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1. Introduction

Pseudo-differential operators are discussed in varioeasaof mathematics and mathematical
physics, for example, in partial differential equations)d-frequency analysis, and quantum me-
chanics([19] 18, 21, 32, 34]. They are defined as follows.

Leto be atempered distribution on phase sgatk thatis,c € S'(R?¢) whereS(R??) denotes
the space of Schwartz class functions. The pseudo-ditiat@perator?,, corresponding to the
symbolo is given by

-~

Tumz/%waﬂoﬁwﬁyfe&W>

Here,fdenotes the Fourier transform 6f namely,

~

F(€) = Fr(e) = / F() 27 .

*Corresponding author. E-mail: molahajloo@mast.queeasu.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.05720v1

One of the central goals in the study of pseudo-differenjparators is to obtain necessary and
sufficient conditions for pseudo-differential operatargxtend boundedly to function spaces such
asLP(R?) [3,5,[20,33]. A classical result in this direction is theléaving.

Form € R, we letS™ consist of all functions in C>°(R?xR¢) such that for any multi-index
(a, ), there isC,, g > 0 with

|(92080) (2, )| < Cap(L+ [€))m 1.

Foro € S°(RY), it is known thatT,, acts boundedly oi?(R?), p € (1,00). A consequence of
this result is that itr € S™, thenT,, is a bounded operator mappigf’. ,,(R?) to H?(R?), where
HP(RY) is the Sobolev Spaces of ordeE R; for more details see Wong's bodk [32]. Similarly,
in [33], Wong obtains weighted”—boundedness results for pseudo-differential operatas w
symbols inS™.

Smoothness and boundedness of symbols though are far friowgp tecessary (nor sufficient)
for the LP-boundedness of pseudo-differential operators. In fagtryesymbolo € L?(R??) de-
fines a so-called Hilbert—Schmidt operator and HilbertsBiclh operators are bounded, in fact,
compact operators oh*(R¢). Non-smooth and unbounded symbols have been considered sys
tematically in the framework of modulation spaces, an apgindhat we continue in this paper.

Modulation spaces were first introduced by Feichtingel jrafed they have been further de-
veloped by him and Grochenig inl[8,[9,112] L0} 11, 13]. In wiofving, setp(z) = e~ ~l«I*/2 and
let the dual pair bracket, -) be linear in the first argument and antilinear in the secogdraent.

Definition 1 (Modulation spaces over Euclidean spadedt M/, denote modulation by € R?,
namely,M, f(z) = e2™*¥ f(x), and letT; be translation by € R¢, thatis, T} f(z) = g(x — t).

The short-time Fourier transforii, f of f € S'(R?) with respect to the Gaussian windawis
given by

Vof(tv) = F(FT0) (0) = (£, M,Ti) = / f(2) 3o — 1) da

The modulation spac&/??(R%), 1 < p, ¢ < oo, is a Banach space consisting of thgse S'(R9)
with

e = Waflloe = ([ ([ 1Vortempar) " )" < o,

with usual adjustment of the mixed norm spage# oo and/orq = .

Roughly speaking, distributions il/??(R9) ‘decay’ at infinity like a function inL?(R%) and
have the same local regularity as a function whose Foudesform is inL(R%).

The boundedness of pseudo-differential operators on mtidalspaces are studied for various
classes of symbols, for example, in [5,7] 15| (16,2728 3], B [27,[28] for example, Toft
discusses boundedness of pseudo-differential operatovgeamhted modulation spaces. [ [5],
Nicola and Cordero describe a class of pseudo-differempiatators with symbols in modulation
spaces for whicH, is bounded orL?(R%).



The modulation space membership criteria on Kohn—Nirepbgmbols used in [%,| 7, 2[7, 28]
do not allow to require different decay inand¢ of o(z, €). In the recently developed sampling
theory for operators, though, a separate treatment of thaydef x and ¢ was beneficial[[17,
[23,[24]. In fact, this allows to realize canonical symbolmsrof convolution and multiplication
operators as modulation space norms on Kohn-Nirenberg @gmMotivated by this work, we
give the following definition.

