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Hausdorff-Young Inequalities for
Group Extensions

to the memory of Professor W. Roelcke

Hartmut Fiihr

Abstract. This paper studies Hausdorff~Young inequalities for certain group extensions, by use of
Mackey’s theory. We consider the case in which the dual action of the quotient group is free almost ev-
erywhere. This result applies in particular to yield a Hausdorff~Young inequality for nonunimodular
groups.

Introduction

In this paper we deal with a definition of L?-Fourier transform on locally compact
groups. Recall that for locally compact abelian groups the Hausdorff~Young inequal-
ity reads:

Letl < p<2andq=p/(p—1). Ifg € L"(G)NLP(G), theng € L1(G), with
Igllg < llgllp-

The inequality allows us to extend the Fourier transform to a continuous operator
FP: L? — L1 by continuity. It was generalized to type I unimodular groups by
Kunze [13]. Over the years, various authors derived Hausdorff-Young inequalities,
both for concrete groups [1,7, 8, 14] and for certain classes of groups [2, 10, 16-18],
with the aim of getting a more precise bound in the inequality.

The formulation of the results for nonabelian groups requires a certain amount of
notation. Given a locally compact group G, we denote by Gits unitary dual, i.e., the
set of (equivalence classes of) irreducible unitary representations, endowed with the
Mackey Borel structure. The dual space is used to define the operator valued Fourier
transform by letting

LY(G) 3 g — F'(g) == (0(8),ca

where o (g) is defined by the weak operator integral

o(g) = /g(x)a(x) dx.
G

The main task for Plancherel theory in the nonabelian setting is to find suitable Ba-
nach spaces for these operators, which is what we describe next.
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For a Hilbert space }, we denote by B, (H) the set of bounded operators T such
that (T*T)?/2 is trace class. Then B »(H) is a Banach space with the obvious norm
| T|l, = tr((T*T)?/?)}/¢. The Plancherel theorem for type I unimodular locally com-
pact groups [5, 18.8.2] provides the existence of a Plancherel measure vg on G with
the following properties: given a measurable realization (o, H,) of representatives
from G, denote by B? (p > 1) the space of operator fields A = (A,), g such that
As € By(H,) a.e., and moreover that

1/p
HAHP = H(AO')(J‘H'BEB = (/a HA(,—H‘ZdI/G(O'))

is finite. It is routine to check that (B}, || - [Be) is a Banach space; for p = 2 it
is even a Hilbert space. It is convenient to use the notation BE for the space of
uniformly bounded operator fields. Note that since ||7(g)|| < ||g||1, for arbitrary
representations of ¢ we have the estimate

(0.1) 1F @ < llglls-

Now the Plancherel theorem for unimodular groups states that for the unique Plan-
cherel measure v, and for all g € L?(G) N L'(G), we have

(0.2) 1@ ze = ligll2-
This gives rise to the Plancherel transform
P =92 1}(G) — B?,

which is a unitary equivalence. The Hausdorff~Young inequality then states that, for
all1 < p <2andg € LP(G) N LY(G), we have

(0.3) 1F@llpe < ligllps

where g = p/(p—1), which uniquely defines a Fourier transform F?: L?(G) — B?.
The proof of the inequality usually involves interpolation techniques to derive the
estimate from the inequalities at the “endpoints’, i.e., from (0.1) and (0.2). However,
for a sharper estimate of the operator norm of J, in the following denoted by A, (G),
other techniques are required.

For nonunimodular groups, an additional complication arises. As Khalil showed
for the ax+b-group [11], there exist g € C.(G) such that for vg-almost all o, F'(g) (o)
is not a compact operator and hence F'(g) ¢ B for arbitrary g!

However, there is a way to save the Plancherel theorem, first obtained in [11] for
the ax+b-group and proved later on in full generality [6]. The Plancherel theorem
in [6] can be phrased as follows: let ¢ be a nonunimodular locally compact group with
type I regular representation. There exists a field of unbounded selfadjoint operators
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(Ko) ,c g called formal dimension operators, and a measure v on G, such that, for ev-

eryg € L*(G) NLY(G) and vg-almost every o, the densely defined operator a(g)K;/2

1/2]

extends to a Hilbert—Schmidt operator, denoted [0(g)K,' “], and moreover

/8 oK1 dve(o) = g2 -

The operators are unique up to scalar multiples, and once they are fixed, so is the
measure V. Similar results were obtained by [12,19].

