 0 o
R
MR
Btnzk o= (r=D(k=1)—1
=¢ / f (eoshz) smh‘”*" ' 2 cosh®® xsinh Rz g cosh v @2 dg
Lo
o0
+/ f(Coshx)‘Slnhal+" Lz cosh® g tanh ™7 tE-n=02 g coshFnm =02 4 gy
R

Now, we notice that under the assumptions of this result, we have M +k—n—a; > 0. Therefore, for z € (0, R),
B +n k Ba—(r—1)(k—1)—1
. thon—e1 gy < ¢ and cosh v ~2 g < C. Also, when z € (0, R), any power of cosh is bounded

ﬁ1+" b k—n—a;

we have sinh

above. Further, we have for x € (R, 00), tanh x < 1. Hence, we get

1Befllzy, . @y < Cllfllzy, ., @m-

@1, '12

This completes the proof! a
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Remark 4.8. It was proved in [I8] that the condition % — % < % 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 ﬁl, Bo. Instead, when

ﬁﬁf 1_ = Lk = O‘1+” M , we can proceed as in [I8], and check that the condltlon 1 — 1 < 1 is necessary for the

boundedness of the X- ray transform However, in other cases, the necessity of the condition l — % <1 5 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

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

Theorem 4.9. Let oy +as >k—nand1 <p< al"'z‘%‘;”_l ora;+as =k—n and p=1. Then, Inequality (4.9) holds for

all radial functions in LY, . (H") only if
a1 +n a1 +as+n—1

p

(4.29) ~1 > max {O, — k} and y1 + v2 <
Proof. We prove this result in two cases.
Case I: First, let us assume that «; > —n. In this case, we test Inequality 9) against the function f : H* — C, given

by fx (%) = xB(o,») () coshd (0,z), for A > 0. We have seen in Equation (4.11] that e Ly, ,, (H"). Using Equation (A.3),
we have,

(4.30)
sinh? d (0, 5
W) X0 (d(0,)).

It is now clear that if 41 < 0, then || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry fal| oo (=), (un)) = +00. This gives that for Inequality (4.9),
1 > 0 is necessary.
Also, by choosing d (0,€) such that sinh?d (0, ¢) = 5 L ginh? A in Equation (4 ([@.30), we get

sinh™ d (0, &) cosh?? d (0,€) Rif (€) = C'sinh™ d (0, ) cosh” ¥+ 4 (0, €) sinh* A (1 -

yo— k+1

(4.31) || sinh”* d (0, -) cosh™ d (O, -) Rk;f)\”Loo (2 (HP)) = C'sinh”+F ) (1 + cosh® \)
Now, using Inequalities (4.31)) and (4.11)) in Inequality (4 , we get

a1+n
13- k1 AT X is small.
sinh™ % \ (1 + cosh? )\) o< C o +a’ n—1 5 S
( 1tag +1))\ .
e v ,  Alis large.

Now, as A — 0, the above inequality is reduced to

a1+n

At < oxTE

which forces v; > alp# — k.
On the other hand, as A — oo, we get

+agtn—1
6(71+72+1)/\ < Ce(%‘*‘l))‘,

which forces y; + 72 < %f”‘l.

Case II: Let us now consider oy < —n and the function f (z) = xp(o,») (¥) sinh™ 7 d (0,2) coshd (0, ). We have seen in

Equation (4.14) that f\ € L%, , (H"). From Equation (A.4), we have

sinh™ d (0, §) cosh™ d (0, ) Rifx (€)

k
_ _er inh?d (0,€)\ ® o k sinh? d (0, )
— C'sinh™ d (0, ) cosh™~¥+1 4 (0, €) sinh*~ 5 A <1 Sm) F (,1;1 T IR ALRS))
(0.6 0.6 sinh? A 2 2p 2 sinh? \

Again, it is clear that v; > 0 is necessary, for otherwise we have || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry fx|| Lo (=, (s1n)) = +00.

Also, by choosing d (0, €) such that sinh®d (0, &) = %Sinh2 A, we get

1=kt

4.32 sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry fx|| Lo (= (in)) > C'sinh™ 5= %" X\ (1 + cosh? \
(B (H™))
By using Inequalities (4.32]) and (| in Inequahty .7 we get

o Jp— k1 A7, A is small.
sinh"TF =5 A (14 cosh?A) 2 < C{ 7 apens
( ) (%H))‘ A is large.
The necessary conditions are now obtained by taking A — 0 and A — oo, as in Case 1. O
Now we check the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Theorem [£.9]

Theorem 4.10. Let a; +as >k —nand 1 <p< W‘g%’{"_l ora;+as=k—nandp=1. Let v1,72 € R. We assume
that if p = %, then v1 > 0.
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(A) Fork > 2, Inequahty . ) holds for all radial functions in LP (H™) if and only if y1 and o satisfy the conditions

of Equation (4
(B) Fork =1, Inequahty . ) holds for all radial functions in LY, ., (H") if and only if v and v satisfy the conditions

of Equation (4 and p > 2.

1,002

Proof.
(A) Let us prove the result for £ > 2 and p # 1. From Equation (2.26]), we have by an application of Hélder’s inequality,

o] k_

. . 1 x tanh®d (0,€) ' k=1

[sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0,£) Ry f (€)] < C'sinh™ d(0,&) cosh™ ™" d (0,&) ‘f (cosht)’ 1-— T oni?i sinh™ " ¢ dt

an
d(0,£)
< Csinh™ d (0, ) cosh™ ™" d 0,€) | /]|, o, ) I
where,
oo 1{ k
iy agtn ’o, t th p(ifl)
I= / sinh? (F=*57) =1 ¢ cosh=5* ¢ (1 - w> dt
tanh” ¢
d(0,¢)
= cosh~2'(5-1) 4 (0, ¢) / sinh? (2= 57) "1 ¢ cosh™ 5% 1 (cosh? t — cosh? d (0, 5));)(2 Y at.
d(0,£)

_ cosh? d(0,£)
Yy

We now substitute cosh? ¢ and simplify to obtain

0<1+<12+n k) 1

1 Ik
, wpin —5)=% (1 _ P (5-1)
I = C cosh?’ (- =54 / A Gt ), a21+n Yy
3 1 — ysech?d (0,5))1_p (=55%)

1tastn
P

= Ccosh?' (27 )71d(O,§)

! -1 ! -1
S (1= p_qatn g atoetn-1 p! E_4 P (fatotn—t +1;sech?d (0,8) | .
2p 2 p 2 2 P

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

(4.33)

|sinh™ d (0,€) cosh™ d (0, €) ka(§)|
< Csinh™ d (0, §) cosh”™ = d(0,8) I fllzz, ., Em) X

1 — k 1 —1
P, (1_p/(1_a1+”),<al+a2+n_k+1>;pf<_1>+3+(ow2+n_k>;sech2 . f))
2p 2 p 2 2 2 P

The behaviour of the hypergeometric function depends on the value of p, as given by the conditions of Theorem
Case I: Let us assume p > % In this case, we have from Equation (B.3) that the hypergeometric function is
bounded. Therefore, for any ¢ € Ej (H"), we have,

4
P

[sinh™ (0, €) cosh™ d.(0,€) Ry (€)] < Csink™ d (0, €) cosh™ 5= 4(0,€) | fll . . se)-
When d (0,€) is close to 0, the powers of hyperbolic sine and cosine are bounded (since v, > 0 and cosh d (0, ) is close
to 1). On the other hand, when d (0,&) is away from zero, both the hyperbolic trigonometric functions behave like

. _ogtantn—1 . _
exponential and produce e('Y1 2 P )d(o’é). However, from our assumptions, we have vy, + v < %f”l,

making this term bounded. Hence, Inequality (4.9)) holds in this case.

Case II: For p = %7 from Equation e know that the hypergeometric function on the right hand side
of Inequality behaves as — Intanh?d (0,€) as d (0,€) — 0. Also, from our assumptions, we must have y; > 0.
Therefore, when d (0,&) is near 0, the term sinh™ d (0, ) (— In tanh? d(O,f)) is bounded. When d (0, &) is far from
0, the terms on the right side of Inequality 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, ) is near 0 when d (0, ) is away from
zero. Hence, Inequality (4.9 . holds.

Case III: Lastly, let us take the case when p < "1+”. Here, from Equation , we know that the hyperge-

ometric function behaves like tanh? (F==57) ¢ d (0,&), for small values of d(0,£). When d(0,&) is away from 0, the
hypergometric function makes no change in the analysis as done in Case I. However, when d(0,¢) is close to 0, we
have

|sinh”* d (0,&) cosh™ d (0,&) Ry f (§)] <

ajtagtn—1

— — a1tn
d(0,€)cosh™ ™ T A 0,6) 1 flln, @
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Again, the hyperbolic cosine is bounded. The power of hyperbolic sine is non-negative, since y; > % — k. Hence,
when d (0, &) is near 0, the hyperbolic trigonometric functions on the right side of the inequality are bounded and we
get Inequality .
To complete the proof of we now show the result for p = 1. First, we observe that by using Equation
and the fact that k > 2, we have,
[sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0,&) R f ()]

oo

(4.34) < C'sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ %1 d (0, ¢) / ‘f (cosh t)’ sinh® "1 ¢ cosh® ¢ sinh* "~ ¢ cosh ™2 ¢ dL.
d(0,8)
We break the analysis in two cases.
Case I: First, let us consider d(0,£) > 1. Then, we have that all the hyperbolic trigonometric functions in the
above inequality behave like exponentials. Therefore,
o0
sinh™ d (0, €) cosh?? d (0, &) Ry f (€)] < Celrtm—k+1)d(0.5) / ‘ f (cosht)| sinh®* T~ 1 ¢ cosh®? ¢ e(F—n—a1—e2)tqy,
d(0,¢)
We know that a1 + as > k —n, so that eb—n—a1—a2)t < g(k—n—a1-02)d(0.6)  Hence, we get
|sinh” d (0, €) cosh™ d (0, &) Ry f (€)] < Ce(ntrzar—az—n+1)d(0.5) / ‘f(cosht) sinh® ™"~ ! ¢ cosh™ ¢ dt.
d(0,8)

Further, we know from the necessary conditions of Equation (4.29) that v; + 72 < a1 + as +n — 1. Thus, we have,
sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0,8) Rif (§)| < Cllfllry . )

@1,

Case II: Let us now consider d(0,§) < 1. From Inequality (4.34]), we have,
[sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0,&) Ry f (€)]

< C'sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™~* 1 d (0, f (cosht) smh"‘l"’”_1 tcosh® ¢ sinh* ="~ ¢t cosh™*2 ¢ dt

+ C'sinh” d (0, €) cosh™ "1 d (0, f (cosht) Smho‘l"'"_1 tcosh® ¢sinh* ="~ t cosh™*2 ¢ dt

1
o [
d(0,¢
017
1
The second term in the above inequality is bounded above by a multiple || f|| LY, o (HP) due to Case I and the fact
that both the hyperbolic trigonometric functions are bounded when d(0,&) < 1. Therefore, we only need to check
the boundedness of the first term. To do so, we observe that cosh”? ¥*1d(0,¢) < C and cosh™®?¢ < C, when

d(0,&) <t <1. Let us now consider the following situations.
Case IT(A): First, let us assume that «; > k—n. Then, for ¢t > d (0,¢), we have, sinh* """ ¢ < ginhF "1 g (0,8).

Consequently,
sinh” d (0, &) / ’f(cosh £)| sinh® "1 ¢ cosh®? ¢ sinh* "~ *1 ¢ dt < C'sinh” TF="7*1 ¢(0, £) ||fHL;1 oy ()
d(0,£)
< Clfllcy, ., @),

since vy > a1 +n — k.
Case II(B): Now, we assume that oy < k—n. Then, we have for t < 1, sinh* ="~ ¢+ < O Since ~v1 > 0, we have,

sinh” d (0, &) / ’f cosh t)‘ sinh® ™1 ¢ cosh® ¢sinh* "~ ¢ dt < C'sinh™ d (0,&) || f| 2 (™)

d(0,£)

1,02

< ClIfly

@1,

(H)>
From Cases I and II, we conclude that for any & € Z; (H"), we have,

|sinh™ d (0,¢) cosh™ d (0,€) Ref ()] < C|| ]2

1,2

(Hn)-

This completes the proof for [(A)|
(B) The proof for the case k = 1 and p > 2 is verbatim to that of [(A)l 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 and Remark

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

Example 4.11. Let 1 < a < b < oo and fap (%) = X(a,p) (coshd (0,7)). Clearly, f,5 is the characteristic function of
the hyperbolic annulus of inner radius cosh™' @ and outer radius cosh™ b. We first observe that a necessary condition for
Inequality (4.9) to hold is the following Lorentz norm inequality.

(4.35) || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry fap|l Lo (=, (m)) < C’||fabHLp1 (Y-

We test Inequality against the function f, ;. Later, we shrink the annulus by taklng b — a, and obtain a necessary
condition for Inequality to hold.
First, we see that by using cosht = «z,
b B
2 al;nyfl «
Lg,ll‘az(Hn) == C / (:,C - 1) X de
a

For the X-Ray transform of f, 5, we have from Equation (2.24),

(4.36)

Rifap(€)=C / X(a,b) (cosht) (cosh2 t — cosh®d (0, €)) ?sinht dt.
d(0,£)
By substituting cosht = z coshd (0, ) and simplifying, we get
1
Ryfap (€)= C/X(a,b) (x coshd (0,€)) (Jc2 — 1) 2dx
0, coshd (0,£) > b
A0 L
[ (z2=1)"2, a < coshd(0,6) <b
e .
(z*=1) *daz, coshd(0,¢) <a
ok (0,6
Therefore, by choosing coshd (0,£) = a, we get
71
(4.37) || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -)

=y 2 (¢ 1) F a? /3«“—1 i
1

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

p

b
@ b
(a2 — 1)% aPr? / (x2 — 1)_% de| < C’/ (x2 -1) B x*2dzx.
1 a

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

(I (x — 1) H dx)
H((b) = 3 u1+n
{ 1

T axc2dx
defined for b > a. It is clear that Inequality (4.35) fails if glm H (b) is infinite. We use L’Hospital rule to evaluate the limit.
—a

Y

D <1fa (2% — 1)_% dx)

ayfn
>——1

b /b —aZ (b2 — 1) bocz
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pp—1) <1fa (xQ - 1)_% dm)
= lim

b—a catn g tn g
v -1)"2 beetl + (ag+n—2) (b2 —a?) (b2 —1) 2 b2t + vy (b2 — a?) (b2 — 1)
which is clearly infinite if p < 2. That is, Inequality @ ) cannot be expected unless p > 2.

aj+n
2

)
-1 bag—l

Remark 4.12. We now see that Inequality (4.9 . does not hold for all radlal functlons felL?
left-hand-side. We have for a radial function f : H* — C, from Equation (2 ,

sinh” d (0, &) cosh™ d (0,€) Ry f (&) = C'sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0, ) / f (cosht) (sinh® ¢ — sinh®d (0,€))
d(0,6)

1.0 (H™). Let us consider its

1
® sinh ¢ dt.

By substituting sinh? ¢ = u, we obtain,

F/TFu)(14+u)?

sinh™ d (0,&) cosh” d (0,£) Ry f (§) = C'sinh™ d (0,&) cosh™ d (0, &) 5 — du
sinh? d(0,¢) <u —sinh™d (O’ f)) ’
1
— C'sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0, €) (IE gp) (sinh2d (0,€)) ,
where,
fWVl+u
(4.38) o= LVIFY)
(1+ u)
Further, by writing sinh® d (0, €) = z, we have that
. 1 y2 1
(4.39) || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, ) Ry f||Loe(z, n)) = Cllz2 (1 +2) 2 I2¢| 1=(0,00)
where, @ is given in Equation (4.38). On the other hand, we also have,
1
||f||La1 oy () = / cosht smho‘ﬁ”*1 tcosh® ¢ dt
0

Again, by substituting sinh? ¢ = u, we get,

[ oo %

1£llz, ) = C / VITo)| w1 ) du
(4.40) -0 )
3
1 —|— U <‘<1+n ag+1
_c / ™ du| = el | 000

0 -2
From Equations (4.39) and (4.40), we easily see that Inequality (4.9)) is equivalent to the following inequality for all ¢ €
LQQIM agt1 (0,00).

-1,—5—

5

(4.41) le® (1+2)% I2 || 1o (0,00) < Cllolz

oy +n 1, a22+1 (0700)
However, Inequality (4.41) is not valid as seen in Proposition

4.3. The Sphere S". In this section, we ask when is the k-plane transform bounded from L%, ., (S") to Lj 5 (Ek (S")).
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 S% := {z € S"|(z,en41) > 0}
and are extended evenly on S™. Analogous to the hyperbolic case, we try to answer the following questions.

Question 9. What are the admissible values of a1, s, 81,82 € R, and r > p > 1 such that the following inequality holds for
all radial functions in L%, . (S")?

(4.42) 1Bk fllzy, @) < ClSlles

at, ag sn)-

Question 10. What are the admissible values of oy, as,v1,v2 € R, and p > 1 such that the following inequality holds for all
radial functions in L%, . (S")?

(4.43) [sin™ d (0. ) cos™ d (0, ) Rifll o~ zuom) < Cllf g, oo
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We recall that p > 1+ a9 or p =1 when oy = O is required for the existence of the k-plane transform on L% . (S"). That
is, outside of these assumptions, Inequalities (4 and - ) do not make sense. In the sequel, therefore, we assume these
conditions on p and as.

Now, we begin answering Question @ As before, we start by getting the necessary conditions for Inequality to hold.

Theorem 4.13. Let a1, as,01,82 € R, and p > max{1l,1+ as}, with p > 14+ ag if as > 0. Let r > p. Then, Inequality

(4.42) holds only if

(4.44) By >k—n,

al+n_51+n7kgkand52+k’+lZO[2+1
T T

with strict inequality if p = 1 + aq.

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 against geodesic
balls centered at 0, with a prescribed density. For our purposes, we consider A “very small”. We do so in two cases.

Case I(A): First, let us assume oy > —n. Here, we consider the function fy : S} — C, defined as fy(z) =

XB(0,n) (%) cosd (0, z). From Equation (2.17), we have

=

sin? A

Il oy = C / (1-1)

ptag—1 a1+n
2 —3

—dt

By using ¢t = zsin® \, we get

D=

1
ags+p—1 a1 dn
||f>\||L31,a2(S") =C /(1—xsin2)\) 2 gin™ ) o Lt 14z
0

1
2’2’+2

1
(4.45) = Osin™ 5" A{2F1< e R Sk O‘1+”;sin2A>} ,

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

3=

i
k_q

1 s k
2 2 n—
o X(cos X, 1) ) (S —t ) k 2 W—l
||ka/\||Lg1,B2(Ek(S")) =C / / P dtl sPet (1 — s ) ds
LO

1 s r r
Bi1+n—k 1

=C / / t (52 — t2)7_1 dt| sP2tk—r(k—1) (1 — 52)f_ ds

lcos A kos A

Sl

M1

rk Bitn—k
=C / (52 — cos? )\) 2 ghath—r(k=1) (1 - 52) 2 " ds
lcos A
Now, we substitute s = (1 + ztan? )\) cos? A and use Equation (B.2) to get
1 rk (1 )M_l v
B1+Batn—1 Bit+n—k z2 -z 2
(4.46) IRifallig, mueomy = Coos ™74y gan+ 5% / e
(1 + ztan? )\) 2
= Ccosﬁﬁrki1 —kt1 )\sinﬁﬁfiuk AX
1
-1 k+rk "
[2F1<(T )(2 1) — 52,1 ?1+51+n2 +r ;—tan2>\>}

Equation (4.46) gives the necessity of f1 > k — n. Indeed, if 8; < k — n, then the integral involved in Equation (4.46) is not
convergent and hence Ry fx ¢ Lj, 5, (Ex (S")).
Now, using the transformation of Equation (ED, we get

1
7

n— r—1)(k—1) — -k —k k T
I L P Y T e e e |
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Plugging Equations (4.47) and (4.45) in Inequality (4.42]), we get for small A > 0,

- ) (k—1) - - - G
singltk*’“)\[gFl((r )(2 ) 52’514-271 k;1+61+n2k+rk;smz)\>}

1
140 1—-p— B
<C’s1n NPy I P ag’a1+n;1+a1+n;sin2>\ .
2 2 2
As A — 0, the above inequality gives us M +k> °‘sz"”.
Case I(B): Now, let us consider a; < —n. Here, we consider the function fy : ST — C, defined as fy(z) =

XB(0,)) (x) cosd (0, ) sin~ 7 d (0, ). Then, we have from Equation (2.17)),

sin? P
52ty oy =€ | [ (1= e a
0
By substituting ¢t = sin® \, we get
(4.48)
1 1
”f)\”LZl,az(S" = / 1 — xsin® )\ B sin” 2\ 22 'sin? \ dz = C'sin? \ |:2F1 (1—p2042 g 1—&-5 sin A)}p .