Definition 2 (Modulation spaces over phase spacB)e symplectic Fourier transform df
S(R*) is given by

FF(t,v) = / e~ 2@ P (g, &) da dE, (1.1)
R2d
where[(z, £), (¢, v)] is the symplectic form df, {) and(t, v) defined by(z, €), (¢, v)] = z-v—¢-t.
Analogously, symplectic modulatidd; . is M, F(z, &) = > @OGI (g, €).
The symplectic short-time Fourier transfoiipf of /' € S'(R?) is given by

‘7¢F(l’,t, 57 V) = %(F T(m,§)¢) (t> V) = (F> ]/\Z(V,t)T(:v,S)QS) (12)
= [[ e GG - 0.6 - ¢ T

The modulation space over phase sp@t/@mm(ﬂ%m), 1 < p1,p2, 1, g2, < 00, is the Banach
space consisting of thoge € S'(R?*?) with

1l spmsmines = Vol ovrane
- </</</</|(‘7wF)(x,t,§, V)Pt dl’)m/m 0lt>[h/p2 d§>q2/q1 dl/)l/ql
e (1.3)

with usual adjustments jf; = oo, p; = 00, g1 = oo, and/orgy = oo.

Note that the order of the list of variables[in (|1.2) is crliemit indicates the order of integration
in (1.3). We choose to list first the time variahldollowed by the time-shift variable. The time
variables are followed by the frequency variabland the frequency-shift variable Alternative
orders of integration were considered, for examplée, in[2.7528].

Below, £(X,Y") denotes the space of all bounded linear operators mappgnBahach space
X to the Banach spacg; £(X,Y) is equipped with the operator norm. Below, the conjugate
exponent op € [1, oo] is denoted by’. Our main result follows.

Theorem 3. Letpy, p2, ps, Pa, G1, G2, 43, ¢4 € [1, 00]. Then there exists' > 0 such that

T, || camar aarzzy < Cll0 || sppspaasass 0 € MPIP19 (R, (1.4)
if and only if
1 1 1 1
—+—<—+—, ps < min{p’l,p2}, (1.5)
b b2 P3 P4
1 1 1 1 .
— + — S — + ! g4 S mln{qiv QZ} (16)

¢ @B @



mdx{_ g Y

s
1412

1 E a3
min{ 1, L 1 1 min{ L, L 1
P, P2 a2 @ af a2

Figure 1: For fixe,, p» andq,, ¢», we mark the regions cifpig, p%) and(qi3 i) for which every
o € Mrerisas(R2) induces a bounded operafby : 1714 (RY) — MP22(RY). In fact, for(.-, 1)

’ pa
and(_-, .-) in the hashed region, there exigts> 0 with || T, || umia sy < C ||a||Mp_,p4%q4
The conditions on the time decay paramejgr$-, p3, p, are independent of the conditions on the

frequency decay parameters ¢z, g3, 4.

Theoren{ 1R below is a variant of Theorém 3 that involves symitoweighted modulation
spaces.

Observe thaf(1]15) depends only on the parameterghile (1.6) depends analogously only on
the parameterg,. That is, the conditions on decay in time and on decay in #aqy, or, equiva-
lently, on smoothness in frequency and on smoothness in timthe Kohn-Nirenberg symbol are
linked to the respective conditions on domain and range @biberator, but time and frequency
remain independent of one another. See Figure 1 for anraltish of conditions[{1]5) and (1.6).

An LP—boundedness result for the introduced classes of psdtfdoedtial operators follows.

Corollary 4. Letp, ps, p4, q, g3, qs € [1, 00]. Assume

1 1 1 1 .
—+-<—+—, ps<min{p,q},
p q P33 P4
and
%jL%i S%vt%, q4§min{p,q/}, it p,qell,2],
1yl <Ll 1 <min{p,¢'}, if 1<p<2<yq,
pij_qi < ¥ i ¥ Zj; < ming;’ qq’}} if 2< Zr?nin{p q}c’]
Pl T min{pg), i l<q<2<p
P g — g | qa’ - T -
ThenT, : L*(RY) — L4(R%) is bounded and there exists a constant- 0 such that

HTOHE(U’,Lq) <C HUHM%PMMM o € MPsprash (de)'
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Corollary[4 encompasses, for example, the space of HilBehmidt operators o ?(R%),
namely

HS(LA(RY)) = {T, : 0 € M>*?2(R*) = L2(R*)} < L(L*(RY), L*(RY)).
Moreover, Corollary ¥ reconfirms al§—boundedness of Sjostrand class operaltors [25, 26],
Sj C T, : 0 € M®1oLR@ )} ¢ L(L?(Rd), LZ(Rd)).