In the literature there does not seem to be an accessible general treatment of the
Hausdorff-Young inequality for nonunimodular groups. Terp proved such a result in
the preprint [20]; however the paper seems never to have appeared. Several authors
established Hausdorff~Young inequalities for the ax+b-group [7,16]. To my knowl-
edge, the largest class of groups under consideration were the solvable Lie groups
acting on Siegel domains, as investigated by Inoue [10]. The result is fairly intuitive,
once we have seen how to treat the L?-case: letting

F(g)(0) := [o(g)K}/]
gives a well-defined operator from L'(G) N L?(G) into BSB fulfilling

1F7@llq < lgllp-

The first theorem shows that this result is true for more general nonunimodular
groups:

Theorem 1  Let G be a nonunimodular locally compact group such that A¢ is type 1
and N = Ker(Ag) is type L. Let (K;) g denote the field of formal degree operators,
and v the Plancherel measure of G belonging to that field. Let1 < p < 2 and q =

p/(p—1).
Then, for all g € L'(G) N LP(G) and vg-almost all o € G, the operator a(g)K}/q
has a bounded extension [U(g)K;/q] € By(H,), and we have the inequality

1/
(M@K, o o)) ™ < 40l

i.e., A,(G) < A (N).

Note that the estimate A,(G) < A,(N) is a sharpening of Terp’s result [20, Theo-
rem 4.1], which states A,(G) < 1.

Theorem 1 is a special case of a more general, somewhat technical result (Theo-
rem 2), which proves a Hausdorff-Young inequality for certain group extensions

1 N—-G—H-—1

with the additional properties that N and H are unimodular and the dual action of
H on N is free vy-almost everywhere.
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1 Group Extensions With Free Dual Actions

Now let G be a second countable locally compact group. Let pg denote the left-
invariant Haar measure and Ag the modular function of G. We assume that G is
an extension of the unimodular normal subgroup N, and that H = G/N is uni-
modular as well. Moreover we assume that N is type I and G has a type I regular
representation, and we denote the Plancherel measures by vy and vg, respectively. It
is well known that H acts on N via con)ugatlon, denoted by H x N3 (v,0) — v.0.
Mackey’s theory allows the computation of G from this action, at least under certain
regularity conditions. The Mackey machine also provides the means to compute the
Plancherel measure, under suitable assumptions on N and the dual action [12]. Our
main technical assumption is the following:

(A) There exists a Borel vy-conull subset U C N with the following prop-
erty U is H-invariant with U /H standard. Moreover, for all oy € U,
Il’ldN oy € G

In view of Mackey’s theory, we obtain the following consequences:

i) Indf, o9 € G for every oy € U implies that H operates freely on the orbit H.oy.
Moreover, Ind§ induces an injective map Ind: U/H — G.

(ii) Since U/H is standard, there exists a measure decomposition along H-orbits
(e.g., [12, Theorem 2.1]). More precisely, there exist measures 3y, on the or-
bits, such that the Plancherel measures of N and G satisfy the relation

(1.1) dux(p) = dBu ,(p)dve(H.p).

That the Plancherel measure of G may be obtained as a quotient measure of vy
follows from Theorem [12, I, 10.2]. For this we need to check four conditions:

(a) Ay is type I with vy concentrated in N,. This follows from the type I property
of N.

(b) vn/H is countably separated. This holds by (A).

(c) vn-almost every little fixed group is trivial. This holds by (A).

(d) Ag is type 1. This holds by assumption.