0

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,

3=

s T

1 2\ aE (2 42\ 51 -
”ka)\HL 163 (Ex(S7)) = C / / X(Co%)\ 1) ) (1 t ) P (S t ) 852+k (1 B SQ)W—l s
LO

gk—1

3=

1 s T
B1+n—k 1

=C / / t(1- t2)_% (82 — tz)g_l dt| sPth—rk=1) (1- 52) Z T ds

lcos A kos A

We now substitute ¢ = s* — z (s? — cos? ) in the inner integral. After simplification, we arrive at

Hka)\HLT

1,82 E&(S™))
M1 1 ) ) o r %
— 2p Bitn—k oajgr rk
=C / / (1 + (516052)\) x) g2 ldg| sPrth—r(k-1) (1- 32) S ! (32 — cos? )\)Tk ds
— 5
lcosA |0
B k k 2 2\ " ’
- Bitn—k oqr rk
=C / 2F1 <3‘;, 57 1+ 5, — (‘91_(3(;82>> 5ﬁ2+k7r(k71) (1 - 52) 2 2p ! (52 - COS2 A) 2 ds
lcos A

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 (&), we get

HkaAHLglsz (Er(S™)

1

— Csin™ 7 \ /

oS A

3=

k s?— A Bitnzk ok
o Fy <2p,1, 1+ 5 SCO;)‘ gP2tk—r(k—1) (1 _ 52) - 1 (82 — cos /\) 2 Js
S11

Next, we put s = 1 — zsin® A and simplify to get,

(4.49)  |[Refillzy, . =)
2Fy ( 11+ ]; 1— x)

Again, from Equation (4.49), it is clear that §; > k — n is necessary, for otherwise, Ry fx ¢ Lj 5, (Ex (S")). Further, we
notice that since a3 < —n < 0, by Remark the hypergoemetric function in Equation (4.49) is bounded below by a

" Ba=(r=D(=1) g 4y,
2

(1 — zsin® \) xz ! (1—x)%dx

1
. B1+n—k_u
=(Csin - P+k)\/
0
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positive constant. Hence, we have using Equation (B.2)),

e o —D(k=1)— _ _ %
(2, = Csin ’“*’C;ALP((T )(kQ ) 62,51+2n k;1+rk+6l;n k;sinﬂﬂ '

(4.50) || Rifllry, .

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

1
R {2F1 ((?"1) (k2* 1)*/32,51 +271*k;1+ TkJrﬁl;rnk;sinQ)\)y

1
. n l—p—as n no. g P
SCSIHP)\|:2F1( 5 72,1—1—2,sm )\)} .
As A\ — 0, the above inequality forces M + k> QITZM'

Case II: To get other necessary conditions mentioned in Equation , we now look at functions concentrated on the
equator of S™. Here, we consider A > 0 to be “near” 7. In what follows, we consider the set Ej := Sl \ B (0, \). The analysis
is again split into two cases.

Case II(A): First, let us assume p + az +1 > 0. In this case, we consider the function f\ : S — C, defined as
fr () = xE, (z) cosd (0,z). We have using Equation (2.16)),

cos® X P
Ifxlle, e =C / FEE )T
0
By substituting ¢ = z cos? \, we get
1 »
||fk||Lﬁlﬁa2(§n) =C /cosom"’_1 Az EE (1-  cos? )\)$71 cos? \ dz
0
1
(4.51) ~ Ceost T2 |:2F1 <1 a1;-n,042 +2p+1; Qs +2p+3;cos2)\ﬂ 2

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)),

r 1

1 | min{s,cos A} ( 5 2)§71
t(s“—1 Bitn—k 4
[BefallLy, ,, Eeem) =C / / — stk (1 —s?) 2 ds
| 0 0
r 1 5 r P ) %
=C / (sk — <s2 — (min {s, cos /\})2) 2) gh2tk—r(k—1) (1- 52) 2 ds
:cos)\
B1+n—k
-C gkt Batk—r(k—1) (1 _ Sz)ffl ds
L o
1 1
+ / (sk — ( 2 — cos? )\)g)rsﬁ"““k—’"(k—l) (1 _ S%W*l ds
cos A
Let
cos A 5 .
1+n—k
(4.52) L = / grk+Bath—r(k—1) (1-s%) 2 ! ds,
0
and
1
ENT Bitn—k _
(4.53) Iy = / (sk — (52 — cos? /\) 2) gh2th—r(k—1) (1 — 32) 2 ! ds.
cos A

We now substitute s? = ycos? A in Equation ([4.52)), and obtain

1
Bidn—k

Bo+ktr—1
I = cogthtr+l )\/y S (1—ycos® ) 2 dy
0



34 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

:COS52+k+T+1>\2F1 1—Bl+n_k762+k+r+17ﬁ2+k+r+37C032A ,
2 2 2
where, the last equality follows from Equation (B.2]).
Now, by substituting s? = (1 + y) cos? X in Equation ([4.53)), we get
tan? A
Iy = cosP2HrThtl ) / ((1 +y)% - y%) (1+y)
0

tan? X
(4.54) = cog/FAatran=l )\ / ((1 +y)t - y%) (1+y)
0

B1+n—k 1

(sin®? A —ycos® \) 2 dy

Ba—(r=1)(k—1)
2

Ba—(r—=1)(k—1) Bitn—k 4
5 p)

(tan® X — ) dy.

To get an estimate on I5, we consider two cases.
Case II(A.1): First, let us assume k > 2. Then, using the mean value theorem, we get

(Ve

(1+vy)

for some 71 (y) € (y,y + 1). Since k > 2, we have,

—yr=5 M),

Thus, Equation becomes
tan? X
I > CcosghtPatrin=l \ / yr(%fl) (1+vy)
0
Substituting ¥ = utan? A, we get from Equations and (ED,

B1+n—k
1

Bo—(r—1)(k—1) Bitn—k 4
P 2

(tan2 A — y) dy.

1
r(5-1) (1 _

Iy > C cogrHPztrtn—1 Atan2r(5-1)+Bi+n—k )‘/ - ( 1(Lw~)71)(k—1)7/32

2

o (1+utan?X)

= cogPH8rkorh—l \ gin2r(5—1)+htn—k \ gy <(r “e s ho A+ <k - 1) l—r+ w; — tan? A)

du

2 2 2
-1 (k-1)— —k k —k
_ COSQrAsinzr(§—1)+ﬁ1+n—k>\ JF (r ) ( ) 527 B1+n (S o)+ 61+7n;sin2)\ .
2 2 2 2

That is for k > 2, we have,

(4.55) I1BefAllzy, . @0

—k k 1 k 3
S c {cosﬁﬁ’f““MFl (1_ A +2n 7ﬂ2+ 2—1—7"+ ;Bz-l- 2+r+ ;COSQA>

1
k—1)— -k —k+rk B
) 52’51+n ;1—r+ﬁl+n +r sin? A )|
2 2 2

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

- 1
{COWHMME (1_ fuin-k fatiirs ;62+k2+r+3;ws“>

-1
+ COS2T )\Sinrk72r+ﬁ1+nfk A 2F1 ((T ) (

1
-1 (k—-1) - —k —k+rk "
(4.56) +cos?" Asin™F2rHAtn—k \ OBy <(T ) 5 ) 52, b +2n i 1l—r+ W%; sin? A)]

1
o 1 3 P
< Ccos'™ 2:1/\ 2o 1_a1+n7a2+p—|— ;ag—i—p—f— scos? A\ )
2 2 2
First, we notice that as A — 7, cosA — 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 sin“ A in its argument. We wish to employ Theorem to get the necessary
conditions.

First, if o > r — k — 1, then from Equation (B.3), we have as A — 7,

1 ag+1
(cosﬁQJrkJrlJrT A + cos®” /\) "< CeosttTh A

This is same as

ag+1

1
(14 cos® "L X\)" < Ccos 5L
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This, however, gives us <1,ie., p>1+4 as. 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 8 = r — k — 1, we have from Equation (B.4)), as A — 5

as+1
p

ag+1

(COSQT X — cos?” Alog (cos2 )\))% < Ccos't A,

or, what is the same,
2+1

1 a
(1 — log (cos2 )\)) "< (Ccos » LA
This gives us the restriction p > 1 + a,. This is again redundant, except when as = 0.
In the case when 8 < r —k — 1, we have from Equation (B.5)), as A — 5

Bo+k+1 ag+1
1

cos A< Ccos't ™7 A,

which forces BQ*’““ > a2+1

Case II(A. 2) We now turn to the case when k£ = 1. We again estimate the integral I of Equation (4 . Here, by
using the mean value theorem, we get

1 11 11 1
A+y)? —yz=cMm) *250+y) 2.
Thus, Equation (4.54) becomes
tan? A
1 _ B1+n71_1
I, > cogP2trin=l )\ / (1 +y) E (tan A— y) 2 dy.
0
By substituting y = ztan? \, and using Equations (B.2)) and ( - @ we get
ﬁ1+n*1_1
B1+B2+r+n—1 Br1+n—1 (1-2)
Iy > cos”t P2 Atan”t A — dz

(1 + ztan? )\) 2
- ~1
= cos®2 T Asin LN L/ (T 262 J1;1+ Bl%; — tan? )\>

r—p Bi+n—1 r+n—1 . 4 )
5 ;sin“ A ) .

_ 2r \ qinB1t+n—1 .
= A AoF 1
CcOs S ol < 5 5 1+

That is, we have,

-1 2 4
(4.57) IR falloy, ﬁ2<_k<gn>>>C[cosﬁ2+r+2A2F1 <1_ﬁ1+n Botr+2 Botrt ;cos?A)

2 ’ 2 ’ 2
1
_ 1 1 r
r 252’ﬂ1+2n ;1_|_/61—|-2n ;sin2/\)] .

+cos? Asin TN Ly (

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

—1 2 4
|:COSB2+T+2 Ao FYy (1 _ B1+n Ba+1+ . Bo+ 1+ ;COS2 )\>

2 ’ 2 ’ 2
_ -1 1 B
(4.58) +cos?" Asin L A Fy (r 2ﬁ2, il +2n 11+ b +2n - sin? )\ﬂ

1

a1 +n Oé2+p+1 012+p+3 9 p

, ; ;cos“ A .
2 2 2

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 o > r — 2, we get from Equation (B.3)), as A — 7,

< Ccos't = A |:2F1 (1 -

+1

(cos?2F 2\ + cos®” )\) < Ceos 7 TLA,

which is equivalent to

Ba—r+2 \\ 7 ogtl
(1—|—cos2 )\)TSCCOS P .

This forces p > 1 4 aq. This condition is again redundant.
If B2 = r — 2, we have from Equation (B.4), as A — 7,

agt1

(cos®” A — cos®” Alog (cos? )\))% < Ccos't A
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Equivalently, we have
ag+1

1
(1 — log (0052 )\)) "< (Ccos » LA
This gives us p > 1 4+ as.
Lastly, if 2 < r — 2, we have from Equation (B.5)), as A — 7,

Bot+2 agtl g
cos = TIA<Ccos 7 T+ A,

which gives 522 41 > eztl,
This completes the analysis of the case when p > —1 — as.
Case II(B): Let us now consider p < —1 — ao. Here, we look at the function fy : S} — C, defined as f) (z) =

XE, (z) cos' =% d (0,2). We have using Equation (2.16]),

cos® A v
53ty ey = C | [ #5550 = )"
0
Substituting ¢t = x cos? A, we have,
(4.59)
1 » i
1ALz, oy ) = Ccos' 5 A /xpTil (1 — zcos® \) | = Ceos' R A [2F1 (1 - a12+n7 p—;— 1;p_g?);cos2 /\ﬂ "
0
In the last step, we have used Equation .
For the weighted norm of the k-plane transform, we have from Equation ,
1 min{s,cos)\}tli% (o t2)§_1 r e 0
1Bkl o, @y = C / / s dt| s (1= T dt
0 0
FcosA[ s r .
_c / /t1—‘*p—2 (s - t2)§—1 d| sPethrtD (1 - 82)’3”%—1 ds
Lo |o
1 |cosA r . G
+ / / AP (52 _ tz)gfl dt| Bzth—r(k=1) (1 _ S2>M#*1 ds
cosA | 0
=Clh+ IQ]% ;
where,
cosA| s T
(4.60) L = / /tl_% (s* - tQ)%fl dt| sPethrk=b (1 — sﬂwil ds,
0
and
1 |cosA "
(4.61) I = / / PR (52 - 2)F T ag] gherkerten) (@) TR g
cosA | 0
We begin by substituting t? = zs? in the inner integral of Equation (4.60). Then, we get,
cosA| 1 r - cos A P
L = / /:If% (1- ﬂc)%71 dz| sP2thtr—5t (1- 82)%71 ds=C / gPathtr =% (1- 82)%71 ds.

0 0 0

kA
The constant C' in the last equation is ‘B ( - 52 E) , where B (-, -) is the Beta function. In further calculations, we do not

2p? 2

write this constant explicitly.
Now, we substitute s? = y cos? \. Then, using Equation (B.2), we have,

1
” Bi1tn—

o j_ear  Patk-1 o k_
I = C’/cosﬁﬁk‘”_l_% Ay 2 +5(1-F) (1- y cos? A ? ' cos? Ay
0

:CCOS%HHIJ”(P%))\QFl (1_,31+n—k ﬁ2+k—|—1+;(1_ag>.ﬁg+k—|—3+g(1_042>;C032/\>.
p p

2 ’ 2 ’ 2
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Next, we substitute ¢2 = z cos? A in in the inner integral of Equation (4.61]), and use Equation (B.2]) to obtain,

1 T
o o k_ Bitn—k
/ /008772 T (32 — 2 cos? )\) 21 cos? \ dg| gPth—rk-1) (1 — 82) 2 ! ds
cos A |0
h k 220\ |" Bitnk
o Bytn—k _
(4.62) — cos (2= F) / S (121929 02 008 shrthor (1o )T s,
2 2p 2p’ 52

cos A

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

lim 2F1 (1— 1

a k
koo _%_cos2)\ F(2_27p)r(7)
s—+COS A 2’ 2p’ Qp’ 52

Also, we know (see [24]) that

k
‘o -D0-5)
2F1<1—1—OQ;2—Q2'Z>_ 2 2p 2F-|1<2_2_042~3_Oé2;z>7
P

dz 2’ 2p 2p’ ( _%)
2p

37

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 2 F} <1f§,17 5232 — 9% z) > 0. Hence, oF3 (175,1—

Consequently, for any s € (cos A, 1), we have
a k
2F1<1k a22 QQ_COSQ)\>>F(2_2127)F(2)

- _F(1+f——p>

PX " 2§82
That is, the hypergeometric function in Equation (4.62) is bounded away from 0, so that we have,
1

= Bitn—k
I > CCOST(2_T2) A / gPatk—r (1 . 52) 5 1 ds.

cos A

2p’

> 0.

By using s> = 1 — zsin® X and again using Equation (B.2)), we obtain,

1
Bo+k—r—1 _
_an . _ Botk—r=1 gi4n_k
I EC'COST(2 b ))\51nﬂ1+" k)\/ l—zsm )\ 2 z 2 ldz
0

= Ccos"(2=F) AsinPrn—k ) oy ( _Qk_62761+;_k;1+ﬂl—’—;_k;sinQ)\).

That is, we have,

Hka)\HL L5y (ER(5) =

(4.63) 2 2

1
+1—-k-— —k —k T
+cos( F) Asinfrnk )\ o FY ( b i ;1_’_51-1-71 ;Sinz)\>} .

2 ’ 2 2
Using Equation (4.59)) and Inequality (4.63) in Inequality (4.42), we get for A “near” 7,

cosPtRHLr(1-%2) \ 1_51+n—k752+k+1+r 122 ;52+k+3+f 192 cos?a
2 2 2 P 2 2 p
1
a 1-k— —k —k r
+cosr(2_72)/\sin51+"_k)\ o It ﬂQ,ﬂlJrn ;1+B1+n :sin% A
2 2 2
1 p+3 v
chostl?)\[gFl (1_041;—717]);— ,p; 2)\>] .

Again, depending on the value of 32, we have the following cases from Theorem [B.3]
First, if o > r — k — 1, we have from Equation (B.3), as A — 7,

3=

(c0552+k+1+r(1_%2) A+ cosr(z_%) A) < Ccos'ts A

;2 — 52; 2 is non-increasing in 0 < z < 1.
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The above inequality is equivalent to

1
(1+ cogP2thF1- r)\) < C'cos DY

This forces p > 1 + as, which is redundant.
When 33 = r — k — 1, we have from Equation (B.4)), as A — 7,

Sl

(cosr(2_%2> A — cos™(2F) A log (cos )\)) < Ccos'™5 A

Equivalently,
2+1 —1
(1 — log cos? )\) < Ccos™» A,
which gives p > 1 + a3. This condition is redundant except when as = 0.
Lastly, when 3 < r — k — 1, we have from Equation (B.5), as A — 7

Bo+k+1 ag
cos 7 TITE A< CcostT P

F— : : Ba+k+1 14+a
This inequality gives == > =32,

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

Theorem 4.14. Let a1, as, (1,82 € R, and p > max {1,1+ as} withp > 1+ as when ag > 0. Let r > p.

(A) Fork > 2, Inequality - ) holds for all radial functions in L%, . (S™) if and only if 81 and B2 satisfy the conditions

mentioned in Equation (4
(B) For k =1, we assume in addition that % — % < % when p > 1 and r < 2 when p = 1. Then, Inequality (4.42)) holds

for all radial functions in LY, . (S") if and only if B1 and Po satisfy the conditions mentioned in Equation (4.44).
Proof.

(A) Let us first prove the result for k£ > 2. The necessary conditions of Theorem require W > O‘le” — k. Since
[1 is a power of sine, which is a bounded function, it is enough to prove the result for M = O‘IP# — k. From

Equation ([2.34)), we have

1
1| s 1 r -
3 _t2) Bitn—k 4
+k 2
IBefllzy, @) = / / dt| stk (1-s%) 2 ds
0 [0

-
—

Substituting s = (1+w)” 2 and t = (1 +v)” 2 and simplifying, we get

3=

[oof o0 . 1 Bi+Bo+n+l r
E u\z—1 (1+u)? 2r pran—t dv| du
IRefllzr , (=esny) =C v2 (1 - f) — il il
e Vit Vito v (1+wv) = v U
Lo
(4.64) =C 7 /f L v U L "
. - / \/m (1 i U) a1+a22p+n+1 (1 i U) k;—l _ a1+a22p+n+1

r 1
O
v ( v u

Usinng%fkand%> H“? ,and 1 4+wu > 1, we have

1 Bi+n—k Bo+k+1 k_ai1+n  ag+l k+1 __ojtoastntl

(1 +u)2 2r 2r S (1 _|_u)§+2 2p 2p — (1 —|—’U,)T 2p

This gives,
(4.65)

R R aytn kil ajtagtntl T

- 1 Vv 2p 1+u 2 2p u w u\5-1dv| du
R ™ = nyy < C <7> (1 — f) — | —
|| kfllLB1,32(—‘k(S )) — O/ /f (m) (1 + U) a1+a22p+n+1 (1 + 'U) v v v u

u

We divide the analysis into three cases.
Case I: First, let us assume that p > %ﬁ”“ In this case, we have,

k+1 a)tagt+n+1l

2 T T 2p
(1+u> <1,
14w -




(4.66)

(4.67)

(4.68)
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so that from Inequality (4.65]), we get

1
oo | oo ag+n Bi+n—k k " "
- 1 v 2p U\ o u\z2-1dv| du
Riflles . u@ny <C () e
”W%ww”//“ﬁﬂxwﬁﬂwl“ I
0 |u
= ||F*G||Lr((0,oo),%)’
where,
a1+n
- 1 t 2
F(t :f( ) oltogtntl
() \/m (1+t)%
and

Brtn—bh E_
Gy=t"= (1= "xon ).
Then, by the Young’s convolution inequality, we have,
1Bk fllzg, o, @esm) < CUE Lo ((0,00), 4 1G] La (0,009, 215
where, 14+ 1 = %—i— %. From Equation (2.18) it is clear that ||F||LP((07OO)7%) =C|fllzz, ., sn)- Also, since By > k—n
and k > 2, we have G € L? ((0, o0), @) for any q > 1. Therefore, we get
1Bl e < Cllf iz, e

Case II: Now, we assume 1 + ap < p < Qtoztntl

T . Then, we have,

k+1 a)tag+n+1 &
—_— +1 a)tag+n+1
1+u) 2 2p Uu 7 — =t 22;;
S - )
1+ v

so that, from Equation (4.65)), we obtain

oco| co aj4n

~ 1 v u\ 3~ % u\5-1dv| du

T = n < - - e T

|mmwmmp0//ﬂﬂﬂ)( mmm (3) 7 (3)7 TS
0

J 1+v)” 2 v

= [|F = H”Lr((o,oo)g)?
where F' is given by Equation (4.66)), and
1_ ool k_
H(t)=t2"5 (1-)*" xou (1)

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

=6 < CIFl a0, 80) 1l 01002

where, 1 —|—% = %—i— %. Since k > 2 and p > 1+ ap, it is clear that H € L9 ((0, 00), 7) for any g > 1. Using Equation

(2.18]), we now get

D ag (S7)°

IRy, sy < Cl Iz
a1+az+n+1.