Using the weighted version of Theorém 3, namely, Thedrémvézyet the following boundedness
result for Sobolev spaces.

Corollary 5. Letp;,pa, p3, pa € [1,00] ands € R. Letw be a moderate weight function @<
satisfying
wizt,v,€) < L+ 1+ v+, vt eeR
Assume that
1 1 1 1

— 4+ — < —+ —,  ps < min{p, p2}.
P D2 D3 P4

Then -
||To||z:(H51,H52) <C ||U||]\753=P4’1=1> o€ Mig’m’l’l(Rm)»

for some constan®’ > 0.

The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 discussesdmirem spaces and modulation
spaces over Euclidean and over phase space in some det&@kction 3, our boundedness re-
sults for pseudo-differential operators with symbols indulation spaces over phase space are
compared to results in the literature. Finally, in Sectionelprove our main results, Theorém 3,
Corollary(4, and Theorefm112.

2. Background on modulation spaces

In the following, z, &, t, v denoted-dimensional Euclidean variables. If not indicated diietty,
integration is with respect to the Lebesgue measuri@®on

Letr = (r,79,...,7,) Wherel <r; < oo,i=1,2,...,n. The mixed norm spack” (R") is
the set of all measurable functioyison R for which

| Fl|pr =

(/R (/R (/R’F(wl,...,xn)\” dw1>rl/r2 docg...)rn/rnf1 dwn)l/r"

is finite [1]. L"(R™) is a Banach space with norfh- ||-. Similarly, we defineL”(R") where
r; = oo for some indices.

fn=2dr =r=--=1ry=pandrgy,; = --- = ryg = ¢, then we denotd.”(R??)
by Lr4(R??), Similarly, if n = 4dandr, = ry = -+ = 1qg = p1, Tgp1 = -+ = Toqg = Do,
Togi1 = -+ = T3q = p3 andrsg,; = - -+ = 149 = Py, WE Write LP1P2PsPe(RAD) = [ (R44),
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Let w be a nonnegative measurable functioridn We defineL! (R™) to be the space afi on
R™ for whichw f isin L"(R™). L (R™) is a Banach space with norm given by

If

In time-frequency analysis, it is advantageous to considederate weight functions. To
define these, leR; be the set of all nonnegative pointsih Any locally integrable function
v: R" — R with

oy, = [[wfllzr.

v(r +y) < v(x)u(y)
is called submultiplicative. Moreover, if : R — R is locally integrable with

w(z +y) < Cw(x)v(y),

C > 0, andv submultiplicative, them is called moderate.
The short-time Fourier transform of a tempered distributfioc S’'(R™) with respect to the
windowy € S(R™) is given by

where, and7’, denote modulation and translation as defined above.
With ¢ () = e~ "I#I°/2 4, moderate ofR?%, andp, ¢ € [1, ], the modulation spac&/??(R?)
is the set of all tempered distributioris= S'(R¢) such that

Vyf € LPY(R?).

with respective Banach space norm. Clearlyyifs 1, then)MP?(RY) = MP(R?). Moreover, for
anys € R let

wle €)= (1+16f)”

and denotel/2?(R?) by MP?(R).

Note that replacing the Gaussian functidm the definition of modulation spaces by any other
Y € S(RY)\ {0} defines the same space and an equivalent norm, a fact theewitled extensively
below.

Recall that the Sobolev spadé’ (R?) consist of all tempered distributions € S’(R9) for
which [|u|| gr = || Ty, ul/zr < 0o [27]. Foranys € Randl < ¢ <p <r < ¢ < oo we have

MPI(RT) C HI(RY), (2.1)

and for some&”' > 0,

1Fllmr < Cllfllaze,  f € MEI(RY).