(iii) The fact that H acts freely on U entails that U can be seen as a product space
H x Uy, by the following arguments: since both U and U/H are standard, (U
as a Borel subset of N ), [15, Theorem 5.2] provides the existence of a Borel
transversal, i.e., a Borel subset Uy C U meeting each H-orbit in precisely
one point. Hence the freeness of the operation yields a measurable bijection
HxUy = U, (v, 00) — 7.0, which is a Borel isomorphism [15, Theorem 3.2].
In the following, for o € V we use the symbol oy € Uy to denote the represen-
tative of the associated dual orbit.

(iv) The Borel isomorphism U = H x Uy allows us to write down the measure dis-
integration (1.1) much more explicitly. For this purpose we define the mapping
: (h,0¢) — Ag(h) on U. Note that ¢ = 1 iff G is unimodular. Then (1.1)
becomes

(1.2) dvy(h, 00) = Y(h)dpp(h)dvg(o).
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Indeed, a straightforward computation shows that vy(v.A) = Ag(y)vn(A).
This shows that

AB .0, (7.00) = a(H.00)Y(v)dpu(y),

for some scalar factor ao(H.0p). Now v can be renormalized to achieve that
these factors are one.

(v) For the following calculations, o = Ind% oy is realized via cross sections on
H, = L*(H, dpp; Hy,) (see Lemma 4). We define a family of operators K, on
H, given by multiplication with Ag:

(Kom)(h) = Ag(h)n(h),

and dom(K,) is the set of all € L*(H, djuy; H,,) for which this product is also
square integrable.

Obviously K, is the identity operator if G is unimodular. In the other case,
K, is precisely the formal dimension operator, as can be seen by verifying the
semi-invariance relation

oc(x)K,0(x)* = Ag(x)"'K,,

observing that the formal dimension operators obey the same relation [6, The-
orem 5], and then applying the uniqueness statement [6, Lemma 1].

2 Hausdorff-Young Inequalities for Group Extensions

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2 Let a group extension 1 — N — G — H — 1 be given with N,H
unimodular, N a type 1 group, and \g a type | representation. Assume that Assumption

(A) holds. Let (Kg)(76 ¢ denote the field of multiplication operators given in (v) above.

Letl1 < p<2andq=p/(p—1).
Then, for all ¢ € LY(G) N LP(G) and vg-almost all o € @, the operator a(g)K(yq
has a bounded extension [U(g)K;/q] € By(H,), and we have the inequality

1/
([t o dto)) ™ < 4,0l

i.e., A,(G) < Ay (N).

Before we prove this result, let us show how the nonunimodular case follows from
it:

Proof of Theorem1 N = Ker(Ag) is a normal unimodular subgroup, with H =
G/N abelian. Assumption (A) holds by [6, Theorem 6]. Thus Theorem 2 implies
Theorem 1. ]
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We now proceed with the proof of Theorem 2. It turns out that it is a quite natural
extension of the arguments used in [16] for the ax+b-group, essentially by combining
it with techniques from [12]. First we show how o(f) acts via an operator valued
integral kernel. We then use an estimate of the p-norm of such operators by certain
cross norms, as provided by [9].

The first lemma computes the Haar measure of G in terms of p1y and g, and fixes
the normalizations we use in the following. Note that, since N is normal, Ag|y =
AN = 1, hence Ag can (and will) be regarded as a function on H.

Lemma 3 Fix a measurable cross section «: H — G. Then the mapping N x H 3
(n,h) — na(h) € G is an isomorphism of Borel spaces. We use the notation § =
no(h) = (n, h). Then

2.1) dpg(n, h) = dun(n)Ag(h)dpu (h)

is a left Haar measure.

Proof The map (n, h) — na(h) is a measurable bijection between standard Borel
spaces, and thus a Borel isomorphism [15, Theorem 3.2]. Fix ¢ = na(h),g’ =
n'a(h’) € G, then

g¢' = namn’ah)™" a(h)a(h) a(hh’)~" a(hh’)

with a(h)n’a(h)™!, a(h)a(h)' a(hh’)~! € N (observing N < G). Hence right trans-
lation on G corresponds to right translation in the variables n, h, though not by n’, h'.
Now the right invariance of uy, py entails that duy(n)dpg (h) is a right Haar mea-
sure on G. But then Agduydjiy is a left Haar measure. [ |

The following two lemmas provide the integral kernels:

Lemma4 Letog € Uyando = Indf, 09. Define the cocycle A: H x H — N by

A(y,6) = a(&) Ta(ala(y)1E).