Case III: It only remains to check the result for as=0 and p = 1 < ) First, we observe that as
mentioned in Equation (4.44) of Theorem we must have 82 > r — k — 1. From Equation (2.34)), we have,

1
r 1

f .S ftz 5+k Bitn—k _ 1 '
HkaHL};LM(Ek(S" = // e (l—s) 2 " dt| ds

Now, by using Minkowski inequality, we have,

1
By (k1 o Bran—k
HkaHLELBZ(Ek(gn)) < C/‘f t /(52 _t2) (2 )8/32+k r(k—1) (1 —82) 3 ds dt.
0

1
t
Upon substituting s = v (1 — tz) +t? in the inner integral and simplifying, we get

1
Bitn—k B1+n—k 1 T

1

~ (12 FEHEET ) L (51 (1 ) B

” kaLgl B2 #(E™) = 0/ ‘f t(r=1)(k—1)—p2 / 2 r=Dk=1) dv dt.
o (1+(5)v) 7
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From Equation (B.2]), we get

1
~ ﬁ+ﬁ1+:ﬁk,1 Ba—(r—1)(k—1)
1Rl eom < C [ |F0)] (1) B0 s

0

|:2F1<(7"1)(2 ) 52,1+T‘(§1)’1+T(§1)+61+2nk,t2t21>:|rdt

Now, using Equation @, we get
[Befllzy . @)

1 1
<o [|rofa-eieE 1{QFI((r—l)(k—1)—/32751+n—k;1+r(/;_1)+Bl+2n_k;1_t2)]Tdt
0

2 2

It is clear from Equation (B.3]) of Theorem - 3| that the hypergeometric function is bounded as ¢ varies over (0, 1).
Moreover, from the necessary COIldlthIlb of Theorem | we have & 5+ w > °‘1+" Combining this fact with
1—t2 <1, we get

k Bitn—k aj+n
(-2 -
Hence,
1
~ art+n
RSl cuiomn < € [ |70 (0=2) " a0 = Oy, o
0

This completes the proof for k£ > 2.

(B) Now, we prove the result for £ = 1. First, we observe that for % — 1 < 1 the proof is verbatim to that of [(A)| The
condition % -1< % is required for the functions G and H of Equations (4.67) and (4.68) to be in L7 ((0,0), %),
where 1 + 1 =14 %. The case p = 1 is also covered in Case III of [(A)

P
The proof will be complete once we check the case % — % = % Indeed, we want to go in the setting of Theorem

From Equation ([2.34)), we get
1

> T
in ; 2 N\ —3 Bot1 o\ -1
||R1fHLg1,B2 ER(Sn)) = / /f(t) (3 - ) dt| s™2 (1 - ) ds
0

By substituting s> = u and t? = v, we arrive at

| Fvmet T
V)2 B Bitn-1_1 1
(4.69) IRk fllzy, @) =C / /(%U"‘ﬁ (L—w) = " do| du| =CllptIg ol (),
u—v
0 |0
where, in the notation of Theorem we have Q = [0,1], and
1 B2 Bitn—1_ 1

o @) = F(Va) ot and py () = p(o) = o (1 — ) 1F
By applying Theorem [C.2] we get
. 1
1Bk fllzy, . @y < Cllpell, =C /’f(ﬁ)
0

Let us substitute z = cos?t. Then, we get

T =

B1+

B2
cost cosp( -1) tsmp( -3) tcostsint dt

||ka||""7,31752 <C

o\

10

B1+n 1

-C F)t2meany gy

- P )
‘f (cos t)‘ cos®? ¢ sin®1 71 ¢ cosP(F 1) ety gip(

O\m\

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

-1 2 -1
p<ﬁl+”_)+2_a1_n:p<,@1+n +1_0¢1+n>>0.
T T T P
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Similarly, we deduce that

1-— 1 2 2 1
<521)+1a2p(621+ a2>p(62a2++1>p(62+042+>z&
r r b r p p r b

Hence,

[ Ry f]

L

PAPRCHEL) <C / cost "o tsin1 Tl dt | = Cllfllez, oysmy-
0

This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.15. Theorems [1.13 and [£.14] give the answer to Question[d] We observe that for k£ > 2, the question is completely
answered. On the other hand, for k = 1, we have additionally assumed that  — 1 < 1. For the case 0‘1;" Sitn=k _ | and

r
Batk+l _ o4l
P

- , using arguments similar to those mentioned in [I8], we get the neces51ty of £ —= < 5 when p > 1. However,

when ‘“p# — M < kor w > O‘szl, we do have the necessity of this condition.

On the other hand, it is readily seen from Equation (4.69) and Example that we cannot expect a (weighted) L!-L?
inequality for the X-Ray transform on S”.

Next, we answer Question [I0] 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 aj,a3 € R and p > max {1,1+ as} with p > 14 ay when as = 0. Then, Inequality (4.43) holds only if

1
a1+nk} and vy > +o¢2'
p

Proof. We get the necessary conditions by considering two cases, similar to the proof of Theorem

Case I: First, we consider functions centered at the origin of the sphere. Here, we consider two situations, depending on
the value of «;.

Case I(A): For a1 > —n, and A > 0 (small), let us consider fy : ST — (C defined as fx () = x (o, (z)cosd (0,z). We
know from Equation (4.45) that f\ € L% . (S"). Now, from Equatlon 7 we get

(4.70) 71 > max {O,

(4.71) sin™ d (0, ) cos™ d (0,€) Ry fx (€) = C'sin? d (0, &) cos™*+1 4 (0, €) (bln A —sin? d (0, f)) X(0,») (d(0,9)).

It is clear from Equation (4.71)) that if v; < 0, then ||sin™ d (0,-)cos™ d (0, -) R f|| (=, (s")) = +00, and hence Inequality
(4.43) cannot hold. In other words, a necessary condition for the required inequality is ; > 0. Also, by choosing d (0, £) such

that sin® d (0,£) = 1 sin® \, we have cos?d (0, &) = 1+C‘2352)‘, and hence

o —k+1
(4.72) Hsin"“d(o ) cos™ d (0,) Rifll e (zy > Csin ™ X (14 cos? A) ™ 2
Using Equations (4.72)) and ( in Inequality (4.43 -, we get

y2 —k+1

n 1
ST (1+ cos? A) 7 < Csin L |:2Fl <

1+

1
—p—Qay a1 +n ap+n oo P
5 — 5 ;sin” A .

As A — 0, the above inequality forces v, > ‘“;'” — k.
Case I(B): Now, we consider the case when a; < —n. Here, we consider fy : STt — C, defined as

Ia(x) = xB(o,n) () cosd (0, z) sin” 7 d(0,x).
We know from Equation (£.48) that fx € L, ,, (S™). Now, using Equation (A.7)), we have,
sin™ d (0, €) cos™ d (0, 5) Rifr (€)
(4.73)
.2 5 .2
= C'sin™ d(0,¢) cog2 R+l d(0,¢) sin®~ 7 A (1 — Sms]zz((;\’é)) o} (g;, 1,1+ g; 1-— Smsjf((;\@> X0,») (d(0,8)).
Since a3 < —n < 0, from Remark . we have that the hypergeometric function in Equation (4 is bounded below

by a positive constant. It is, therefore, clear at once that y; > 0 is necessary for Inequahty - to hold for otherwise,
|| sin™ d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) Ry f|| Lo (g, (sn)) = +00. Now, by choosing d (0,) such that sin?d (0,¢) = 3 sin 2\, we get

—k+1

(4.74) [| sin™ d (0,-) cos™ d (0, ) Ry f | o= (z,) = Csin” TR % (1+ cos® \) 2
Using Inequality (4.74) and Equation (4.48) in Inequality (4.43)), we get

J2 k4l as n

«@ n 1_
sin TET T A (1 + cos? )\) > < (Csinr A [2F1 (])2 o 114 5 ;sin A)]

=




42 A DESHMUKH AND A KUMAR

As A — 0, the above inequality forces v; > QITZM — k.

Case II: We now consider functions centered at the equator of S". In what follows, we consider Ey := S} \ B (0, ), for
0 <A< 5. Again, we consider two cases.

Case II(A) First, we take up the case ag > —1 — p. Here, we consider the function f,\ S” — C, defined as fy (z) =
xE, () cosd (0,z). We know from Equation (4.51) that fx € L, ,, (S"). Using Equation (A.9)), we have,

sin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0,€) R fa (€)
(4.75) [ [sin7d(0,€) cos”2 1 d(0,¢), d(0,&) > A
N sin” d (0, &) {cos””ld(o,f) —cos™2 7R+ d(0,¢) (sinQ)\—siHQd(Of))%} , d(0,8) <\

From Equation (4.75), we deduce that if v < —1, then ||sin” d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) Ry f|| (=, (sn)) = +oc. Hence, a necessary
condition condition for Inequality (4.43) to hold is v2 > —1. However, we see later that this restriction is redundant.
Further, by choosing d (0,£) = A\, we have

(4.76) || sin” d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) Ri | oo (2, (smy) = C'sin? Acos™H A
Using Equations (4.51) and (4.76) in Inequality (4.43), we get

an 1 3 l
C'sin™ /\COS’Y2+1)\§CCOSI+P+1)\|:2F1 (1_a1 +n ax+p+ ag +p—+ 2)\>:|

2 2 : 2
Hence, as A — 5, we require y2 > p;%. ‘We notice that H% > —1, making the condition 75 > —1 redundant.

Case II(B): Next, we see ap < —1 — p. Here, we consider fy : S — C, given by f) (z) = xg, () cos! =% d(0,z). We
know from Equation (4.59) that fi € L%, . (S"). Now, using Equation (A.10)), we get

sin™ d (075) cos™ d (0,€) Ri.f (£)
o {sm% d(0,€)cos™ =% d(0,£), d(0,€) > A
N sin” d (0, &) cos?2 71 d (0, €) cos® % \ o Fy (1 — k ;1= 2p, - %3 ﬁié\,g)) , d(0,6) <A
By choosing d (0,&) = A, we get
(4.77) || sin™ d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) Ry fl| Lo (g, (sn)) = C'sin™ Acos™ 1% A,

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

1
1 3 »
sin”* A cos™ 1% A < Ccos' 11’A{2F1 <1a1;—n,p—;— ;p—;— ;COSz)\)] )

AsA%%,weget*ygzM.

This completes the proof! (Il
We now check the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Equation (4.70)) of Theorem

Theorem 4.17. Let oy, 2,71,72 € R and p> max{1,1 4+ as}, with p > 1 + ay whenever ag > 0. Further, assume that if
p= a1+" then v > 0.

(A) For k > 2, Inequality (4.43) is valid for all radial functions in L%, . (S") if and only if y1 and 2 satisfy Equation

(&70).
(B) For k =1, Inequality (4.43) is valid for all radial functions in L%, (S") if and only if v1 and o satisfy Equation
(14.70) 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

kE_

cost ( mnd(Of)) sin* 71 ¢ dt

\m

|sin” d (0, &) cos™ d (0,€) Ry f (€)] < C'sin d (0,€) cos™d (0 f -

= C'sin" d(0,&) cos™1d (0,€) ’f(cost)

tan2d(0,§))’5‘1 .

tan?t

o\w\zz o

. oeatn—1 ag
sin” » tcos® t(1-—

« +11. 1
sinf 1= teos™r tX(d(og) )(t)dt

< Csin™ d(0,€) cos™ 1 d(0,€) || flzz, @I
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by using Hoélder’s inequality. Here,

_oytn—1 2 p/(g—l)
/ smp 5 )tcos pt(l—mnd(o’g)> dt.
0,§)

tan? ¢

e

cx1+71. 1

’ ’ ’a Nk _
— cos~ 2/ (5-1) d(0,¢) / sin? (1~ ) tcos™ Tt (cos®d (0,€) — cos® t)p (-1) dt.
d(0,8)
By substituting cos?t = x cos? d (0, &), we get
1

(4.78) I=Ccos!™ % d(0,§)/ (1 — 2 cos?d (0, 5))%( V(-5 ) m_%<1+p,%) (1-— x)pl(gfl) dt
0

=Ccos' 7" d(0,&) x

1 1 1/p 1 /p k
P (s (1—p (1=t L2 ) 2 (P02 4 (2 -1) cos2d(0,6) ).
2 P 2 P 2 p 2

In the last equality, we have used the integral form of hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2]). Hence,
[sin™ d (0, &) cos™ d (0,€) Ri.f (&)] < C|fllp.as,ae sin™ d(0,€) cos™™ d(0,8) x

S T S

First, we notice that for d(0,€) € (%, %), owing to the fact that y; > 0 and 72 > h;%, all the terms in the right
hand side of the above inequality are bounded. That is for any £ € =y, (S™) such that d (0,€) € (3, %), we have

[sin” d (0, &) cos™ d (0,€) Re f (§)] < C|f]

1
7/

L&y ,ap (8™)

We only need to check the validity of the desired inequality for d(0,&) € ( , g) Depending on the value of p, we

have various cases of the behaviour of the hypergeometric function as given in Theorem

First, let us consider p > ‘“T"’" In this case, using Equation (B.3)), we see that the hypergeometric term in
Inequality (4.79) is bounded. Moreover, 1 > 0 and o > 1+pa2 imply that sin” d (0,¢) < 1 and cos™ ™ d(0,¢) < 1.

Hence, we have,
[sin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0,€) Ref (&) < Cllfllzz. . n)-

Let us now assume p = 2 From the assumptions of the theorem, we must have v; > 0. Therefore, from

Equation (B.4)) and Inequality (4.79)), we have
(4.80)
1

[sin” d (0,€) cos™ d (0,8) Rif ()] < Cllfllzr, ., n sin™ d(0,€) cos™ "7~ d(0,€) (~Insin®d (0,€)) " < C|f.r

a1 (87)

In the case when p < O‘lT”, first we observe that v, > M k > 0. Also, from Equation (B 7 we have,

Sin”" d.(0,€) cos™ d (0, ) Rif (€)] < Cllfllzg, .oy sin™ 544 4 (0,€) cos™ 52 d(0,€) < Cllf s .. om-
Case II: Now, let us assume p = 1. Notice that from the existence conditions, this can only happen when as < 0.
Again, using Equation (2.28)), we get

[sin? d (0,&) cos™ d(0,&) R f (€)] < Csin" d(0,¢) cos”? 1 d (0,¢) —

tan? d(07§)> -1

—

‘f(cost)‘ sin* 1t (1 -

d(0

n
-

< Csin? d(0,€) cos™ 1 d (0,€)

—

‘f (cos t)‘ sin® 1 ¢ cos?? tsinf T T tcos T2 ¢ dt

d(0

i
<

< C'sin" d (0,&) cos”™ 7172 4 (0, ¢) sin® T ¢ cos?2 tsinf T T ¢ dt

d(

‘f (cost)
)

ii} \w\n

sin® "1t cos®? tsinf T T ¢ dt,

< Csin"™d / f (cost)
0,£)
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since 2 > 1+ as. We now have the following cases.
Case II(A): First, let us consider a; > k — n. Then, sin" "1 =" ¢ < sin*~*17" ¢ (0, ¢). Consequently,

[sin™ d (0, &) cos™ d (0,&) R f (§)] < Csin™HE=2177 (0, ¢)

\NH

‘f(cost)‘ sin® "Lt cos®2 t dt < C||f||L}” oy (57)
d(0,8)

since 71 > a1 +n — k.
Case II(B): Now, let us consider @y < k — n,. Here, we have sin"~1 7" ¢ < 1, so that

[sin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0,€) Ry f (§)] < Csin” d (0,¢) / ‘f(cost)’ sin® "1t cos®2 t dt < C”fHLél,aQ(S")’

since 1 > 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 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 and Remark

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

Example 4.18. Consider the function f : S™ — C, defined as f () = xa (x), where A := {x € S"|0; < d(0,z) < 02} is an
annulus in S™. Let a = cosfy and b = cosf. Then, we can write f (x) = X(a,) (cosd (0,2)). 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) ||SiIl'Y1 d(O,) COS’YQd( )R1f||Lm(Hk(S7l)) < C||f||Lp1 (sn)»
where, the constant C' is independent of f. Therefore, let us first consider the Welghted Lorentz norm of the function f. We
have,

1
b P
a1+n 1

(4.82) 1£llzg2 . omy =C /(175,;2) 71 paagy

a

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

[NE]

_1
Rif(§=C / X(a,p) (cost) (cos®d (0,€) — cos®t) ? sint dt.
d(0,¢)
By substituting cost = x cosd (0,&), we get

1

Rif (&) = C/X(ab (xcosd(0,8)) (1 _ $2)*% de.
0
0

, cosd (0,¢) < a.

1 1
[ (1—2%) *dz, a<cosd(0,£) <b
(483) = wsdD

b
cos d(0,€)

(1 7x2)7é dz, b<cosd(0,§) <1

a
cos d(0,8)

By choosing cosd (0,€) = b in Equation (4.83), we have,

1
(4.84) [ sin™ (0, ) cos™ d (0, ) R fl o mysmyy = C (1 — 1) 2 b7 / (1-2?)

p

Using Equations (4.82)) and ( in Inequality (4.81] -, we get
1

b
(4.85) (1—02)2 pme /(1 —a?) Pda| < C/ (1-22) 77 7 g g
b
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For a fixed b € (0,1), we consider the function

defined for 0 < a < b. For Inequality (4.85) to hold, we want H to be bounded above. Particularly, lin}) H (a) should be
a—
bounded. We notice that this limit is in an indeterminate form, and therefore, we apply the L’Hospital rule.
p—1
_1 -3
aoe ) (<))

! (
lim H (a) = lim
a—b ( ) a—b _ (1 . ag) a12+"71 acz

1

Slee—

S

p(p—1) <f1(1—x) éd:v)
= lim

P aitn aitn .
a2 (1 —g2)T T et 4 (g +n—2) (2 —a2) (1—a2) T a2t —ay (b2 —a?) (1 —a2) 2 lge-l

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 S™. 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
to an equivalent inequality concerning certain fractional integrals.

To do so, let us begin with the left-hand-side of Inequality . By substituting cos?t = u in Equation , we have,

cos? d(0,¢)
Rif(&)=C / f (V) (cos®d (0,€) — u)_% urdu = Cffga (cos?d (0,€)) ,
0
where,
(4.86) o(t) = / (ﬁ).

Vit
Further,by writing cos? d (0, ) = x, the left-hand-side of Inequality (4.43)) becomes

. M oy L
(4.87) || sin™ d (0,-) cos™ d (0,-) Ry f|lp =y = Cll(1 —2)2 = 3 I ¢l oo (0,1

On the other hand, we also have,

1£1lzz

1,02

(sm) = / cost 51n0‘1+"_1 tcos™ t dt
0

By substituting cos?t = u, we get

N

- _
~ 2 ar+n ag—1
912, yem =C | [ |7 (VO] (= 0™ 70
Lo ]
1
i \
u agtn 1 ag+l
(4.88) :C/ NG (1—w) 2 w2 du —C||<P||L2al+n71’a27+l(0,1),
Lo

where ¢ 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 —2)

22
2

IZ ol L (0,1) < Cllel| 12

aq +n _1, a22+1

T (0,1)»

for all p € LalJrni1 agtt (0,1). However, we have seen in Proposition that this is not possible.
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Remark 4.20. Theorem 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 + as.
(2) The end-point for Inequality (4.43) to hold, namely p = % and v, = 0.