Similarly,1 < ¢ <r <p < ¢q < o implies

H;(RY) © MI*(RY), (2.2)



and for some constant > 0,

1.f1

Let FL?(R?) be the space of all tempered distributighia S’(R?) for which there exists a function
h € LP(RY) such thath = f. ThenFLP(R%) is a Banach space equipped with the norm

Ifll7ze = |7l e

The following lemma shows that modulation space norms ofgamtly supported or bandlimited
functions can be estimated usifj.? and L? norms respectively [22] 6] 8, 29].

wure < O f]

Proposition 6. For K ¢ R? compact ang, g € [1, oc], there are constantd, B, C, D > 0 with
) Allfllzze < I fllare < Bl fllFre, | € S'(RY) with supp f C K;
@) Clifllee < [ fllare < D[ fllo,  f € S'(RY) with supp f € K.

In the following, we shall denote norm equivalences as itestant(i) above by

1fllzza < [ fllaa,  f € S'(RT),  supp f C K.

Similarly, statementii) becomes

I fllee = 1 fllarea, [ €S'(RY), suppfC K.

The symplectic Fourier transform d@f € S(R??) given in [1.1) is &d-dimensional Fourier
transform followed by a rotation of phase spacezpyThis implies that the symplectic Fourier
transform shares most properties with the Fourier transféor example, Propositidd 6 remains
true when replacing the Fourier transform by the sympldetigrier transform.

Let p1,p2, q1, ¢2 € [1,00] and letw be av—moderate weight function dR*?. The weighted
modulation space over phase spd@'fgﬂmﬂq2 (R??) is the set of all tempered distributiods €
S'(R24) for which V, I € Lpp2aie(R4d),

Recapitulate that foF € S'(R>!), we haveV, F(x,t, €, v) = V,F(x, &, v, —t),

||FHMplpgqlq2 = ||V¢FHLP1pgqlq2

_ ( / ( / ( / ( / IV F(z,t, €, v) | dx)m/pl dt)ql/m d§>q2/q1 du)l/ql,

and

||FHMP1¢11¢Z2P2 - ||V¢F||Lp1q1q2p2

S Frists oy sy sy



with usual adjustments if; = oo, po = oo, ¢ = oo, and/org, = oo. This shows that the
definition of M 7P1p2.1.a: (R*?) is based on changing the order of integration and on reladpétie
integration exponents accordingly. Mixéd spaces are sensitive towards the order of integration,
and, hence\/P1r2a142 chl 7,@ MN[P1P2q1G2 (RQd) and M/ P1p2q1a2 chl 7,@ Mp1p2q1q2(R2d) in general.
But for 1 < p < g < oo, Minkowski’s inequality

([([1rewra)” ) < ([([iFepra)” w)’

(with adjustments fop = oo and/orq = oo holds and implies the following.

Proposition 7. Letpy, ps, q1, g2 € [1, o] andw be a moderate weight function @,

(a) If P2 < min{ql, QQ}, thenMglfhmz (de) C Milmqu (de) and
HUHMS}PQ‘H‘Q < HO'HJ\/[ZMMQPQ .

(b) If maX{C_Ib QZ} < pa, then]T/fglpm% (R2d) C MPpraapz (RQd) and
HO-||J\/[1’17,1‘11‘12’72 < HUHMS}PQQMQ.

Note that results similar to ours could also be achievedgusymbols inA/p:pads94(R2?), but
the so obtained results would be weaker and they would niéatesthe additional conditiop, <

min{q37 Q4} . .
The modulation space over phase spdgg>91%(R??) shares most of the properties of ordinary
modulation spaces. For examplepif< p1, ps < po, ¢1 < ¢1 andgs < g9, then

Mmmm% (R2d) C Mﬁlﬁﬁl% (R2d), (2.3)

and __
loll 55205 < lollgmmene, o€ MEP2ae(R™).

Furthermore, lepy, p2, g1, ¢2 € [1,00]. Then the dual of\/P1r2a12(R2d) is MEPadit: (R%?) where
P}, Py ¢4, ¢4 are conjugate exponenetsat po, q1, g2 respectively.