If we realize o on L*(H, dpy;s Ho) via the cross section o, we obtain for x = no(y)

(2.2) (0(x) )(E) = (§.00) (Moo (A, ) f(yTE).
Proof Since the measure is invariant, the formula for induction via cross sections
yields
(o(n, 1) )& = o(a@) " 'na(y)a(a(y)"'n71€)) flaly) 'n~1E)
= oo(a(®) " na(©A(, ) f(r1E)
= (£.00)(M)ao(A(y, ) f(v16),
where a(y)7'n7¢ = a(y) "¢ isdueto N < G. [ |
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The next step consists in integrating this representation:

Lemma5 Letoy € Uyando = Indf, 0o. Forg € LYG) and v € H, let gy =
g(,y). Then o(g): L*(H,duy; He,) — L?(H, dug; H,, ) can be written as

@€ = [ klenfed,
H
where k, is an operator valued integral kernel given by

ko (€,7) = (£.00)(ger—1) 0 a0 (A1, 6)) - A€y ™).

Proof First note that by Fubini’s theorem g, € L'(N), for almost every v € H,
which justifies the use of (£.0¢)(gey-1). The following formal calculations can be
made rigorous by plugging them into scalar products, according to the definition of
the weak operator integral. Using the previous lemma and unimodularity of H, we
see that

(o) )(E) = /H /N g(n,9)(€.00)(mon(Aly, ) f(371€) dnA(y) dy
_ /H (€.00)(8)00(A(Y, ) F(7 ) Ag(y) dy
_ /H (€.00)(g,-D)oo(A(Y ™, ) f(HEO AG(y ) dy
- /H (€.00)(ger-1)o0(AEY ™, ) A(EY ) () d,
which is the desired formula. u

Proof of Theorem 2 Letg € L?(G)NL!(G) be given. By Lemma 5 and the definition
of K, we find that o(g)K(i/ ? has the operator-valued kernel

ko (€,7) = (£.00)(ger—1)ao(AEY ™, ENAGEY HAGN .

We want to use a result from [9], which gives an estimate of ||o(g)K;/ 1|, in terms of

the cross norm
- a/p 1/q
ollra = ([ [ [ Ielzag] ") ™.
HYJH

for arbitrary operator-valued kernels. Using first [9, Corollary 1] and then the Cau-
chy-Schwarz inequality, we have
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(2.3)
[ Iot@R et < [ 1o 83l vt

1/2 . 1/2
S O A ) I (N TP
G G

where k3 (€,7) = ky(7v,€&)*. It remains thus to estimate the integral over the cross
norms. We have that

[\|kg||z,p,q dve(o)
G

/
/ / [/ €.00) g6y ooy D AG(Er A ] "
Uy JH*-JH

dvydvg(o)
/
:/ /[/ ||(6'7.00)(g§)A6(§)AG(7)1/¢1Hgdg}qpd,deG(a)
Uy JHYH
/ /
< ( / [ / / ||(f%oo)(gé)AG(f)AG(’Y)l/q||deydyc(a)}pqdﬁ)qp
H Uo VH

- 1700 (g Mg Al V11 dydvo)| e)
a'Ju, JH

r/a a/p
= (/ [/ /||(’7~00)(g§)”ZAG(’V) dvduc(a)} Ac(f)df) .
H Uy VJH

Note that we have tacitly dropped the unitary operators ao(A(£y ™1, €)), since they
obviously do not affect the || - [|,-norm. The inequality is due to Minkowski’s gen-
eralized inequality. Now, by the measure disintegration (1.2), we find that the inner
double integral can be estimated by use of the Hausdorff—Young inequality for N:

p/a q/p
(/H[/U /HH(v.o*o)(gg)IIZAc(v)dvduc(a)] AG(g)dg)
/
~ ([ I olzace )"
H
/
< (/HAﬁHgsHﬁAc(é)dﬁ)q " A, g,

which takes care of the first factor in (2.3). For the second factor, we have to compute
the cross norms of