These cases are dealt with in Section EL 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 and , or
we have encountered them in proving the weighted LP-L* estimates (Theorems and . 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
pt,

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 ([I8], [19])). We have the following:
(1) Let « > k —n, p= 2" and f € L' (R™) be radial. Then, for k > 2 there is a constant (independent of f) C' > 0
such that,
(5.1) [Bef e @e@ny) < ClFllLpr @y

Also, for k =1, Inequality (5.1) holds if p=a +n > 2.
(2) For k >2 and p = 3=, there is some constant C > 0 such that for all radial functions f € L' (H™), we have

(5-2) [[coshd (0,-) R f (-) [lso < ClflIp.1-
(8) For k> 1 and p =%, there is some constant C > 0 such that for all radial functions f € LP (S™), we have
(5.3) [[cosd (0, ) Rif () lloo < CIlflp1-

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

We notice that the end-point estimates of Inequalities ([5.1) and are the end-points of existence of the k-plane
transform. That is, we know that the k-plane transform on R™ is only defined on LE (R™) for p < %3, and that on H" is
defined on LP (H™) provided p < Z—j (see for instance Theorem . 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 S™. The end-point obtained in Inequality is
a result of asking for an LP'1-L> estimate (see [19]).

We dedicate this section to improve the results of [I9] 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 [I8] will be essential. We state it here for the reader’s reference.

Lemma 5.3 ([I8]). Let n € N and v > 1. For real numbers x1 > x9 > -+ > x, > 0, we have

n v n
(5.4) (Z (—1)! x) <y (=1)7Tha
i=1 i=1
The following consequence of Lemma [5.3] is immediate, and can be found in [I9]. 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 (0,00), we have for p > 1,

P

(5.5) fFyat<pr | [ fyetae
[rowsrilf

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

1

P
1
7

(5.6) Fyertat <y vpr [ | £ ) erriat
/ /

Moreover, for v > 0 and characteristic functions f of measurable sets of finite measure in (0,00), we have

p
1
7

(5.7) (O Idt < pryh F)tlde
/ /
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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 y l:l , where by > ay > by > as>--- > b, > a, > 0.

ai,bi)
=

Then, we have using Inequality (5.4)),

o P n p n n i )
n tydt | = bi—ai) | < W —al) = /tp_ldt: / n t) ¢ 1de.
JRTNC (2_)( >> SICELEDD P X0 ®
0 i=1 1= 1= 1= a; 0 i=1
This proves Inequality (5.5). To get Inequality (5.6)), we replace ¢ with €7t in Inequality (5.5). Finally, by replacing e! with
t in Inequality (5.6), we get Inequality (5.7]). O

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 H". In this section, we address the following questions about the end-point behaviour of the
k-plane transform on H™. We first recall that in the proof of Theorem we had to assume that if p = O‘llj % then v, > 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 = 0‘1,;" % and v; = 0. Particularly, we pose the following question.

Question 11. Given aj,as € R with a; + as > k — n, what are the admissible values of v € R such that the following
inequality holds for all radial functions in Loé1 o, (H™), when p = M?

(5.8) || cosh” d (0, ) Ry fl| Lo (=, mnyy < Cllfll o2

&1 g (H™)

ajtas+n—1
k—1

Also, we recall that the point p = 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 [I9], arises.

Question 12. Given aj,as € R with ay +as >k—n and p = m‘;zft"_l, what are the admissible values of v1,v2 € R such
al . (H™), where p = w 2

(5.9) || sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry 1| oo (=, rmy) < C||f||Lp L

that the following inequality holds for all radial functions in LP

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

Lemma 5.5. For characteristic functions f of measurable sets of finite measure in (0,00), v > 0, « € R, and p >
max {1,1 — a}, we have,

1

p

(5.10) /f (t)sinh”t dt < Cp A on /f (t) cosh® tsinh”"™“¢dt |
0

where,

e a
(v+ 1)_i min{l,sinhv_% 1} max{l,cosh_% 1} + 72: max{27_g, (sineh1> ! } max{Q%, 1}] .

1
Cpyn = PP

Proof. First, we observe that for ¢ € [0,1], we have

(5.11) t <sinht < (sinh1)¢,
and for t > 1, we have
inh 1 ¢
(5.12) (Sm ) e! < sinht < %
e

We also have for any t > 0,
t
(5.13) % < cosht < e'.
Thus, by using Equations (5.11]) and (5.12]), we have for characteristic function of measurable sets in (0, 00),

/f (t)sinh” ¢t dt = [ f(¢)sinh™ ¢ dt + /f (t)sinh” ¢ dt
0

o _

< (sinh 1)” [ f(t) x(0,1) ()87 At + —— [ f(t) X1,00) (£) 7" dlt.
/ :fro
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Now, using Equations (5.6)) and ( ., we get

<)
-

-
=

R
+
’E\
|2
|
i
Kﬁ,
S
N—
=
—
~
N—
D
3
S
2
[oN
~

e

f(t)sinh? ¢ dt < p¥ (v +1)"# (sinh1)? £ (1) x.) () 7P dt

1 1
p 1 _ 1 P
}’7 /

/f p'y a)t atdt

Since p > 1 — a, for t € (0,1), we have tTP~1 < 1. Hence, from Equations (5.11)), (5.12), and (5.13)), we get

_ 1
7

1
=p7 (y+1)77 (sinh1)” /f(t)tm’o‘ta“”ldt + 2
0

P 1 1 P
v

/f 1) ePY—a)t jat 34

1 5 I3
v

/f(t)sinh“’t dtgp% (’y+ )717 (Slnh]_ /f ) tPY e qt +
0

1

pl(y+1)" 7 7 mi {1,sinh77% 1}max{1,cosh7% 1}—1—72;) max{?’;,<Sin€h1)p}max{2§,l}] X

P

/ f () sinh?”’™* tcosh® ¢ dt

This completes the proof! O

Remark 5.6. We remark here that the constant C, ., ,, 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 [[I] Particularly, we have the following result.

Theorem 5.7. Let ag,a0 € R be such that a1 +ag > k—n, and 1 < p = allj'" < al+%i"{"_1 or a1 +as =k —n and
a1+n =p= 1.
(A) For k > 2, Inequality (5.8)) holds for all radial functions f € L¥;
(B) For k =1, Inequality (5.8 . holds for all radial functions in LP

(H™) if and only if v < oq+a+fn—1'
H™) if and only if v < a1+a+fnfl andp > 2.

C¥17042
a1 [e %} (

Proof. We first remark that due to Theorem it is sufficient to get Inequality (5.8) for characteristic functions of radial
sets of H".

(A) We begin with proving the result for k£ > 2.
Using Equation ([2.25)), we have

-1

. 9 i
[cosh™ d (0,€) Ry.f (€)] < Ceosh?™*+1d (0,€) )f<cosht>\(1_w> sinh = ¢ dt

\8

sinh? ¢
d(0,£)
(5.14) < Ccosh? ™ *1 4 (0,¢) / )f(cosh t)‘ sinh* ! ¢ dt.
d(0,£)

‘We now consider two cases.
Case I: First, let us consider d(0,£) > 1. We notice that since % =p>1and a1 + as > k —n, we have
p > 1— ay. Hence, by using Lemmal[5.5] we get

"=

o0
lcosh” d (0,€) Ry f ()] < Ccosh” ¥4 d (0,¢) / ‘f(cosht)‘ cosh® tsinh® "7 P=%2 ¢ d¢
d(0,£)

=

= Ccosh" "1 d(0,¢) / ‘f(cosht)
d(0,£)

sinh® ™1 ¢ cosh®? tsinh! 7P~ 22 ¢ d¢

If oy + a3 > k—n, then p= “ﬁ" < al*zz_tnfl, and hence 1 —p — as < 0. On the other hand, if a1 + as = k — n,
then p = 1 and we must have a2 =0, so that 1 —p — ag = 0. Also, from the necessary condition of Theorem we

must have v < Wra+f"*1 =k (1—1—2?;%) Hence, vy —k+1<1+ ‘”Tfl. Since coshu > 1 for any v € R, we have




(5.15)

(5.16)

(5.17)

(5.18)

(5.19)

(5.20)

(5.21)
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cosh”**1q(0,¢) < cosh!+ 5~ d(0,¢). Consequently, we get

oo p
[cosh” d (0,€) Ri.f ()] < d(0,¢) / ‘f (Cosht)’ sinh® "1 £ cosh® £ sinh' P2 ¢ dt
@(0,£)
1
oo P
<C / ’f (cosht) sinh® ™"~ ¢ cosh® ttanh! P72 ¢ dt |
d(0,¢)

since coshd (0,£) < cosht for t > d(0,£) and p + s — 1 > 0. Since t > d(0,£) > 1, we have tanh' 77 *2¢ <
tanh'™P~22 1. Therefore, in this case, we have,

|cosh” d (0,€) R f (§)| < C / ‘f(cosht)’ sinh™ ™™t tcosh® t dt | = C||f]| ra (H")-
@,
d(0,£)
Case II: Let us now consider d (0,£) < 1. Here, we have from Equation (5.14)),

oo

|cosh” d (0, &) Ry.f (£)| < Ccosh” ™1 d(0,¢) / ‘f(cosh t)‘ sinh* "'t dt
d(0,£)

1 00
= Ccosh”™ k+1d 0,¢) / f (cosht) smhk Ledt+ / f (cosht) smh’C Lt de
0,¢) 1

Let us consider,

1
L = / ’f(cosh t) sinh*~1¢ dt,
d(0,£)
and
/ ‘f(cosh t)| sinh* 1 ¢ dt.
1

Using Equation (5.11)) in Equation (5.17)), we get

L<C / f (cosht) tk_ldt.

Further, from Equation (5.7) with v =k and p = w , we get

1 P
L <C / ‘f(cosht) tertr—lqy
d(0,€)
Again using Equation (5.11) and the fact that for small u € R, coshu behaves like a constant, we get

1

1 P
L, <C / ‘f(cosh t)‘ sinh® " L tcosh® tdt | = Clfllzer . -
d(0,8)

For the integral I, we use the analysis done in Case I (by replacing d (0,&) with 1) to obtain
I < C”fHLgvl{%(Hn)’

since sinh! P72 ¢ < sinh' "~ 1. Using Equations (5.19) and ( in Equation (5.16]), we get
|cosh” d (0, &) Ry f ()] < Ccosh?**1d(0,¢) ||f||Lp1 L@y S Cllfllzza . omy-

In the last inequality, we have used the fact that since d (0, ) < 1, any power of cosh d (0, ) behaves like a constant.
This completes the proof of
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(B) Now, we prove the result for £ = 1. Here, we have assumed, additionally, that oy + n = p > 2. We have, from
Equation (2.24)), for any characteristic function f of measurable subset of H" with f € L2t~ (H"),

Q1,02

cosh” d (0,£) R1f (§) = Ccosh™ d (0,¢) f (cosht) (cosh®t — cosh® d (0, f))_% sinh¢ dt.

k\_\wg

d(o

s

)

Let us substitute cosht = coshz coshd (0,&). After a simplification, we get

cosh” d (0,€) Ry f (§) = Ccosh” d (0,¢) / (coshzcoshd (0,¢))dz
0

1 o'}
= Ccosh” d(0,&) / f (coshz coshd (0,&)) dac—l—/ (coshz coshd (0,§)) dz
0 1

a1+a2+n 1
We know that oy +as +n —1 >0, and for z > 1, sinhx > sinh 1. Hence, 1 < sinh

sinh

e aTT Therefore, we have,

(oo}

1
cosh” d (0,8) R1f (§) < Ccosh”d(0,§) / f (coshxcoshd (0,€)) dzx JF/ (coshz coshd (0,¢)) sinh ™5z d
0 1

We use Inequality ([5.5)) in the first integral, and Inequality ([5.10)) in the second integral. Then, we get,
1

1
cosh”d (0,&) Ry f (§) < Ccosh”d (0,€) /f(coshxcoshd(o,f)) x”_ldm>
0

/f (cosh z cosh d (0,€)) sinh®* ™! 2 cosh®? & da:)

=

1
< C'cosh” /f (coshz coshd (0,€)) sinh? ! z dx
0

o0

+ /f (coshz coshd (0,€)) sinh®™ "' 2 cosh® z dx
1

=

where, we have used the fact that z < sinhz and p > 1. Further, we observe that for 0 < z < 1, we have

cosh® 2 > min {1, cosh®* 1}. Also, we have that p = a; + n. Therefore, we get,

1
cosh” d (0,€) Ry f (§) < Ccosh” d(0,§) /f (coshz coshd (0,€)) sinh® "~ ! 2 cosh® z dx
0

/f(coshxcoshd (0,€))sinh® ™"~ 2 cosh® z dz

1

< Ccosh”d(0,¢) /f(coshxcoshd (0,€))sinh® "1 & cosh™ x dx
0

Now, we substitute cosh z coshd (0,€) = cosht and obtain

oo ajtn

~ cosh? ¢ 1 cosht 2 ginht
cosh” d(0,€) Ry f (§) < Ccosh”d(0,€) /f (cosht) (cosh2 20,9 — 1) <coshd(0,§)) cosh d (0.2) dt

S

0
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. . sh? ¢ -l sinh ™17 2 ¢
Since from our assumptions, we have p = a; +n > 2, we get (ws‘f;icm — 1) < 00;1:121*"—’1(1(0’5)' Therefore,
00 P
aytagtn—1 ~
cosh? d (0,€) Ry f (€) < Ccosh?™~~ + d(0,¢) /f (cosht) sinh®™ ™™ " tcosh® t dt | < C||f| 1p (HmY-
1,02
0
aptaotn—1
In the final inequality, we have used the fact that v < 0‘1+°‘+f"—1 and hence cosh’™ " 7 d(0,¢) < 1, for any
& € Z (H™). The necessity of p > 2 when k = 1 is shown in Example
The necessity of the condition v < %f”*l is shown in Remark ]

us now see that the same is necessary for the Lorentz norm estimate of Inequality (5.8)). Here, we fix a1, s € R such that

Remark 5.8. The necessity of the condition v < Ma?ff"*l was shown in Theor for LP-L*° norm inequality. Let

a1 +ay >k—nand 1 <p= al,j'" < “1+‘;i"1’"_1 or a1 +as = k—n and p = 1. To do so, let us consider the function
fap : H* — C, given by fup () = Xap (coshd (0,2)), for b > a > 1. Here, we consider the case b = 2a, and denote f, = fy 24-

It is clear from Equation (4.36]), by substituting x = a+/u,
4 1
P
ag+1 a1+n_ o —
||fa||Lp,1 (H") =Ca Zp / (a2u o 1) —5——1 w 22 ldu
ay,ag
1

For “large” a > 1, say a > 2, we have that a?u — 1 behaves like a2, whenever 1 < u < 4. Hence,

(522) Hfa”Lp,l (H") S Caﬁ2—p+1+%(a17+n_l) = Caa%‘;l—‘,—k.
@q,2

As for the k-plane transform, we use cosht = z coshd (0,¢) in Equation (2.24)) and simply to obtain,

k_
kaa (5) = C/X(a,Qa) (17 COShd(O,f)) (:c2 — 1) 21 dx
1
0, coshd (0,€) > 2a.
TR 08 L
(5.23) _c { (z> = 1)? " dz, a<coshd(0,¢) < 2a.
AT by
(22 =1)2"'de, coshd(0,¢) < a.

By choosing ¢ € Ej (H™) such that coshd (0,€) = a, it is clear that
2
E_
(5.24) | cosh” d (0, -) Ry fll o (=, @n)) = Ca” / (2 —1)2 "do = Ca”.
1

Using Inequalities and in Inequality (5.8), we get for a > 2,
a’ < CaazTil‘H“.
As a — oo, this forces v < ‘”Tfl +k= %ﬁ"‘% since p = %
Theorem answers Question We first get the necessary conditions on «; and ~» for Inequality .
Theorem 5.9. Let k> 2 and a1 + ag > k —n. Forp= m‘zzf*{"_l, Inequality holds only if

ar+n

k

(5.25) ~1 > max {0, } and y1 +72 < k-1

Proof. We prove this result in two cases.

Case I: First, we assume that a; > —n. Let us consider the function f) : H" — C, defined as fx () = xp(o,x) (), for

A > 0. We have,
\ :
(5.26) TP / cosh® £ sinh® 1 gt

0
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By substituting sinh? ¢ = u, we get from Equation (B.2),

sinh? X » ) 1

ag—1 n aq+n — P

e / 1+w)F w7 ldu| =Csinh™5 " A {m( 20‘27a1;”;1+ al;n;—sinhQ A)] .
0

By using the transformation given in Equation @, we get

(5.27) (2N

a,an

1
1— »
ety = Csinh ™7 Acosh ™7 A [2F1 (20‘2 1,1+ al;n;tanhz )\ﬂ .
It is clear from Theorem [B.3| that the hypergeometric factor is bounded. Hence, we have,
(5.28) Il ey < Csinh™7 " Xcosh ™ A

The k-plane transform of fy is given in Equation (A.2). By choosing d (0,€) such that sinh®d (0,&) = %sinh2 A, we have
cosh?d (0,¢) = % (1 + cosh? )\) and tanh®d (0,¢) = % Hence from Equation (A , we get
(5.29)

[[sinh” d (0, &) cosh?® d (0, -) Rifx (+) [|oo > Csinh? A (1 + cosh® \)

2
2

E+1 k k inh? \
tanhk/\ 2F1 <+,, + = ; SIQH 3 >
2 2 2" 1+ sinh“ A + cosh® \
Using Inequalities ((5.28)) and (5.29)) in Inequality (5.9)), we have
k1l ko K sinh? \
2 72 271 + sinh? A 4 cosh? \

2
2

sinh” A (1 + cosh® \) # tanh* X o Fy < > < C'sinh™5" Acosh 5 .
As A — 0, we get

o¢1+n

AR <o

The above inequality forces 1 > O”TT" — k. The necessity of 1 > 0 is also clear, for otherwise we have
|| sinh™ d (0, ) cosh™ d (0, ) ka,\HLoe(Ek(Hn)) = +400.

On the other hand, for A\ — oo, we have
ajtagtn—1

et < Qe r N = Qe

Hence, we must have v; + v < k — 1.
Case II: Now, we consider a; < —n. To see the necessity of the condition v, + 72 < k — 1, we consider the function f,

described in Remark [5.8, From Equation (5.22)) and the fact that p = @tezdn=l "we have
h—1

ajfagfn—1 B
(530) HfaHLﬁ’ll,a2(]HI") S Ca P = C’ak 17
for large a > 1. Now, by choosing & € Z, (H") such that d (0,&) = a, we get

1
2

(5.31) || sinh™ d (0, )cosh'Y2 d( )kaaHLm(—k(Hn ) > C(a*—1)
for large a > 1. Using Inequalities ([5.30]) and (| in Inequality .7 we get

antz < ek,

ar? > Cam +72 ,

for large a > 1. As a — oo, this forces v < k — 1.
It is also clear from Equation ([5.26)) that

a1+n71
(5.32) HfaHLﬁ‘ll,a?(H” <Ca 2 (4a )P( 2 )

Using Inequalities (5.32)) and (5.31)) in Inequality (5.9)), we get for any a > 1,

1(a1tn _1)

(a® — 1)771 A" < Ca™5 (402 - 1)5( 2

As a — 0, the above inequality gives us 7; > 0 = max {0, O”p# — k:} (]

We now see that the conditions mentioned in Theorem [5.9] are also sufficient.

Theorem 5.10. Let k > 2 and oy + s >k —n. Forp = O“J”;fij”*l > 1, Inequality (5.9) holds if and only if v1 and 7,
satisfy the conditions of Equation (5.25)).
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Proof. We have seen the necessity of the conditions mentioned in Equation in Theorem To see the sufficiency
of these conditions, we consider the following. Due to Theorem we only consider characteristic functions f of radially
symmetric sets for which f € L2! - (H").
Case I: First, let us assume that p > 1 — . In this case, we may use Lemma We start with Equation and
use the fact that £ > 2 to obtain
|| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry f1| oo (=, (m)) < C'sinh™ d (0,&) cosh™ "1 4 (0,¢) / ‘f(cosht)
d(0,¢)

Since 41 > 0 and 71 + 72 < k — 1, we have sinh” d (0, &) cosh” d (0,&) < Cen+72=k+1)d0.5) < . Hence, by the use of

Equation (5.10) of Lemma we get

sinh*~'¢ dt.

o0 v
| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, ) Ry f|| Lo (2, (my) < C /f(cosht) sinh® ™™ T tcosh® ¢t dt | = C||f]| o

&1ag (H™)

Case II: We now consider 1 < p < 1 —as. We notice that in this case, we cannot use Lemma to produce cosh®? ¢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,&) > 1. In this case, using Equation (2.25)) and the fact that k > 2, we get

|| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry f1| oo (=, (my) < C'sinh™ d (0,&) cosh™ F1 (0, ¢) / ‘f(cosh t)
d(0,£)

sinh*~1¢ dt.