The proofs of these results for modulation spaces over ptyzeee are similar to the ones for
the ordinary modulation spaces [14], and are omitted.

3. Comparison of Theoreni3 to results in the literature

Cordero and Nicola as well as Toft proved the following tlegoron MPi—boundedness for the
class of pseudo-differential operators with symboldiris1s252(R??), see Theorem 5.2 in][5] and
Theorem 4.3 in[27].

Theorem 8. Letp, q, s1, s2 € [1, o0]. Then for somé&' > 0,
||T0'||£(]\/[PCI7MP(I) S C ||0'||M51~,S1~,82152, S M81781’82782(R2d), (31)
if and only if
sy <min{p,p’, q,q,51}.
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Roughly speaking, to apply Theoréin 8, we need to ensurerthat) hasL® ‘decay’ inz and
¢ and thatFo (v, —t) = F,o(t,v) hasL™rrrads'} ‘decay’ int andv. To apply Theoren]3,
it suffices to ensure that(z, &) has L' ‘decay’ in x and L** ‘decay’, and thatF,o(t,v) has
Loin{er’s1} (decay’ int and L™in{ed 52} ‘decay’ inw.

Using embeddings such ds (2.3), we observe that indeed 8@ provides boundedness of
T, if and only if

o0 o0

oe U Ms,s,s’,s’ C U Ms,s’,s,s’ (32)

s=max{p,p’,q,q'} s=max{p,p’,q,q'}

while Theoreni B provides boundednesdpif and only if

[e.9] o0

oe | I

s1=max{p,p'} sz=max{q,q'}

To obtain the set inclusion il (3.2), we used Theorém 7 andatttethats > max{p, p’} implies
s>2>4.
As L2 = M??, Theoreni B implies the following*—boundedness result.

Corollary 9. Letr, s € [1,00]. Then for somé&' > 0,
1o\ cere,r2y < Cllofamrss, o € MP5*(R?),

if and only if
s <min{2,r'}.

Corollary[9 has been obtained earlier in 2003 by Grochendytéeil [15]. As comparison, we
formulate the respective consequence of Theddem 3.

Corollary 10. For r, s € [2, 0], there exists a constant > 0 such that
1T llcwz,i2) < Clollgm e, o€ MO (R3),

As example, note that Theordrh 8 does not imply that L?(R¢) — L?(R?) is bounded for
o € M>221(R%), But asM>22>1(R2) C N[>122(R>), TheoreniB indeed implies bounded-
ness ofl, in this case.

For compositions of product and convolution operators ofee(3 implies the following result.

Corollary 11. For p,q € [2, 0], leth, € MP? (R?) andh, € M?4(R?). Define
Tf:hl(hZ*f)v f€L2(Rd)7

and
Hf = (hy-f)*hy, f€L*R).



ThenT and H are bounded operators ab? and moreover, there exist positive constaritand C’
such that

1Tl 222,22y < C ||l ppma || P2l protas

and
1H || 2z2,22) < C Pl pgwar 12l gt

The proof of Corollary 111 follows immediately from CoroldiQ, Lemmad 2D and Lemnial21.
Note that not separately, the convolution and multiplmatperators above may not be bounded
operators.

4. Proof of Theorem(3, Corollaryl4, and Theoren 1P

4.1. Proof of Theoren 12 and thereby ofi(1]5) and (11.6) impl&(1.4) in The-
orem[3

In this section we prove the weighted version of one impiarabf Theorenmh B, that is the following
theorem.

Theorem 12.Letw;, w, be moderate weight functions &3i? andw be a moderate weight function
onR* that satisfies
w(xata Vag) Swl(x_tag)w2(xvl/+€)' (41)

Letps, pa, 3. P1, q1, 42, 43, @1 € [1, 00 be such that

1 1 1 1 . ,
" + - < oo+ oo pa < min{pi, po},

7w <ute o <min{g e}

Then there exists a constafit> 0 such that

1Tl cquazyon pazmy < Cllol spgumsmans, o € DIEPA9(R?).

To prove Theorem 12 we need some preparation. For funcfiamslg in S(R?), the Rihaczek
transformR( f, g) of f andg is defined by

R(f,9)(z,€) = ¥ f(&)g(x).