K:(&,7) = ao(A(ET M) 0 (7.00)(ge—1,) Ac(¥E N AG(£) /4.
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Here we see that

JACErre
G

/
= / /[/ ||O-0(A(ry§717’Y))*(’Y'UO)(gﬁflA/)*AG(fiI’Y)Ac(f)l/q||g de a/p
Uy /H -JH

dydvg(o)

/
:/ /[/ ||(7-Uo)(g5—1)*AG(gfl)AG(gy)l/qudg]qpd,deG(a)
Uy JH-JH
/ /
= (/H{/U /HH(”'UO)(gf—‘)*AG(S)_”I/’%AG(W)WI|Zdwduc(a)} ' qdé)q p
/ /
= ( /H[ /U /H Hw.cro)(gg)*AG@)l*/mG(v)I/q||gdydyG(a)] ! ng)q b

= 1(7.00)(ge) 1A 6(7) dydve(o) Pagerde) "
(LU ]

where the inequality is again the generalized Minkowski inequality, and we have used
that taking adjoints and multiplication with unitaries are isometries on B,. Now we
can conclude the proof in the same way as before. ]

Remark 6 Note that for the case p = 2, all inequalities are in fact equalities: that
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of an operator given by an L?-kernel equals the L*-norm
of the kernel is well known, i.e., instead of (2.3) we have

[ lo(AKY? |3 dvg(o) = / ko 3 o).
G G

Instead of the generalized Minkowski inequality, we can simply apply Fubini’s theo-
rem (since p = q = 2), replacing the “<” by “=". The last inequality in the argument
is now an instance of the Plancherel theorem for N, hence once more an equality.
Hence the computation provides a rather concrete proof that 7 = 1/, once the two
measures are proven to be equivalent.

Remark 7 The type I assumption on N ensures that we may define the spaces B?
as direct integrals of Schatten—von Neumann spaces. In the general case, other traces
than the natural operator trace may occur. For this setting, an extension of the norm
estimates for Hilbert—Schmidt valued kernels by cross norms, as obtained in [16], to
more general traces will be required.

Remark 8 Another situation where Theorem 2 is applicable occurs in the context of

simply connected, connected nilpotent Lie groups. Baklouti, Smaoui and Ludwig [2]
proved for these groups the estimate

(2.4) AP(G) < AP(]R{)dim(G)fd*(G)/zv
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where d*(G) is the maximal coadjoint orbit dimension. In particular, let N <t Gbe a
connected, codimension 1 normal subgroup of the simply connected, connected Lie
group G. Assume that d*(N) < d*(G), i.e, d*(N) = d*(G) — 2. Given ] € g* with
maximal orbit dimension, let [, denote the restriction to 1, and let

={Xeg:l([X,Y]) =0 forallY € g}
denote the radical of l in g. Denote by v;, C n the radical of J in 1. Then we have that
dim(r;) = dim(G) — d*(G)
and
dim(r;,) = dim(N) —dim(0Q;,) > dim(G) — 1 — (d*(G) —2) = dim(G) —d*(G) +1 .

Thus v; C n by [4, Proposmon 1.3. 4] and [4, Theorem 2.5.1(a)] implies that 7
Ind§ m;,. Here m; € G and 7, € N denote the representations associated to I, lo by
Klrlllov s construction. This holds for all I, for which dim O; = d*(G). But then the
set

U = {m, : dim(0)) = d*(G)} c N

is conull and G-invariant. Here we used the notation 7; for the representation asso-
ciated to I by the Kirillov construction. Hence, assuming (2.4) for N, we obtain from
Theorem 2 that

_ AP(]R{)dim(G)—d* (G)/2 .

In other words, Theorem 2 provides half of the induction step for the proof of (2.4).
The other half would have to deal with the case d*(N) = g*(G), which by similar
arguments as above implies that the dual action of G/N on N is trivial almost every-
where.
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