Now, we use Equation (5.10) with o = 0 of Lemma to obtain
|| sinh’“ d (0, ) COShfy2 d (0, ) ka”Loo(Ek(Hn))

< Csinh” d(0.¢) cost™ 1 (0.6) | [ [F (cosht)sinbiert e g
d(0,£)
1
= Csinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ d (0, ) / f(cosh t) sinh® ™ 1 ¢ cosh® ¢t tanh®? ¢ dt
d(0,&)

Now, we observe that since 1 < p < 1 — ag, we must have ag < 0. Therefore, for ¢ > d(0,£) > 1, we have tanh®? ¢t <
tanh®? d (0, ¢) < tanh®? 1. Also, since 13 > 0 and 73 + 2 < k— 1, we have as in Case I, sinh™ d (0, &) cosh™ kg (0,¢) < C.
That is, we get

p

|| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry f|| o< (2 (1)) < C /f(cosh t)sinh® " ttcosh® t dt | = C’||f|\L;(3%,11ﬁ2 (H")-
Case II(B): Let us now consider the case when d (0,&) < 1. Here, we write
sinh® 1 ¢ dt

|| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry f1| oo (=, (m)) < C'sinh™ d (0,&) cosh™~*1 4 (0, 5) ‘f(cosh t)

Cosht smhk Ly de

H\g O\H

Let

—

I = ’f(cosh t)‘ sinh* !¢ dt,

d(0,£)

and

oo
/ f (cosht) smh’C Lt at.
1

Then, we know from Case II(A) that
sinh™ 1cosh™ 11 < C|[flln1 - ny-
1,02
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We only need to estimate I>. To do so, we start by observing that when ¢t < 1, we have sinh*~1¢ < CtF~1. Therefore,
1

nL<cC / f (cosht) t*=1dt.
d(0,¢)
Now, using Equation (5.7) of Lemma [5.4] we get

=

L <C / f(cosht) tPF=1qt
d(0.€)
Now, we see that pk —1=a; +as+n—1+4+p—1. Also, for t € (d(0,&),1), sinh¢ behaves like ¢. Therefore, we have,

1

P

1
/ f (cosht) sinh® ™~ ¢ ginh®2 P~ ¢ ¢
0,€)

From our assumption, we have as + p — 1 < 0. Therefore, sinh®? P~ ¢ < sinh® P~ 14 (0,¢), for t > d(0,£). Now, using the
fact that for small values of ¢, cosht behaves as a constant, we get

I < 4(0,€) 1f1l . ooy

Combining the analysis done on the integrals I; and Is, we conclude that
[ sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry f| e (2, any) < C'sinhm 1+ d(0,€) cosh”>**+1 4 (0, ¢) \|f||Lg,11 oy (HY)
+ sinh”* d (0, €) cosh™ "1 4 (0, €) £l et ., oy

ag—1
p

In both the terms in the above inequality, since d (0,&) < 1, the hyperbolic cosine behaves like a constant. Also, owing to the
fact that «; > 0, the hyperbolic sine in the second term can be dominated by a constant. Now, from the necessary conditions,
we know that we require v; > O‘lTT” —k=-1- “2771. Therefore, the hyperbolic sine in the first term can also be dominated
by a constant. Consequently, we have,

|| sinh™ d (0, -) cosh™ d (0, -) Ry fl| ooz, imyy < Clf |l o

&y ,aq (H™)

This completes the proof! O

5.2. The Sphere S”. In this section, we consider the end-point estimates for the “end-points” mentioned in Remark
Particularly, we ask the following questions.

Question 13. Given aj,as € R and p > max{l,1+ as} withp > 1+ az when as > 0, what are the admissible values of
v € R such that the following inequality holds for all radial functions in LE' —(S™), when p = C“kﬂ ?

011 a2

(5.33) [ cos™ d (0, ) Ry fl ooz, sm)) < ClISfll L2

a,an S”).
We have also seen that due to the existence conditions of Theorem [3.5] p = 1 + s is an end-point for as > 0. Therefore,
the following question is natural.

Question 14. Given ai,as € R with as > 0 and p = 1 + as, what are the admissible values of v1,72 € R such that the
following inequality holds for all radial functions in La1 ay (87)7

(5.34) [[sin d (0,-) cos™ d (0, ) Bifllzoezesmy) < Cllfllper,, smy-

First, we notice that Question arises only when a1 > k — n. Also, the case when a; = k — n, and hence p = 1, is
already settled in Theorem [£.17] Therefore, to answer Question [I3] we only consider oy > k — n, i.e., p > 1. To answer our
question, we require an analogue of Lemma suitable for the sphere S™.

Lemma 5.11. Let 1,12 > 0 and p > 1. Then, for characteristic functions f of measurable sets in (O, g), we have

1

% p
(5.35) / f(@)sin™ " teos™ Mt At < Cpy / f(@)sin? ot e dt |
0 0
where,
1| -4 25 (m—1) gt apm—1 pa—1
Cpﬂh,nz = pr ?71 max{ﬂm_l,l maX{2 2 ,1}max{23(pm_l),l}max{2 2 71}
(5.36)

1 1 95 (n2-1) R Pnz—1
+772 maX{2 2 ,1}maX W,l maX{Q 2 ,1}max{22(pml),1} .
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Proof. We first observe some simple properties of sine and cosine functions. We notice that in the interval (07 g), we have

22 1
(5.37) it <sint <t, and — < cost < 1.
™

V2

On the other hand, when t € (%, g), we have

22 1
(5.38) i(z—t) <cost <L ¢ and — <sint < 1.
T 2 2 V2

Therefore, from Equations (5.37) and ([5.38)), we get

3 I 3
/f(t) sin™ " tcos™ 1t dt = /f (t)sin™ 1 tcos™ Lt dt + /f (t)sin™ L tcos™ 1t dt
0 0 %

9 (m—1) I
Smax{2,1}max{2n22 ,1}/f(t)t’71*1dt
7'(771—1
0

_m=t 25 (n2-1) i T 21
+max{2 2 71}maX W71 /f(t) (i_t) dt
i

Changing the variables 5 — ¢ = s in the second integral, we have,

H 3(m—-1)
F()sin™ tcos™ 1t dt < max 2 maX{Q_m; 1} £ ()
— 7_[_7]171 b b X(()7
0

n1—1 23(12-1)
+max{2*T,1}max —1
7'('7]2—1

Now, we use Inequality (5.7)) on both integrals. Then, we have,

S =

3 5 (1) o0
. —1 -1 1 ﬁ 22(171 _7722*1 -1
/f (t)sin™ " tcos™ ™t dt < p? |n; ¥ max {ﬂ-m—l’ 1 p max {2 ; 1} f(t) X(0,5) (s)tPm— dt
0

0

1

- _m-t 95 (n2-1) i . - P
" max {275 ’1}”““{7@1’1} /f(§‘3) X(o,z) (5) 82 ds

Again changing the variables § — s =t in the second integral in the right hand side of the above inequality, we get

INE)

am—1

3 s I
inM—1 n2—1 i 7% 25— —7772271 pn1—1
f(t)sin t cos tdt <pr |n ¥ max ,1 p maxq2 ,1 f@t dt
0 0

S

L

3 bl
_p’ _om-1 25(77271) s p’l’]zfl
+7]2 max{2 2 ,1}111&){{77_772_1,1 /f(t) (5 —t) dt
T

Using Equations (5.37) and (5.38)), we get

=

/f (t) Sinnl—l tcoSWZ*I tdt < Cpﬂhﬂlz /f (t) Sinpm—l tcosp’”*l +dt
0 0

Here, C} ), », 18 as given in Equation (5.36). This completes the proof! |
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Remark 5.12. With a simple change of variables (replacing cost by t) in Equation (5.35)), Lemma can be written in
the following form for characteristic functions f of measurable sets in (0,1).

1 1
(5-39) /f(t) (1-2) %t < o /f(t) (1—2) 7 g |
0 0

for 11,m2 > 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 [I3]

Theorem 5.13. Let a,a5 € R withay > k—n, p= M> 1+ as, with a strict inequality when ag > 0.

(A) For k > 2, the Inequality (5.33)) holds for all radial functions f € Lol ., (S™) if and only if v > H‘%.

(B) For k =1, Inequality (5.33)) holds for all radial functions f € Lol ., (S™) if and only if v > % and p > 2.
Proof.

(A) We first prove the result for k& > 2. For characteristic functions of measurable radial sets in S™, from Equation (2.28)),
we have

[ME)

1

2 -
|cos” d (0,&) Ry f (£)| < Ccos™1d(0,€) ’f(cos t)| sin*~1¢ (1 — tanhd(O,f)) dt

tant
d(0,€)
z
< Ccos”1d(0,¢) / f (cost)|sin®*~1¢ dt.
0,§)
Using Inequality (5.35) Lemma [5.11] with n; = k and 7o = 1, we get

sin® "Lt cosP Lt dt

lcos™ d(0,€) Rif (€)] < C cos™1d (0,€) / 7 (cost)

3 =

Sin® 71 ¢ cos®? t cosP T2 ¢ dt

= Ccos”1d(0,¢) / ‘f(cost)
d(0,8)
We know from the existence conditions of Theorem [3.5] that p > 1+ as. Thus, we get

_ oy
lcos” d (0,€) Ry f (§)| < Ccos”™ 777 d(0,§) ”fHLP L S C”fHLP Lo, (S™)

since vy > H%.

1
) _1
%) * is not bounded. Nonetheless, we can

use Lemma 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 S, by Equation (2.27)),

(B) For the case k = 1, the proof is a bit more involved since (1 —

Rif (&)= / (cos*d (0, &) — cos® t)fé sint dt.
0,§)
By substituting cost = z cosd (0,&), we get
1 1
(5.40) Rif (€) :C/f(a:cosd(o,g)) (cosgd(O,f)—xQCOSQd(O7§))7%cosd 0,¢)d / f(zcosd(0,8)) (1—:1:2)7% dz.
0 0

Therefore, we have, by using Inequality (5.39) with n; = 1 = 15, and the fact that p = a3 + n,

1
|cos” d (0,&) Ry f (§)] = Ccos” d(0,¢) /f(xcosd((),{)) (1- x2)al2¢71 P~ dx
0

aj+n

1
< Ccos?d(0,&) / f(zcosd(0,9)) (1—2%) 2 e de |
0
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since p > 1+ ay and z < 1. Now, we substitute 2 cosd (0,£) = u. Then, we have,

cos d(0,£) aj+n P
= u? = ! u “ du
7d(0,6) R < Ccos” d (0, 1l—-—
‘COS ( 5) 1f(£)| = cos ( 5) / f(u) < COS2d(O,§)> (COSd(O,§)> COSd(O,f)
0
From our assumptions, we have p = oy +n > 2. Hence,
aq+n
U2 12 -1 aitn 4
1- ————— <(1-w?) "7 .
( cos2d(0,§)> <(1-w )
Then,
1
cos d(0,£) . P
~ @a1rTn
s d 0. B f (O] < Coo a0 | [ Frp(1-) ™
0
Again, from the necessary conditions, we know that v > 12&2 Therefore, cos”™ = d(0,£) < 1. Also, by substituting

u = cost, we get

=

1
lcos”d(0,&) Rif ()| < C / f(cost)sin® " ticos®2 t dt | = CHfHLgvl{@(Sn).
0

The necessity of the condition p > 2 when k£ = 1 is shown in Example
The necessity of the condition v > 12% is shown in Remark O

Remark 5.14. We now show that the condition on v mentioned in Theorem [5.13]is necessary. To this end, we consider the
function fop : S — C defined as fop () = X(a,p) (cosd (0,2)), where 0 < a < b < 1. We are interested particularly when
b = 2a, and we denote f, = f;2,. This forces a < % In fact, in what follows, we consider a < i for certain computational
convenience. Next, by substituting x = at in Equation , and using the fact that b = 2a, we get

1
2

2
+1 aptn g
HfaHLpl az(S” =Ca 2p /(1 7a2t2) p) +*2d¢
1

Now, we observe that since a < i and 1 <t <2, we have % < 1—a?t? < 1. Therefore, we have,

+az

(5.41) 1£le, oy < Ca™>

On the other hand, to estimate the k-plane transform of f,, we use Equation (2.27). Particularly, by substituting cost =
zcosd (0,€) in Equation (2.27)) and simplifying, we get

1

Bifal€) =C / N(aza) (cosd (0,€)) (1 —2?) ¥ " do
0

0, cosd (0,8) < a
1 k_
[ (1-2%2 " da, a < cosd(0,§) < 2a.
== O Cosd2(3,§)
o5 d(0.6) E g
[ (1—2%7 "dz, cosd(0,§) > 2a.

By choosing ¢ € Zj (S™) such that cosd (0,&) = 2a, it is clear at once that
1

B
(5.42) | cos” d (0, ) Ry f|l Lo (=, (sm)) 20@"’/(1—352)2 Ydo = Ca”.

l

We now use Inequalities (5.41)) and - in Inequality (5.33 - to obtain

1tag
a? <Ca 7

As a — 0, the above inequality forces v > H%.
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Next, we move on to answer Question As a first step, we get the necessary conditions for Inequality (5.34) to hold
with p = 14 a3 and as > 0. We do so by testing the inequality against the characteristic functions of certain “nice” radially
symmetric sets.

Theorem 5.15. Let as >0, a3 € R and p =1+ as. Then, Inequality (5.34) holds only if
@] +n

(5.43) ~1 > max {0, — k} and o > 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 a;.

Case I(A): First, let us consider a; > —n. Then, for A > 0, we consider fy : S} — C, defined as f) (z) = xB(o,») (%),
where B (0, ) is the ball of radius A in S}, centered at the origin. Then, we have,

A P
Mpl gny = sin cos
i e =C in® "t cos® t dt
Bl an
0
By substituting sin® ¢t = zsin® A and simplifying, we get

1
aj4n 2
Hf’\HLﬁ'f,aQ(Sn) =Csin 7 A /ggal;n—l (1 — g sin? /\) 2 dx
0

Now, by using Equation (B.2)), we have,

2 2
The k-plane transform of fy is evaluated in Equation (A.5)) of Theorem Therefore, we have,

sin” d (0,&) cos" d (0,€) R f (€)

1

1— »

(5.44) 1fall i gy = C'sin™5" )\[QFl( 20‘2,0‘1+";1+0‘1+”;sm2xﬂ .
104

k
sin2d(0 £)\? 1 k k cos? A
——2) oFi|=,=51 - d .
sin® \ ) (2 2’ T3 9’ cos2 d(O,f)) X(0.x) (d(0,€))

First, we observe that if v1 < 0, then the above quantity is unbounded as d (0, &) —> 0. Therefore a necessary requirement
for Inequality (5.34) is that v; > 0. Further, by choosing ¢ € Ey, (S™) such that sin®d (0, &) = 1 sin® )\, it is clear that

ko1 1k . k  sin?A
(5.45) || sin d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) R frll o= (ze(s7)) = C (14 cos® \) 2 gtk ) o Fy ( Ly >

22 +§’ 1+ cos? A
Using Inequality (5.45) and Equation (5.44) in Inequality (5.34)), we get

J2—k—1 in2 %

(1 + cos? )\) T gin RN LRy (;, g; 14 g; 1?;():\2)\) C'sin e A [2F1 ( 20427 al;n; 1+ al;n§Sin2 A)} .
As A — 0, the hypergeometric terms in the above inequality approach 1. Similarly, the cosine terms approach 1. Therefore,
as A — 0, the above inequality forces vy, > C”Tf" — k.

Case I(B): Now, let us consider a; < —n. In this case, we cannot use the characteristic function of a ball centered
at origin, since the integral that leads to Equation is not convergent. In this case, therefore, let us consider the set
Ey := B(0,2)\) \ B (0, ), which is an annulus on S} of inner radius A and outer radius 2. For the sake of computational
convenience, we consider A < %, and define the function f) : S — C as fy (z) = xg, (). We begin by estimating the
Lorentz norm of fy. We have,

= Ccos™ 71d(0,£)sin7 d (0,&) sin® X (1 —

s
]

22 b
||f/\||L3’11702(Sn) =C /sino‘ﬁnf1 tcos™ t dt
A
By substituting sin® ¢ = u and simplifying, we obtain
1
sin? 2\ P
a1+n ag—1
HfAHLpl L) =C / u e Tl —w) T du
sinZ A

Since oy < —n, we have u g1 < sin¥r o 2)\ whenever u > sin® \. Also, since A < %, we have % <1-—u<l1l, for
sin? A < u < sin® 2\. Consequently, we have,
a1+n

<Csin"» A\

3=

aj+n— 1
(5.46) ||f>\||Lf;’11_a2(§n) < Csin S (sin® 2\ —sin*A)* = C'sin A (4cos® X —1)
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Next, we estimate the k-plane transform of fy. By substituting cost = z cosd (0,&) in Equation ([2.27)), we get

0, d(0,§) = 2A.
! ) [ (1—a?) e, A< d(0,6) < 2.
ka)\ C/X(COS2A cos \) l’COSd(O,g)) (1 - l’2)§71 dx = C %
5 =F0D L
[ (=2%)?* "dx, d(0,§) <A

It is again clear that for the left-hand-side of Inequality (5.34) to be finite, we must have ; > 0. Now, for £ € Z (S™) such
that d (0,&) = X\, we have,

1 1 N
Rify (€ / (1-a? 7_1dm> / (l_x)g—1dx:C(I_C082)\>§:O(COSA—COSQ)\+sin2)\)2 >Csink)\
22 - 2) cos A COSg A N cosg A
cos A o5 A
That is, we have,
(5.47) Isin™ d (0,-) cos™ d (0,) Ry fll L= (2, (smy) = C'sin™+F Aeos™ ™5 A,

Using Inequalities (5.46) and (5.47)) in Inequality (5.34), we get, for A < g

. _k . ooatn
sint* Ncos™ "2 A < C'sin~ 7 A

As \ — 0, this forces y; > % — k.

Thus, by considering functions that are concentrated near the origin of the sphere, we get a necessary condition on ;. To
get the necessary condition on v,, we now consider functions concentrated near the equator of S™.

Case II: For 0 < A < 7, let us consider the set £y = S\ B (0, A) and the function fy : S — C defined as f) (z) = xE, ().
Here, B (0, \) is the ball centered at origin of S™ of radius A\. Then, we have,

P

”f)\”Lgvl{aQ(sn = / n® "t cos®2 ¢ dt
A

By substituting cost = cos A\y/z and using the fact that p = 1 + s, we get

=

1
ajtn 1

I3l e, (gn) = CcosA /:EQQTi1 (1—=zcos®X) " dz
0

Finally, using the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2)), we conclude that

2 2 7 2

The k-plane transform of f) was evaluated in Equation (A.8]) of Theorem By choosing £ € Z (S™) such that d (0,£) = A
it is readily seen that

(5.49) || sin™ d (0, -) cos™ d (0, ) Ry fal| Lo (=), (sn)) = C'sin™ Acos™ .
Further, by using Inequalities (5.48) and (5.49)) in Inequality (5.34)), we get

1
1 3 »
(5.45) I3l oy = Coos o (1= 22, 228, 22 KR o)

S

1 3
SiIl’Yl)\COS’YZ)\SCCOSA[QFl (1a1+n 2+l ozt ;cosQ)\)]

2 72 7
As A — F, the above inequality forces vo > 1. |

We now prove the sufficiency of the conditions stated in Theorem [5.15] Again, we employ Lemma in the proof.

Theorem 5.16. Let ay,as € R with as > 0 and p =1+ as.

(A) For k > 2, the Inequality ) holds for all radial functions f € L', (S) if and only if v and 2 satisfy the

conditions of Equation 1-
(B) Fork =1, Inequalzty (5.34) holds for all radial functions f € L' (S™) if and only if v1 and o satisfy the conditions

O£1 (e D)
of Equation (5 and p > 2.
Proof.
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(A) Let us begin with k > 2. As mentioned earlier, we wish to use Lemmam We have from Equation ,

k

™ d (0, ) cos™ mfﬂafﬁnsc$w1<oaww2hiog/‘ F (cost) ( m%ﬁfgv2 it
0

< Csin™ d (0,&) cos” 71 d(0,¢) / ’f(cos t)‘ sin* 1 ¢ dt.

d(0,¢)
Using Inequality of Lemma with 1 =k and 7y = 1, we get
; ;
|sin?* d (0, &) cos™ d (0,€) Ri f (€)] < C'sin™ d (0, &) cos?> ™ d (0, &) / ’f(cost) sin?* =1 tcosP 1t dt
d(0,8)
1

Sin® T cos® tsinPP T T ¢ dt

(5.50) = C'sin” d(0,€&) cos”1d (0,€) / f (cost)
0,£)
7). From Equation (5.50) and using

We now divide our analysis in two cases
Case I: Let us assume that p > % Then, sin?*~*1 "¢ < 1, forall t € (0

the fact that 73 > 0 and v > 1, we get
i d(0,) cos” d (0,) Bif (€)] < Clf g e

, we have that sinP*~®17"¢ < sinP*~*17" 4 (0,¢). Keeping in mind that

Case II: Now, we consider p < ‘“,j"

MzalTTn,kandyzzl,weget,

=

d(0,£) cos™71d (0,¢€) / f (cost) sm(”'"_1 tcos™ ¢ dt
0

(0,8) cos™ d (0,8) Ref (§)] < C'si

|sin”* d

< Clfllugy oy

1

This completes the proof of [(A)|
(B) We now look at the case k = 1. We have, from Equation (5.40)),
1
/ f(zcosd(0,€)) (1—2%) * da.
0

[sin?* d (0,€) cos™ d (0,£) Ry f (§)| = Csin™ d(0,£) cos™ d
Using Inequality (5.39) with 71 = 1 = 19, and the fact that p = 1 + ag, we get
n n
1 »
Isin™ (0, €) cos™ d (0,€) B £ (€)] < C'sin™ d (0, €) cos™ d / F@eosd (0,6)) (1—a?) ¥ weda
0
By substituting z cosd (0, ) = u, we get
[sin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0, &) R f (£)]
cos d(0,8) p %
= u? L u * du
< in" d V2 1—
= O 0. d(0:) 70 (1-wing)  (wawe) =i
0
Since p > 2, we have
w2 5-1 o1
1 <(1-u?)?
(-srima) =0
Hence, we get
cos d(0,£) %

/ fu lfu)g_luo‘2 du

|sin?* d (0, &) cos™ d (0,€) Ry f (€)] < Csin? d (0,€) cos™1d(0,€)
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=

cos d(0,£)
- ajtn p—aj—n
(551) — Csin'Yl d(o’g) COS'Y2*1 d(07£> / f (’LL) (1 o 'U,2) 12 1 uaz (1 _ 'LL2) 721 du
0

As in the proof of |[(A)l we divide our analysis in two steps.

Case I: First, let us assume p > a1 +n. Then, (1 — u2) —2 < 1, for all u € (0,cosd(0,£)). Since we have
v1 > 0 and 2 > 1, from Equation (5.51]),

|sin™ d (0,£) cos™ d (0,8) R1 f (§)] < CHf”Lgv{az(sn)-

1

—n

p—aj—n
Case II: Now, we move to the case when oy + n > p. Here, we have (1 — u2) 2 < sin?Pm T d(0,8), for

u € (0,cosd (0,&)). Hence, from Equation (5.51]) and the fact that v; > % —1and 75 > 1, we get

cos d(0,8) P
ay+n a1+n

Isin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0,€) R £ (€)] < Csin =5 4.(0, €) cos™ 1 d (0, &) / F) (1—?) ™ e du

< D, mny-
= CHfHLal{az(s )
The necessity of the condition p > 2 when k& = 1 is shown in Example
This completes the proof! O

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 R™, H", and S™. To
this end, we use Kurusa’s technique from [20] and [2I]. 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 &
in X (where, X = R™ H", or S"), and a geodesic 7 in £, we can cover all of £ by rotating the geodesic v inside £&. We employ
this observation to get the desired formulae.

6.1. The Euclidean Space R™. Here we get a formula for the k-plane transform in R™. 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 R? is parametrized by a direction, and its distance from the origin. We denote
by & (@, h), the line perpendicular to @ € St 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 @. This situation is shown in Figure [4 The notation made in the figure is followed in the sequel.

htan «

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 htan «, where « is the directed angle
made by X with @. Suppose the angle of @ with the X-axis is @. Then, the point X can be given (in the polar coordinates
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of R?) by (a+ @, hseca). On the other hand, in the polar coordinates of the line & (w, h) with P as its center, the point X

is given by d (P, X) = htan «, where o € ( 3 ’5)
Hence, we have

a + @, hseca) hsec? a da.
f(

—u

f(a+ a, hseca) %d(P,x) da =

——

Rf (@.h) = / f (@) dz =
&(w,h) -

[NE
[SE]

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 o + @ defines a
s

point w on the circle S'. Moreover, since a € (—5, 5) is the angle made by the point with @, we must have that (w, o) > 0.

Converting the quantities involving the angles o and & into inner products, we get the following formula.

Theorem 6.1. Let f : R? = C be a function that is integrable on almost every line in R2. When a line & is parametrized by
(@0, h) € St x (0,00), we have

(6.1) Rf (@,h) = / f<w,<h>hdw,

w, @) ) {w,w)?

(w,w)>0

where, S}

(w.3)>0 = {w € Stj{w, @) > O}.

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 7, and perform all “k-dimensional rotations” inside 7, we can cover whole of 1. In this
process, we consider the point in 7 that is closest to the origin as our center for rotations.

A k-plane n in R™ can be parametrized by a k-dimensional subspace ¢ and a point u € &+, which is the “foot of the
perpendicular” from the origin on the plane 7. The point u € £ is the point in 7 closest to 0, and in our considerations is
treated as the “center” of the plane 7.

Any point on the plane 1 can be written as x + u, for a unique x € £. Further, using the polar decomposition in &, we
have x +u = to + u, for 0 € S*" 1 N ¢ and t € (0,00). Therefore, we have

Rif (&,u) /f:t:—l—u / /fto+utk Ldtdo.

S§n— lmg 0

Let us fix o9 € S*"!N&. Then, the set u + {tog|t > 0} is a ray in the plane 1 starting at « and in the “positive” direction
of og. However, there is a rotation in SO¢ (k) (the rotation group of &), say R, that takes oy to —op, and as t € (0, 00)
varies, we get the whole line in 7 through u in the direction og. Now, the entire plane is covered (upto a double repetition)
by k-dimensional rotations in 7 of the line u 4 {tog|t € R}. An illustration of this concept is shown in Figure

FIGURE 5. A line in a plane obtained from a direction of S*—1.
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Since integration over S*~! N ¢ can be written as an integration over SO¢ (k), upto an appropriate normalization, we have

Rif (&,u) = / /f(ta+u)tk’1dtda

Snflﬂg 0
=[S n¢ / /f(tgao+u) th=1 dtdg
SO¢(k) O

= |S""tn¢ / / fy (too +u) [t|*1 dtdg.
SOg(k)/{LRUO} —00

Here, fy(z) = f(gx), for any g € SO(n). However, the inner integral represents the X-ray transform of the function

fq () d (u, JF7* in the {u, 6o }-plane along the line through  in the direction og. We consider u # 0 so that {u, oo} indeed
spans a plane. Let us denote by S%u w0} the unit circle in the plane spanned by {u, o¢}. Then, using Theorem we get

k—1
llully /1 = {w, Fur)?
ka (57“’) = ‘Sn_l mg‘ / / fg <W7 <wuﬂ ) m ” ” ||uu|| d(JJdg

_u _u_ _u_\2
S0y, 8t Tl @, ) @, mur)
SV} P luoo ) (w i) >0

Now, we notice that as g varies over SO;¢ (k), gw varies over S~ N¢. On the other hand, since u € ¢4, (w, ﬁ) is invariant
under the action of SO¢ (k), and gives the cosine of the angle between w and m Consequently, we have using the polar

decomposition of the k-dimensional sphere,

jus

_ / [ _ [[ull [ul*
Rif (§u) = / /f(f% c0s0> mbm ¢ dodw = / f (w, (w, & >> (w, Vbt dw,

Tl > Tul
sn=1ng 0 ST ) oN(EDu)
< Tull

where, by & @ u, we mean the direct sum of £ and the subspace spanned by u. That is, we have the following formula for the
k-plane transform in R™.

Theorem 6.2. Let f: R™ — C be integrable over almost every k-dimensional plane. By parametrizing a k-plane n by (&, u),
where € is a k-dimensional subspace and u € €1\ {0}, we have

| [

u) = w | w
(6.2) Rif (&, u) / f( 7<w7|5|>> <w’m>k+ld :

n—1
<w,ﬁ>>oﬂ(£@u)

We remark here that Equation 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 Ry. 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 H”. 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 H". We recall
that we have fixed the Poincaré ball model as the description of the real hyperbolic space H". Before we begin with the
formal calculations to obtain the formula for the k-plane transform on H”, we state the formula for X-ray transform in H?,
obtained by Kurusa in [20].

Theorem 6.3 ([20]). Let f : H?2 — C be a function that is integrable on almost every geodesic in H?, where H? is the real
hyperbolic space of dimension 2 described by the Poincaré ball model. We parametrize a geodesic & by (w,h) € St x (0, 00),
where W is the direction of the foot of the perpendicular to &, and h is the hyperbolic distance of £ from 0, the hyperbolic
origin. Then, the X-ray transform of f is given by

1

o e [ () e

(w,@)>tanh h

= {w € S'|{w,@) > tanh h}.

where fi (r) = In (}f—i) =2tanh 'z, for 0 <z < 1, and S%w,w»tanhh
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It is to be noticed that Equation is much different from the Euclidean case. Particularly, depending on the distance
h of the geodesic (&, 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.

Q
Q

]

FIGURE 6. For a given geodesic at a distance h, the angles made at the origin cannot exceed o =
cos~! (tanh h).

We quickly see that for a given geodesic at a hyperbolic distance h > 0, the angle o mentioned in Figure |§| is cos™! (tanh h).
To do so, we first observe that Ow is perpendicular to O’w. Also, the Euclidean length of OP is tanh (%) Therefore,
if the length of the segment joining O’ and w is r, then by the Pythagoras’ theorem for the Euclidean space, we have

(r + tanh (%))2 = 1+ r2. Upon simplifying, we get r» = cosech h. Therefore, the Euclidean length of OO’ is tanh (g) +
cosech h = coth h. It is now easy to see that cosa = tanhh.

We use Theorem and the parametriation described in Theorem 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
(&,u) in H"™, we have

Rif(&u) = / /f (exp,, (to)) sinh* ! ¢ dtdo

Sn—lm§ 0

= |S”_1 n¢| / /f (exp,, (gtog)) sinh* 1 ¢ dtdg

S0 (k) 0

=[S""' n¢| / / £y (exp, (tog)) sinh*~* [¢| dtdg,

sog(k)/{l Roy)} —oo
b (7'0

where, Ry, € SO(n) is a rotation that takes oy to —og. Now, the inner integral can be realised as the X-ray transform of
the function f () sinh*~'d (0,-) along the geodesic through u in the direction of oy. Hence, by using Equation (6.3), we get

-1
n coth® h{w, %)% — 1
Rif (&u) =[S""tn¢| / / f, <w, 1 <ta hh)) ( Tul ) y

27\ {w,®) sinh h
50¢

sinh*~1 }ﬂ tanhh dwdg
2 <w,”“TH>

(k)/{I7RUO} S;u,ao}ﬁ<w,|li>>tanh h

ull
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We observe that as g varies over SO¢ (k), the inner integral varies over a spherical cap centered at ﬁ and of spherical radius
tanh b, in the subspace containing both ¢ and u. That is, we have,

_ (kt1)
1 hh coth? h(w, ) — 1 ’
mren= [ r(ede(Ee) (bt =)
§7t n(¢omer)

[l
<M,L>>canh h
(KAl

Thus, we have the formula for the k-plane transform on H™.

Theorem 6.4. Let f : H* — C be integrable on every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold. Let us parametrize a
k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold 1 by (£,u), where £ € Gy and u € X\ {0}, as given in Theorem . Then,
_ Oet1)

an coth? h{w, 2 —1 :
(6.4) Rif (&,u) = / f (W, %ﬂ <<t f;h>>> ( Il ) o

W, T sinh A
flll

Sl Y st (62 TT)

Tl

We also have

(k+1)

2 -z
(6.5) Ry f (9 ‘R* hg - €k+1) = / £, (w, %ﬂ <<tanhh )) (coth hw, ens1)? — 1) o

W, €k11) sinh h

(w,ek+1)>tanh h

where g € SO (n) is such that g-R* = ¢ and g-epy1 = m, in Equation (6.4]), and h > 0 is the distance of the totally-geodesic
submanifold (&, u) from 0 € H™.

6.3. The Sphere S™. Similar to the case of the hyperbolic space, H", Kurusa derived the formula for the Radon transform
on the sphere, S”, in [2I]. 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 S™. Kurusa’s idea to get the formula for the Radon transform came from the fact that the codimension-1
totally-geodesic submanifolds of S™ 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
én+1, the origin of S™.

expla)

a’ 1
\ 0 b
' ]
M 1
. 1
exp(b) \ J
\‘ ,I
S ’
\‘ ’
,
®, ’
o, Q
he ’
g .
he .
‘\ 73
.~ o’
~~~~§ ““'
(A) Half of geodesic (red) on S™. (B) A semi-circle in the tangent space of S™ at en41.

FIGURE 7. As a point moves along half of a geodesic on the sphere, shown in we get a semicircle in the
tangent space of S at e, 1, shown in @

We now state Kurusa’s formula for the X-Ray transform in S?, given in [21].
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Theorem 6.5 ([21]). Let f : S* — C be a function integrable on almost every geodesic in S*. Upon parametrizing the
geodesics in S? by (w,h), where & € St is the direction from e,11 to the point on (@, h) closest to eny1, and h > 0 is the
spherical distance of the geodesic from eny1, the X-ray transform of f is given by

1

66 R (0,h) = / ; <w7tan_1 (tan_h )) (cot?h w,@)?+1)"

(w, @) sinh

(w,0)>0
where S%w,w>>0 = {w € S'|{w,@) > 0}.

With the parametrization of k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of S™ given in Theorem 2.8 we now get the
formula for the k-plane transform on S™. Analogous to the Euclidean and Hyperbolic spaces, using the polar decomposition
on the totally-geodesic submanifold (£, u) in S”, we get

us

Rif (& u) = / /f (exp, (to))sinh* ¢ dtde

Sn—1ng 0

= [S"' n¢| / /f (exp, (gtoo)) sin®~1 ¢ dtdg
0

SO¢(F)

—lstng

sos(k)/{IR }
o

fq (exp,, (to)) sin* " |¢] dtdg,

\NH

jus
2

where, R,, € SO¢(k) is such that R, (09) = —o9. We now notice that the inner integral is the X-ray transform of the
function f, (-)sin®~!d (0, -) along the geodesic through u in the direction of . Therefore, by using Equation (6.6)), we get

-1

R =lsntng [ [ (Man_l <tanh )) (<o nte gip)? +1)

(w, @) sin h
50¢

sin*~1 [ tan™* w dwdg.
<w7m>

It is now to be noticed that as g varies over all of SO¢ (k), the inner integral gives a spherical cap of the sphere of the subspace
containing ¢ and w, with the center HZ—” That is, we have,

(k) S} u
/{I,Rao} {00} (w, 7 ) >0

_ (k+1)
2

= (“’ta“_l <<tanf >>> (oo int) ©

s Tl sin h
S"*l m( @L) “
(o, e >0 EB T

Thus, we have the following formula for the k-plane transform on S™.

Theorem 6.6. Let f : S™ — C be integrable on every k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifold of S™. Upon parametrizing
the set 2 of all k-dimensional totally-geodesic submanifolds of S™ by (&, u), where & € Gy, and u € ((-NB(0,5))\ {0},
as given in Theorem [2.8, we have

_ (k+1)
2

an cot? h (w, i) +1
(6.7) Rif (§u) = / f (w,tanl <<t uh>>> ( [l > dw.

s Tl sin h
Sn—l n u u
(@, o) >0 (E@W)

We also have

(k+1)

(6.8) Rif (9-R* hg-eny1) = / fq (w,tan_l <<tanh )) (cot?h {w,en)™+1) 7 dw,

w,en) sin h

S<W’Ek+1>>0

where, g € SO (n) is such that g-R¥ = ¢ and g - ej41 = Tur» in Equation (6.7), and 0 < h < % is the distance of the

totally-geodesic submanifold (&, u) from e,11 € S™.
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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 H” and S™. 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]). Fora >k—n, 1<p < %™, and § > k —n, the k-plane transform Ry : L?, (R™) — L5 (G (n,k)) is a
bounded operator if and only if B =a —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 H™.

7.1. The Hyperbolic Space H"™. In this section, we look at the boundedness of k-plane transform from the weighted
Lebesgue space L%, (H") to L 5, (E¢ (H")). The necessary conditions given in Equation (4.10)) of Theorem {.5(for p =r

1,02
become
(71) 51>k—nand52—a2§a1—ﬁlSk;(p—l).
Thus, we ask the following question.

Question 15. Is the k-plane transform Ry : LP (H™) — Lg’l,ﬁz (Zx (H™)) a bounded operator, when p,aq, s, B1, f2€ R

1,02

are such that oy +as >k —n, 1 <p< Wrz%”fl and B1 and Bo satisfy the conditions mentioned in Equation (7.1])¢

In answering Question we obtain the boundedness for all functions (not just radial, which have been dealt with in
Section {]) for a restricted range of p. Particularly, we have the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let a1, as € R be such that a; +ag > k—n. Let 81, B2 € R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.1). Then, for

anyl <p< %ﬁnﬂ, the k-plane transform is bounded from L%, . (H") to Ly 5 (Zx (H")) if B1+B2 < p(k+1)—(n+1).

Proof. To obtain an estimate on the Lgh 5s (Zx (H™))-norm of Ry f, we employ Equation (6.5). We have,
| R f e

81,82 (Ek (Hn))

p

[IL ]l (gt iz

SOM) O BE,

1
sinhB1+7=k=1 p coghPatk dhdg] v

By using the Minkowski integral inequality, we get

_1( tanhh
o (w’ tanh (<"’J7 €k+1) ))

sinh#1+nkE=1=P p cogpPath py dhdg] ? dw.

1Bk flice, @)

< /)

SO(n)

tanh ™ (w,ep11) »

(coth2 ho{w, epy1)? — 1)_p(T) X

k
Skw,ek+1)>0

Now, we substitute tanh h = (w, ex1) tanh¢. After a simplification, we obtain,

1Bk fllcy, . o)

Bitn—k
< / (w,ersr)” 7 X

k
S(w,ek+1)>0

=

p—B1—Ba—n—-1

/ / |fg (w, t)[" sinh#1 TR(P—DFn=1y cogpprh—fi—n—1y (1 — (w, ex+1)* tanht) 2 dtdg| dw

SO(n) 0

B1t+n—k _
= / (wyeryr)” 7 '

S?Ws€k+1>>0
oo
| fg (w, £)[P sinh® T~ ¢ cosh®? ¢ tanh —1 FEP=1) ¢ cogp PR =(ertaztntl) 4o

SO(n) 0
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1
p—B1—Bo—n—1 P

(1 — (w, ex+1)* tanh? t) 2 dtdg] " dw.

From Equation (7.1), we see that 81 — a3 + k(p—1) > 0. Also, from the hypothesis of this theorem, we have p (k + 1) —
(a1 + as +n+1) <0. Hence, we get,

B14+n—k 1

1Bk Sy, ey <C / (w,epy1) P X

k
S(w,ek+1)>0

=

p—B1—Ba—n—1

/ / | fg (w, £)|P sinh® T~ £ cosh® ¢ (1 — (w, ep41)? tanh* t) 2 dtdg| dw.
50(n) 0
We now have two cases.
Case I: Let us assume that f1 + 82 > p—n —1. Thatis, p — 1 — B2 —n — 1 < 0. Since tanh®*¢ < 1, we have

9 p—B1—Ba—n—1 p—B1—Ba—n—1
(1 — (w, ep41)? tanh® t) 2 < (1= (w,ers1)?) 2 . Hence, we get,
1 Bi1+Ba+n+1

B1+n k_ 3— e
IRkl . ey <C / (w, ext1) "1 = (w,ers1)?) X

k
S(w,ek+1)>0

B =

/ /|fg (w, 1)|P sinh®* T~ tcosh® ¢ dtdg| dw
SO(n) 0

Bitn—k _ BitBatntl

1_PitPatntl
e R e e Y A ™
Sk
(w,e41)>0

Using the polar decomposition on S¥, we have that,

ﬁ1+n k. 1 51+52+"+1 /31+n k_q . 1_BitBatntl 4
/ (W, ex41) F(1 = (w,e11)?) 2p 0 sin*" v 6 df < +oo0,
k 0

S(m,ek+1)>0

since 1 >k —mn and 81 + B2 <p(k+1) — (n+ 1). This proves the boundedness of the k-plane transform in this case.
Case II: We now consider 8y + 2 < p—n— 1. That is, p — 81 — B2 — n — 1 > 0. Here, we have,

t\:)

p
Bl+n—k

||Rlcf||Lﬁ oy (ER(EM) = C / (wyepp1) » F / /|fg (w, t)|P sinh®* ™!t cosh® ¢ dtdg| dw

k 0
Slorepr1)>0 50(n)

=Cllf|

B

1+n7k'_1
LBy ap (H™) (w,ept1) 7 dw < C||f||L§;1,a2(Hn),

k
S<w16k+1>>0

since 81 > k —n. This completes the proof! O

7.2. The Sphere S”. In this section, we see the continuity of the k-plane transform Ry from the weighted Lebesgue space
LB o, (S8™) to LY 5 (Zk (S™)). The necessary conditions given in Equation ([4.44) of Theorem for p = r become,

(7.2) b1>k—mn, 01 >ar—k(p—1) and By > as — k with strict inequality if p = 1 + ao.

Now, we ask the following question.

Question 16. Let aj, a0 € R and p > max{1,1+ as} with p > 1 + as when ay > 0. Is the k-plane transform a bounded
operator from L S") to LY, 5, (Ex (S)), whenever B1, By € R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7.2)?

We have the following boundedness result for the k-plane transform that completely answers Question

alag(

Theorem 7.3. Let aq, a9 € R.

(A) For p > 1+ ag, the k-plane transform Ry, is a bounded linear operator from L%, . (S") to LY 5 (Zx(S")) if and
only if B1, B2 € R satisfy the conditions of Equation (|7
(B) For ag =0 and p = 1, the k-plane transform Ry, is a bounded linear operator from Ly, o (S™) to L, 5 (Zx (S™)) if

and only if B1, B2 € R satisfy the conditions of Equation (7 ..
Proof.
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(A) First, we look at the case when p > 1+ ay. From Equations and (2.6]), we get

ki1
/ / # (o, tan1 tan h (cot? h{w, exq1)? +1) 2 2l «
T\ (W, ext1) sin h
Sk

0
S0(n) (w.epp1)>0

IRefllze . =esmy) =C

B1,B2

1
p

sin 1 tn=k=L p cogheth dhdg]

By using Minkowski inequality, we have,

g h
IRl ey <C [ [/ / ’f (”(«fﬂ)

SO(n) 0

' -o(24)
(cot? h{w, ept1)® + 1) P

S(w,ck+1)>0

1
P

sinf1 R m1mP pogfath dhdg] dw.

We now substitute tanh = (w, ex41) tant to obtain,

k+1

1Bk flles, 5, @) <C / [ / /lfg (@, ) (cot?t +1) 75

Sk SO(n) 0
Bit+n—k—1-p Ba+k
<w er41) tant 1 "
\/1 (W, exr1)%tan?t \/1—1— (w,ep+1)?tan?t

(w,e41)>0
1
P

dtdg] dw.

(W, exy1)sec? t
1+ (w,epr1)2tan? ¢t

us

B1tn—tk
=¢ / {w, 6k+1>1T_1 [ / / | fg (w, )" ginfrtre—D+n—14 . p—Bri—nt+k—1,
50(n) 0

k
S(w,ek+1)>0

P—B1—B2—n—1 P

(14 (w, ex1)* tan’t) 2 dtdg] dw
Bitn—k 7

=C / <UJ7 €k+l>**1 [ / / |fg (w’t”p Sina1+n71 t cos™? tSinﬁJrk(p*l)*al .

SO(n) 0

k
S(w,ek+1)>0

=

p—B1—By—n—1

cos™ 02 ¢ (cos? £ 4 (w, ep41)? sin® t) ’ dtdg] duw

By the necessary conditions, we know that 5 + k(p — 1) — a1 > 0, and B2 + k — as > 0. Hence, we have,

™

Bitn—k

(7.3) MBSy, =em) <C / (wyensr)  » l
k SO(n) 0

(w,ek+1)>0

P art+n—1 Qs
)
|fg (w,?)]” sin t cos™? tx

S

p=B1—Bg—n—1

(cos?t + (w, ex41)” sin® ¢) 2 dtdg] dw.

We notice that it is enough to show the boundedness for 81 + 52 < p—n—1. This is because for any 85 > p—n—1—/3
(where, B is fixed), we have

[Rxfllzr o Ex(E) S 1Bk fllce, L (@)
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Under the above assumption on S, we have p — 31 — B2 —n — 1 > 0. Since sint, cost, and (w,eg+1) < 1, we have
p—B1—Ba—n—1

(cos?t + (w, ex+1)?sin® t) 2 < C. Hence, from Equation (7.3), we get,
z S
Bitn=k 4 P atn—1 s
Hka”LglaBZ(Ek(Sn)) <C (w,ept1) 7 |fg (w,t)|" sin tcos™ ¢ dtdg| dw

Kk 0
S(u},ﬁk+1>>0 SO(n)

Bitn—k
= C”fHLﬁl,az(S") / (w,ek+1> P 1dOJ-

k
S(w,ek+1>>0

k

We notice that by using polar decomposition on S(w,ek+1>

<o With center ej1, we get

3
/31+n—k71 B1+n—k . k—1
(w,ept1) 7 dwo=C [ cos 7 Osin" 0 df < +oo,
0

k
S<W’Ek+1>>0

since B1 > k — n. This completes the proof of |(A)]
(B) When oy = 0 and p = 1, we use a duality argument. First, we notice that for any f € L} ,(S"), we have

|Rif (&)| < Ri|f] (&), for any £ € Zj, (S™). Now, using the duality of the k-plane transform given in Equation (2.21])
and Equation (A.12), we have,

/ Ruf (6)]sin d (0, ) cos™ d (0,€) dé < / R |1(6) sin® d (0,€) cos™ d (0,€) dé

Er(S™) Er(8™)
k
= C/ |f ()| sin® d (0, z) cos™ d (0, ) o Fy (—ﬁ;, 5 b ;_ n; —tanQd(O,a:)> dz.
St

Using Equation , we get

|Ri.f (€)]sin d (0,€) cos® d (0,€) d¢

B2 61+n_k.f51+n.s.

<0 [If @lsin® a(.a)sin® - a(0.0) o8 (<5 AP B i 4 (0,0) )

From Equation (7.2), we have 8; > oy, since p = 1, and 8, > —k. Consequently, sin® =22 d(0,z) < 1 and from
Equation (B.3) of Theorem we conclude that the hypergeometric function is bounded. Hence,

1Bk fllLy =) = / | Ry, f (€)] sin™ d (0,€) cos™ d (0, ) d€SC/If(af)lsinald(O,w)dw= Az, oem-
Sn

B1,82 T
Er(S™)

O

Remark 7.4. It is clear from Theorem by using a1 = as = 0, that the k-plane transform is a bounded operator from
L? (S™) to L? (E (S™)). 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 R™ 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-L" 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 [I8]). Since convolutions are translation-invariant, we have that the k-plane transform is LP-improving (see for
instance, [I7]). 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 8, > £8; + (81 + n— 1) (1 — £), we have L3, 5 (Bx (H") C L, 4, Sk (H")). In
fact, we have,

(8.1) el

Such a containment can be easily seen by an application of Holder’s inequality with exponents 2
from Theorem (4.7} . 7| that we have the following inequality for all radial functions in L? (H™).

(8.2) IR fllee  =e@my) < Cllfllee

B1,B2 o (H™))

where, /31, B2 satisfy the conditions of Equation (4.10) with » = p. Now, it is easily seen that for r < p and 8 < %62 —
(B1+n-—1) (1 - 7> the triple (81, 8%, 7) satisfies Equation (4.10). Also, from Inequalities (8.1 and (8.2)), we get
(8.3) (| Ry f|

for all radial functions f € L%, ,, (H"). That is, under certain assumptions on the weight 32, we can have LP-decreasing
estimates for the k-plane transform on H"™.

Naturally, we ask if for all admissible values of 31 and fBy we have LP-decreasing estimates. However, this is answered
negatively in the following series of results that are motivated from Hormander’s work (see [I7]). In what follows, we consider
a measure space (X, pu), where X is a topological space and p is a Radon measure on X. Let T : LP (X) — L9(X) is a
bounded linear operator such that for every f € L? (X), we have |Tf (z)| < T|f| (), for almost every x € X. Then, it is

81,82 —'k(Hn B B' E (Hn))

=—. Let us now recall

1,02

L7 oy (Ex(HM)) < Clflez, ., @),

1T fllLa(x)

easy to see that the operator norm ||T']| is given by sup e oo

feLP(X) with f >0,. We now prove the following

lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let v <0 and L? (R) := L? (R, (1 + ¢*)" dz). Then, for any f € L? (R) with f >0, we have
o 1

(8.4) %g}fgcf) 1+ 7nfllzew > 27 (| fllLe m)-

Here, 7,f (z) = f (x — h).

Proof. Let us start with a compactly supported g € L% (R). Then, there is some hg < 0 such that for all h < hg, we have
supp g Nsupp 7,9 = . Now, for any h < hg, we have,

S =

lg + 7n9ll L2 &)

/ 19 (2) + 79 (@) (1 + ¢°)" da

LR

3=

/ g @ (L +¢*) da + / 9@ (1+e ) dz| > 2% gl
LR

since h < 0 and vy < 0. Therefore, for any compactly supported function g € Ly (R), we have,
. . l
lh@lfgf lg +nglly @) = 27 9]l Lz r)-

Now, let f € L? (R) be a non-negative function. By the density of C. (R) in LE (R), we get a sequence (gy),, oy of compactly
supported functions in LY (R) such that ||g, — f| zz®) — 0 as n — oco. In fact, we may choose 0 < g, < f, for every n € N.
Therefore, it is readily seen that for every n € N, we have,

liminf [ f + 74 fll oy @) 2 Iminf [lgn + 7ugnlloy @) 2 2% [l gnll L2 &)
Since g, — f in LE-norm, the result is proved! O
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) — LE (R) be a translation-invariant bounded linear operator, where L (R) is as defined in
Lemma [8.1] Assume that for any f € L? (R) and almost every x € R, we have |Tf (z)| < T|f|(x ) Also, assume that
whenever f >0, we have Tf > 0. Then, ¢ > 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
heR, T(f+1nf)=Tf+ mTf > 0. Therefore, from Lemma we get

25| Tf | gy < Hm inf |7 (f + 7f) | g @y < |TIimmf (|f + 75 fll ey = 25 | TY[1f] o e)

where, the last equality follows from Hérmander’s result in [I7]. It is now readily seen that + < 1 ie., ¢ > p. O
a=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 ay +a2 >k—nandl <p< mz%n_l Let r > 1, and 51,82 € R be such that % — 2=l <

= <
O‘lTj'" - w k. If R« LY, (H") = Lj, 5, (Ex (H")) is bounded, then r > p.
Proof. First, we observe that
(8.5)
IReSfllzy, =@
00| o0 n—k . 1 ap—1 " "
[|f s aen® ()7 (-0 (F)T T Y aewtEe
v v 14w v U
0 |t

We observe that

v

(1+u)z+a2 : 1, When1+a27_1<0.
1, ag—1
1+v (4)277%, when 14 22=1 > 0.

v

Therefore, we have,

r Bo+k— 17(127—17& du
(86) ||ka||L21,g2(5k(H" / ‘F p,az —) (1 + u) ( 2r 2p 2) Z )
where,
r ag—1

(8.7> F(U) f(\/QT)U QP (1—|—U) =55 ,
and,

B1+n k

t L-t t), hen 1 4+ @2=1 -,
(8.8) G(t) = Bitn—Fk ( ) X(O’li(_l) w P

Butnch 1o (1 — )2 X, (t), when 1+ a’é‘le > 0.

Consider the operator T given by TF (z) = (1:" * @) (z), for F(x) = F(e®) and G (z) = G (¢*), for z € R. From Equation
, it is clear that the boundedness of the k-plane transform implies the boundedness of the operator T : L? (R) — LY (R),

where v = r (52‘§f_1 — a;—’l — —) < 0. From Theoreml 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 H". We remark
here that the complete understanding of Open Question [I] needs to be explored.

We now end the article with some questions that arise naturally from our study.

Open Question 2. Can Theorem be improved to include the full range of p? That is, does the weighted LP-LP
boundedness hold for the case O“krﬂrl <p< O‘fol, whenever (1, 2 € 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 Ry f. These factors cannot be eliminated easily.

Open Question 3. What are the admissible (necessary and sufficient) values of a1, aq, 81,82 € R such that, we have for
every f:S™ — C with ||sin® d (0, ) cos®2 d (0, ) f|le < +00,

I sin®1 d(0,-) cos?? d(0,) Riflloo < C|lsin* d(0,-) cos** d (0,-) f|loo?

To even get the necessary conditions, it would appear that the natural choice of the function f : S® — C would be
(@) = xBo,» (z)sin™* d (0,) cos™** d (0, z). However, with this, the k-plane transform is evaluated in terms of Appell’s
function Fy (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 (—oo, —00), 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 L% ., (X) to Lj 4, (Ex (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[I} 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-L?
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*? (Ej (X)) such that the
k-plane transform takes L? (X) to WP (Ej (X)) continuously? This question can also be asked by putting various weights
on the measure of X and Zj (X). Here, the Sobolev spaces are considered over the fibres of Zj, (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,ps2,q1,q2 > 1 such that the k-plane transform is a bounded

—_

operator between the Lorentz spaces LP1'4 (X) and LP2% (2, (X))? Again, this question can also be asked by adding weights
to the measures of X and Zj (X).

The authors of this article could not find literature related to Open Question [} 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 A > 0 and B (0, \) be the ball of radius A\ centered at 0 in R™. Then,

(A1) Rixa =€ (3~ (@(0.07) xan @0.9).
where, the constant C' > 0 depends only on n and k.
Proof. We have using Equation (2.22]),

k
51

Ctdt=C (A2 — (o,g))2) X (d(0,6)).

[N

R (©=C [ xom @) (£ - @0,9)?)

d(0,6)

We now move to calculate the k-plane transform of certain “nice” functions on H"™.
Proposition A.2. Let A > 0 and B (0,\) be the ball of radius \ centered at 0 in H"™. Then,
Rixon (€)
(A.2)

12 H 2 2\ _ ginh?
— C'tanh® A (1 _ blnhd(&ﬁ)) S, <k +1 k. g tanh® d (0, &) (Slnh — sinh d(O,g)) )

sinh? A 2 2 "tanh? d (0, &) (sinh® A — sinh? d (0, £)) + sinh? d (0, &)
for d(0,£) < X. For d(0,§) > A, we have Rrxp(o,») (§) = 0.
Proof. We have from Equation (2.25)),

2:'

A
C sinh? d (0, 5)] > k—1
R S A 1 - — 27 S Ilh t dt
KXB(o) (§) cosh*~1d (0, ) / { sinh® ¢ 1

d(0,£)
It is clear that for d (0,£) > A, we have Rrxp(0,x) (§) = 0.
For d (0,€) < A, let us substitute sinh?¢ = (1 +y (M - 1)) sinh?d (0,). After simplification, we get

sinh? d(0,¢)
. h2)\ % L . h2>\ 7%
R — C'tanh* d (0, Sm—1> /’51<1+t h2d (0, (Sm—1>> d
1) = Cran (0.6 (et [ i d(0,6) (S 8se1)y) ay

k
inh? \ 2 1k k sinh? A
—Ctanta0.9) (e 1) o (gt 4 gt a0, (1- RS )
anh”d (0,¢) (sinhzd(o,f) gl T tand 0.8 1= o0

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 (]E[) O

Proposition A.3. Let A > 0 and B (0, \) be the ball of radius A centered at 0 in H™. Consider the function fy : H* — C,
defined as fx (x) = xp(o,\) () coshd (0,z). Then,

(A3) Rufa(6) = C sinh® \ <1_sinh2d(0,§)

k
coehF—L 10 ) d (0, .
cosh"1d (0,¢) sinh? \ ) X(0.n (d(0,€))
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Proof. Using Equation (2.24)), we have, for d(0,£) < A

A
C / 2 2 -1,
R _— cosht (cosh®t — cosh®d (0,£))* ~sinht dt.
B i TIoE ( 0.9)
(0,6
By substituting cosh?t = u, we get
cosh? A
Rifr (&) = ¢ / (u—coshzd(O f))%_ldu: S (cosh A — cosh? d (0, 5))%
cosh™1d (0, €) 7 cosh®* 1 d (0,¢)
cosh? d(0,€)
which is the same as Equation (A.3). O

Proposition A.4. Let A > 0 and B (0,\) be the ball of radius A centered at 0 in H". For a € R and p > 1, consider the
function fy : H" — C, defined as fx (x) = xp(o,») () sinh ™% d (0, z) coshd (0,z). Then, for & € 2y (H"™) with 0 ¢ &, we have,

k
sinh"~ % A sinh?d (0,€)\ ® o k sinh? d (0, €)
A4 R =C 1— ’ Fil— 11421 - 2— 2> d(0,¢).
(A-4) kIx (©) cosh®™1 d(0,¢) ( sinh? \ ) 2 <2p 2 sinh? \ > Xoxd(0.8)

Proof. Using Equation (2.24), we get for d (0,&) < A,

A
N E_
/ coshtsinh™» ¢ (cosh2 t — cosh® d (0, €)? "sinht dt.
d(0,€)

C

Ry fa (&) = m

By substituting cosh? ¢ = 1 + sinh?d (0, £) (1 -z (1 - %)), and simplifying, we get

ork— g 12 5 2 12 -5
Rify () :Cbmhk,l d(0,¢) ( s1;1h A 1) /(l—z (1_ bl;lh A )) 1 g
cosh™ " d (0,£) \sinh”d(0,¢) J sinh” d (0, &)

Now, using the integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we get
k
h™7»d inh® d 2 k k inh?
Osmk1 (0,¢) inhk)\<1—sm_ 2((),5)) 2F1<a,; L .s1;1 A >
cosh™ " d (0,¢) sinh® A 2p 2 2 sinh® d (0, &)
The result now follows by using Equation (ED O

Rifx (&) =

Remark A.5. We notice that in Theorem [A4] we exclude all those totally-geodesic submanifolds of H" that pass through
the origin. However, the collection of all such submanifolds is a measure zero set in Zj (H"), and hence, Equation
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 S™, 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 S := { € S"[(x, e,41) > 0}. These functions can be thought to be extended evenly on S".

Proposition A.6. Let 0 < A < § and B (0,)) be the ball of radius X centered at origin in S™. Consider the function
xS} = C, defined as fx (z) = xB(o,) (v). Then, we have,

. 92 k 9
(A.5) Rifr(§) = cos’“flc;l((),g)smk A (1 — w> 2 Fy <;7 g; 14 g; 1- 7%:20; (8\7 £)> X(o,n) (d(0,€)).
Proof. Using Equation (2.27), we have for d (0,£) < A
A
Ry fx = ___¢ / (cos®d (0, &) — cos® t)%_l sint dt.

cosk=1d(0,¢&)
d(0,¢)

cos? d(0,8)

1 1
- c cos2 \ K cos? \ 2
kax(f)—cosd(o’g)(l cos2d0£> /U <1_U(1_0082d(07£)>) v
0

Next, we substitute cost = cosd (0,§) \/1 — (1 — ﬁ) v and simply to obtain,
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Now, by using the Integral form of the hypergeometric function given in Equation (B.2), we have,

C cos? \ 3 1 k k cos? \
_ 1_ F - 71 7.1_7
Ry fx (€) cosd (0,8) ( cos2d(0,£)> 241 <2’ gt g cos?d(0,£)>

k

C ok sin?d (0,€) ® 1k k cos? \

=— All————== Pl =1+l ————+ ).
coskt1d (0, &) S ( sin? \ 2 it ol T e d (0,€)

This completes the proof! O

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 S™ with certain non-constant densities.

Proposition A.7. Let 0 < A < § and B (0,) be the ball of radius X centered at the origin in S"™. Consider the function
ISt — C, defined as fx (x) = Xp(o,n) () cosd (0,z). Then, we have,

C ) . '
m (sm2 A\ —sin?d (0, f))

where, the constant C' depends only on n and k.

Proof. We have using Equation (2.28)),

A k
c tan?d (0,6)127" 4
= — 3 1 N>/ S
Bifx (€) cosd (0,¢) / cost [ tan? ¢ } s dt
d(0,8)

provided d (0,£) < A\. When d (0,€) > A, the Rifx (§) = 0. Now, we have, by substituting sint = u,

[SE

(A.6) Rifa(§) = X(0.x) (d(0,)),

sin A

_ ¢ k—1 1 2 §71
sin d(0,£)

sin A
_ ¢ 2 2 5-1
= ot Td(0.0) (u® —sin®d (0,€)) u du

sin d(0,&)
C .92 .92 £
- o Td(0.6) (sin® A —sin®d (0,€)) 2 .
This completes the proof! |
Proposition A.8. Letp>1, a € R, 0 < A < 5 and B(0,)) be the ball of radius X centered at the origin in S™. Consider

the function fx : S"} — C, defined as fx (z) = xB(o,n) (7) cosd (0, z) sin”# d(0,z). Then, for & € Z, (S™) with 0 ¢ &, we have,
ko .2 £ i 2 102
sin® "7 A sin d(0,£)>2 <a kE  sin® A < sin d(0,§)>>
AT) R —o- 22 "2 (AR ARS) e (E s, SR [ ER S d(0,)).
(A7) RO = Ot (1= FEme) e (g 5 s (1- P50 v @0.)
Proof. From Equation (2.27)), we have for d (0,§) < A,

A
C - L
Rk-f (é-) = m / COStSlnl Pt (COS2 d (0, f) — COS2 t) dt.

d(0,£)

By substituting cos?t = (1 -z (1 — ﬁia&))) cos? d (0,&), and simplifying, we get

1 [
cos? A z R
/ {1 a (1  cos? d(07§)> tan? d(O,f)] ? dz
0
= Ccosd (0,£)sin™ 7 d(0,€) (1 COS2)\>

a k k cos? A
- A2 504 Zcot2d(0,6) (1 —22 2
cos?2d (0,§) 2 1(2p’2’ +2’CO (’€)< cos2d(0,§))>7

where, we have used Equation (B.2) in the last step. This is the same as Equation (A.7). O

ol

e cos? A
R = Cama. 009 (1 50

ol

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 S?) 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 < A < T and B(0,\) be a ball of radius A centered at the origin in S™. Consider the set
Ey =87\ B(0,)\) and the function fx : S’} — C, defined as fr (x) = xg, (x). Then,

(A) R =01 4(0,6) > 2
’ kJA = COs COS2
W(S,E)QFl( %%?%%m)a d(0,€) <A

Proof. From Equation (2.27)), we get

us

C k1,
Rifr(§) = cosF1d(0,6) / (cos?d (0,€) —cos®t)? sint dt.
max{d(0,£),\}

Now, we substitute cost = min {cosd (0,§) ,cos A} \/y and simplify to obtain,

len {cosd (0,£),cos A} 1 min {cos? X, cos?d (0,€)} :
cosd (0,&) / cos?d (0,€)

—1
dy.

Rifx (&) =

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

min {cosd (0,¢), cos A} k1 3 min {cos d(0,¢),cos )\}
R =C mnl1-Z 2.2
kI (€) cosd (0,¢) >t 27272’ cos?d (0,€)
This is the same as Equation (A.8]), by a use of Equation (B.3|) of Theorem O

Proposition A.11. Let 0 < A < § and B(0,)) be the ball of radius X\ centered at the origin in S™. Consider the set
Ey:=S} \ B(0,)), and the function fx : S — C, defined as fx (x) = xg, (x)cosd (0,z). Then, we have,

(A.9) RSy (6) = Caosd 0.6){ 0.0
. kJA COS cos?
1- (1- =%0g), 40,9 <A
Proof. From Equation (2.28)), we have,
C b1 tan®d (0, &) -1
= 1-—F t.
Ry fx (&) o5 d (0.6) / costsin® "t ( p— d

max{d(0,£),\}
We now substitute sint = u to get

-1

Rifr (&) = COSdC(M) /1 Ta (1 - (:2 - 1) tan? d(O,§)> du

max{sin d(0,£),sin A}
1

N

C 2 .2 k3
:m / (u® —sin®d(0,€))?  udu
max{sin d(0,£),sin A\}

[N

= cos’HC;l((),é“) {(1 —sin®d (0,¢))* — ((max{sind(o,f) ,sin A\})? — sin? d (0, 5)) ]

This is the same as Equation (A.9)). O

Proposition A.12. Letp > 1, a <2p, 0 <A < § and B (0, ) be the ball of radius A centered at the origin in S™. Consider
the set By :=S% \ B(0,)) and the function fy : S — C, defined as f (z) = xg, (v)cos'~ % d(0,z). Then, we have,

k
2

9_a
¢ [eos®Fd(0,6), d(0,€) > A,
(AlO) ka (E) = - a a cos?
cosd (0,€) | cos> 7 X o Fy (1*%1*%;2*%;W(6\,5)>’ d(0,8) <A
Proof. From Equation (2.27)), we have,
Rifr (&) = __c /2 cos' T t (cos?d (0, &) — cos? t)g_l sint dt
FIAS) T cosh=Td (0, €) ’ '

max{d(0,£),A}
By substituting cos?t = zmin {cos?d (0,€), cos? A} and simplifying, we get

1 kE_q
B C . _a _a o min {cos?d (0,£),cos? A} | *
Rifr (&) = m min {cos » d(0,¢), cos? ™ )\} /x P (1 —x o2 d(0.) dz.

0
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Using Equation (B.2)), we have,

C _a _a k a o min {cos?d(0,§),cos® A}
- Y i Al1-21-22- 2
Ry (€)= g i feos® F 40,6 cost P ( L g g
0 feos? R a0 (151 252 gieos?d (0.6)), d(0.) > A
cosd (0,§) | cos®> % A o Fy (1—5,1 5’;,2 2p,cos )\) d(0,&) < A
In the last equality, we have used Equation (B.3)) of Theorem O

Moving ahead, we now compute the dual k-plane transform of some radial functions on Zj (X). These results are instru-
mental in proving the results of Section [3]

Proposition A.13. Let ¢ : Zf (H") — C be given by ¢ (¢§) = sinh™ d (0,&) cosh” d (0,¢), with v1 > k —n. Then,
‘Sk—IHSn—k—ll
2[Sn 1|

Proof. We have from Equation (2.30]),

(A.11) Rip(z) =

sinh™ d (0, ) cosh™ d (0, z) o F} (—722 g n ;_ r. tanh? d (0, )) .

|Sk—1||§n—k—1| , sinh d(0,z) , .
Ry (z) = T sinh*~" d (0, x) / (sinh®d (0,x) — s?)? s R (14 67)

0

J2
2

ds.

Upon substituting s = (1 — u)% sinh d (0, z), and simplifying, we get

1
|Sk—1||§n—k‘—1| k4 71*"*’”’71 9 2
Rip(z) = =T sinh™ d (0, x) cosh™ d (0, x) /uf_ (1—u) = (1 —tanh®d (0,2)u) > du
0
Sk'fl Snfkfl ) k + n
= |2||S|”_1| sinh™ d (0, x) cosh™ d (0, z) 2 F} <é2 =t n 5 anh?d (O,x)) ,
where the last equality follows from Equation (B.2]). |

Moving forward, we now give an analogous result for a function defined on = (S™).
Proposition A.14. Let ¢ : Z; (S™) — C be defined as ¢ (&) = sin” d(0,£) cos™ d (0,§), for v1 > k —n. Then, we have

‘Skflngnfkfl‘
|Sm=1]

Proof. We have from Equation (2.31),

v k 71+n

(A.12) Ry (z) = sin™ d (0, z) cos™ d (0, z) 2 Fy (— 55 5 —tan? d (0, w)) .

sin d(0,z)

Skfl Snfkfl k_ ey
| I | (sin*d (0,z) — s%) 2 tgnh—lgm (1-s%) % ds.

Rip(z) =
@) = S a4 (0,0)

Substituting s = u2 sind (0,¢) and simplifying, we get,

1

Sk—l Sn—k—l E_ n—k 2
Ry (z) = |S||nl| sin” d (0, z) / (1- u)g L (1- sin®d (0,2) u) * du.
0
Using the integral representation of the hypergeometric function (Equation (B.2), we have,
IS | - 2 mtn—kyntn
Rpp(x) = \Sw—l|smv d(0,z) 2 5 5 . n’d(0,z)
The result now follows from Equation @ O

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 T (-), 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

o (@), (0), 2
B.1 F e
(B.1) 2P (a,b 5 2): T (c+h) K
where (), denotes the Pochhammer’s symbol, (z),: =z (x+1)---(x+n—1) = F(Fm(:y).

It is well known that the hypergeometric function can be analytically continued to C\ [1,00). We use the same symbol
oF) to denote the analytic continuation of Equation (B.1). The hypergeometric function can also be written in an integral
form.

1
L T(o 11— )t
(B.2) oF) (a,b;¢;2) = T (=) / 1=t dt,
0

for Re ¢ > Re b >0, and z € C\ [1,00). In the computations involved in this article, we only deal with real parameters and
variables. Moreover, we see that ¢ > 0 always holds in our calculations, so that I' (¢) 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 ¢ > b > 0. Then, for any 2z < 1, we have (1 — 2t)"“ > (1 —t)™“, for 0 < t < 1. Therefore,
from Equation (B.2)), we observe that

L 1
r =1 _ pyeb-t T (e
oFy (a,by¢;2) = (c) / ( ) dt> /tb L1 — ) b-a—1 3, _ ()T (c a) “o
0

(1—zt)* - I'(c—a)T(c—0)

That is, when a < 0 and ¢ > 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-L9
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 ¢ — b — a, we have the following.
(1) If Re(c —b—a) > 0, then,

F'e)T(c—b—a)

IF'(c—a)T'(c—b)

(B3) 2F1 (a, b; C; 1) =

(2) If c=a+b, we have

. oFi(a,b;¢;2)  T(a+b)
(B-4) sy s e SO

(8) If Re(c—b—a) <0, we have

. oFi(a,b;c;2) T(c)T(a+b—c)
(B-5) zlir{l— (1—zb  T(a)T(b)

A few remarks are in order.
Remark B.4.

(1) Equation says that when Re (¢ — b — a) > 0, the hypergeometric function behaves like a constant near z = 1.

(2) When ¢ = a + b, we conclude from Equation that the hypergeometric function near z = 1 is essentially
interchangeable with —In (1 — 2).

(3) Equation gives that when Re (¢ — b —a) < 0 and z is close to 1, we can replace (upto a constant) the hyperge-

ometric function by (1 — 2)° "%

The following transformation formulae for hypergeometric functions are also useful, and can be found in [24].
(B.6)
(a)

(b)
2oF1 (a,bsc52) = (1—2)""2F) (aw — by Z:) =(1—-2)" 2R <c —a,b;¢;

z

(c)
Z_1> =(1—2) """ F (c—ac—bic;z).

The transformation formulae in Equation holds for all z € C\ [1, 00).
We also have for z ¢ [0, 00),
(B.7)

sin (7 (b — a)) (=) . 1 (—=2)7° . 1
7r2F1(a’b’c’z)_I‘(b)I‘(c—a)QF1<a’a_c+1’a_b+1’z)_F(a)l"(c—b)2F1<b’b_c+1’b_a+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[d] 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 R denote the
extended real line. For ¢ : 2 C R — C, a “nice” function, we consider the following Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of
@ for o € C with Re a > 0.

(C.1) I o () = T (la) / @ f ;y))l_ady, for z > a.
(C.2) % (2) = F(la) / (xf;y))l_ady.

Depending on the set 2, we introduce the following partitions.

O=a1<ax<---<a=a, ifQ=1]0,a] for a < +oo.

(C.3) . o
O=a1 <ag <---<aq <400, if Q=1]0,00] =:Ry.
For 71, ;7,70 € R, we consider the weight function p: 2 — C as
1
(1 +J2z)™ I |z —a;/™, when [Q] = +oo.
=1
(C.4) ple):=1 g
Iz —a;|™, when |Q] < +o0.
j=1
For 1 < p < +00, we consider m, g € R that satisfy the following relations:
1 1 1
(C.5) 0<m<aol0<a<m+—,anda—m=—-——.
p p q
Let €g, -+, > 0 be chosen arbitrarily. We define for j =1,--- [,
i when v; > a — L.
(C.6) =14 K v
o—+—m—¢;, whenvy; <a— ;.
p p

Moreover, we define

1
5w::7—m—26j.
j=1

Now, let us define the following weight function.
l
(C.7) p-(0):= (Ut a)> [ le —ayf.
j=1
With these notations made, we have the following theorem for when Q = R...

!
Theorem C.1 ([20]). Let ¢ : Q@ — C be such that ||pe|, < +00. If Yoo + > Vi > o — %, then, we have,
i=1

(C.8) lo-I2¢llq < Cllpepllp-

We also have analogous theorem for the case when Q = [0,a], when a < +oco. We require this in the study of the
boundedness properties of X-ray transform on the sphere.

Theorem C.2. Let ¢ : Q = [0,a] — C be such that ||pp||, < +00. Then, for m and §; mentioned in Equations (C.5) and
(C.6), respectively, we have

(C.9) o+ 155 #llg < Cllipspllp-

Here,

l
pi (@) =2 [T o — ay™ .
j=2
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In our study, the case o = % and m = 0 is of particular interest, owing to its connection with the X-ray transform of radial
functions. We observe that in Theorems and we have not considered the case when p = 1. First, let us observe that
when p=1, a = % and m = 0, we must have, from Equation , q = 2. In fact, we now see, through a counter-example
that such a result concerning weighted L!-L? boundedness for fractional integrals cannot be expected. The example that we

now present comes from a similar example of Hardy and Littlewood (see [I1]) for the unweighted case.

We first show that there are functions ¢ in L' ((0,00),p1) for which I%J/} ¢ L?((0,00),p2), for any choices of “nice”
weights p1 and po.

Example C.3. Let us consider the case @ = [0, 0c], and two partitions

O:a§1)<agl)<---<al(ll)

O:a§2)<ag2)<---<al(22)

< 400,
(C.10)
< +00.

Corresponding to the partitions mentioned in Equation (C.10) and *ygl), e ,’yl(ll), 752), e ,’Yl(f), ’Yc(xla), ch) € R, let us consider
the weight functions given by,

v

5
pr (@) = (142 [ |z = ol
(C.11) =t

(2) L (2) 752)
p2 (z) = (1 + )7 H‘x—ai .
i=1

Let us consider

1, ifly =1and Iy =1.
a agl), ifl; >2and ly =1.
(C.12) @=0 ) i1, =1 and Iy > 1.

min {aél),aéz)} , if 1 > 2.

Now, we define ¥ : L ((0,0), p1) — C as

(©13) v = 2 () e @)

where, 1 <y < % We now have,

3a
P!

1 1\
191122 (0,000,00) = / x— g (ln = ‘5) o
5

By substituting  — § = e and simplifying, we see that

oo

111 ((0,00),p1) = / uVdu < 400,
In 4

since v > 1. On the other hand, we also have,

1 Tl 1\ 1 1
I? = ] s san (1) ———dt d
¥z 00100 0/ 0/ -3 (n t— ‘5) pP1 (t)X(j’%) v (x — t)% p2 () du

N
SIS

> ~dt| p2 (z)dx

p1(t) (z — )2

wm\“\%’

m\g

[ ] =
vl
/Y

=

-y

[ ] =
vl

From the definitions of p; and ps it is clear that for z € (%,32), both p; (z) and ps (z) is bounded above and below. Also,

1
for t > %, we have (z — 7% > (z — %)2. Hence, we get

N

3a 2
. P 1\
173 %]l 12 ((0,00),00) = € /x_ o /t_ a (mt_ a) dt| dz
J 2 2 2

2 2
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By substituting ¢ — § = e~ in the inner integral and using the fact that v > 1, we obtain

3a
4 oo

1 1
1121 L2((0,00),p2) = C /:E_ / w Vdu| dz
F

=C

N \»&‘g’
5
| | =
e
/3
=]
K
| | =
e
N~
[\v]
™
|
2
o,
8

Again, by substituting z — § = e™* and simplifying, we get
o0

1
1121 22((0,00),p2) = C /uz(l‘”du = +o0,

4
In 2

since v < %

Another interesting case that is not handled in Theorems and is when o = %, p =2 and m = 0. Again, if one were
to impose the conditions of Equation (C.5)), then one would require ¢ = co. We now show that we cannot expect a weighted

1
L?-L*> estimate for I2.
Proposition C.4. Let Q = [0,00]. We consider the partitions mentioned in Equation (C.10) and weight functions p1 and
p2 mentioned in Equation (C.11)). Then, there is no C > 0 such that for all o € L*(Q, p1),

1
(C.14) 102120l Lo () < Cllelr2(@,00)-
Proof. Suppose that Inequality (C.14) holds for all ¢ € L? (Q, p1). Then, for “nice” 1 : Q — C, we have,

L@@ p@de= | [ 2y (@)pr (@) dt de
[rrewsme= [ [ v
[ 0@
= [t | ——FFdz dt
I
- / o (0) =T (o10) (0 ()
Therefore, from Inequality , we have, for all ¢ € L? (2, p1),
[ z i ) oz )| 22 () x
o/pl 1 ) () (0 1) so/\m( )1 @)1 (@) 2453

< ||P213S0||Loo(ﬂ)\|1/)||L1(Q Ll)
’p2

< Cllellz@pn ¥l (g,01):
2

Therefore, whenever ¢ € L' (Q, %), we have that p%[_% (p17p) € L*(Q, p1), and

(%)
1

The above inequality gives that whenever ¢ : Q9 — C is such that p1y € L! (Q, p%), we have that I7 (p17)) € L? (Q, p—i)

However, this is not possible, as demonstrated by Example Therefore, Inequality (C.14) is not true for every ¢ €

L2 (Q, pl) O

1 1
We now give similar results for I and I}, by considering © = [0, 1]. In what follows, we fix the following partitions of

113 ()

pl S ClWHLl (97%) = C”pleLl (Q’i).

12 (1))

L2(Q,p1)

Omega.
o) 0= o) <) < cald =1
' (2) (2) (2 _

O0=0a;" <ay’ <---<gq) =1
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Corresponding to the above partition and 7%1), e ,vl(ll), ’y?), e 771(3) € R, we consider the following weight functions.
L ey
pr(@) =TI | =" .
(C.16) =1

1
With these notations in place, we first show, through a counter-example that the operator I7_ does not take functions in
L' (9, p1) to functions in L2 (Q, ps).

Example C.5. As in Example let us consider
. (2
(C.17) a := min {ag ), aé )} .

Indeed, by the definition of our partition in Equation (C.15), it is clear that I1,l3 > 2 and we do not have as many cases as
in Equation (C.12). Now, we define ¢ : Q@ — C as

©15) @)= () g @),

2~ 2%

Then, following a procedure almost verbatim to that of Example it is clear at once that v € L* (€, p1). On the other
hand, we have,

N|=

r 2

1
1 1 1 | 1
I; - 1 y oy (f) ——dt d
@) /(/;—t<n;—t> pﬂwﬂmﬂ()@_xﬁ pa (x) de
0

[N

r 2

1 1\ 1 1
/ - (ln m > ~dt| po (z)dx
3 —t\ gt p1(t) (¢ — z)2

x

>

e \
[NIS)

Arguing as in Example we observe that for z € (4, %), both p; (z) and p; (z) are bounded (above and below). Also, for
t < g, we have (¢ — m)% > (% — z)%. Hence, we have, by following the ideas used in Example

1
a a 2 2

s 1 [ 1\
7 Y| L2(0,p,) > C — m In - dt| dz| =+4o0.
e gl ) e\ ey
T

2 2

4

Using Example we now give an analogue of Proposition
Proposition C.6. Let us consider Q = [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 p € L? (2, p1).
1
(C.19) o212 ¢l (o) < Cllell2(,)-

Proof. Suppose that Inequality (C.19) holds for every ¢ € L% (Q, p1). Then, for “nice” functions ¢ : 2 — C, we have,
1 1 z
3 ¢ (1)
2o ()¢ (z) pr (z) dz = ﬁzb () p1 (z) dt d=
T —
00

0
1

=/w®jwfmﬁwwdt

5 xr—t

[N

1 .
0/80 ®) p1 (1) It (p19) () pa (t) dt.

Hence, from Inequality (C.19)), we have for all ¢ € L? (Q, p1),

[ 1 4 p1(2)
!m@gl@wwwwwmumt<JVﬂwuwuﬂwmnm@ﬂx

1
< ||p2Ij90HL°°(Q)||w|‘L1(Q,ﬂ)
P2
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< Cllellez@.on 19l (g,01):
2

Therefore, by duality, we conclude that whenever ¢ € L! (Q, %), we have p%[% (p1) € L*(Q, p1), and

1 1 1
(EERCZTDN S (0.2) = Hff_ (p19) < C||¢||L1(Q ) = C||ﬂ1¢|\L1<Q L)
Pl P1 ) o2
L2(2,p1)

However, the above inequality is not true, as seen in Example Therefore, Inequality is not valid for all ¢ €
L? (Qa Pl) U
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