Foro € S(R??), pseudo-differential operators are related to Rihaczekstorms by

(Tafa g) = (Ua R(f> g))
for all functionsf andg in S(R4). We defineA, T, by

(TaF)(z,t) = F(A(x,t)) = F(x —t,x).

10



Then B
R(f,9)(x,€) = Fise(Ta(f@g)(z, ),

where

Fisef(-+2) = / e f(t + 2) dL.
Lemma 13. Letp be a real valued Schwartz function &4. Then for allf andg in S(R?)

Vi wopnTa(f@g) (@,1,v,8) = Vof(z — t.§) Veg(a,v +6).

Proof. We compute

VTA(go®go)TA (7@9) ([L’, v, 5)
_ / / 2T, (Fo0) (3, D) Tal020) (7 — 2.7 — 1) di T

- /(/ e (F — Dp(F—x —E+1) dt) S G (F)p(T — x) dT
= // 7(S)g@)e—mui—sz(i—s)Sp(s _ (a: . t))gp(i— :)3) 03 ds

= ([ermeropts - @-oyas)( [ e @06 - o) di)
— V@0 Vegla, v +6).

0

Lemma 14. Lety € S(R?) be a nonzero even real valued Schwartz functio®énThen for all
fandgin S(R?)

Vi RO 9) (0,6, 0,8) = €278 Vi o Ta(F2g) (2, —t, 1, 6).
Proof. For all f andg in S(R%)
Vi R 9) (2,6, v, 1)
= [[ e R ) GO R - 0,6 - €) T
= [[ e O R (7@ - )@ T ((olF 2 - 0)e(E - o) a5 dE
= / / e PO F (F(F 1)) 9(@) Frye_g(0(F — 2 — ) (T — 2) di dE.

4.2)
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On the other hand, Parseval’s identity gives
VTA(¢®¢)TA(7®9)($7 t> v, 5)
= [[ e Feg) @ 0Tape) @ - a0 i di

/ (/ —2mt§f( D@ —x—t+1) dt> e~ (Vo — 1) dF

// Fre(f(@ - ‘Ft;g( e G(F — g+t — ))e 2 g(Z)p(T — ) dé d7.

But, ~
Free ™ Ro@ —att =) = e EOF | (@ —a ),
therefore,
Viseon Ta(f®g)(x,t,v,§) = e / / ED e (FE - ) -
Frree(0(@ =z =) g@)p(T — x) dT dE.
Combining this identity with[(4]2) completes the proof. =

Proposition 15. Letwy, w9, w be moderate functions that satisfy
w(z,t,v,§) <wi(z —t,Hwa(z, v + ).
Let ¢ be a nonzero real valued Schwartz functionkshand define
V1, oo Ta(f@g) (2,,6,v) = Vi, pap Ta(fRg) (2,1, v,€) (4.3)
forall f,g € S(R?) andz,t,&, v € R M py, pa, p3, pa, q1, G2, @3, qu € [1, 00] satisfy

1 + 1 pLS + pi4’ D3 S min{p17p27p4}7

ot . (4.4)
Lyl =L g <min{g, g qul,

then B
Vrateoo) Ta(f@g)|| pzrasaas < || fll a9l ppg oo

Proof. By Lemmd 13, we have

VTA(SD@SD)TA(T@.Q) (xa t, ¢, V) = Vsof(x — 1, 5) Vsog(xa v+ 5)
So, by [4.1), fort, ¢, v € RY,

b€ )V oo Ta (f 901,60 s
1/ps
< ([ wnte = £O(Vf )@ = . v +.€) (Vg ) o €)1 )

- <|7~U2(‘, v+ Vog(-, v+ O« |wi (-, VL f (-, O (t)) 1/203.
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Then, [4.4) implies

1 S1 ai

with r; = po/p3s > 1, s = p1/ps > 1 anday = ps/ps > 1, hence, we can apply Young’s
inequality and obtain

lw(-, & v)Vra e Ta(FR9) (- & V) | Losrs
= [llwa(, v + Vg, v+ I % [wi (- Vi f (- OF |1
< ws (v + Vg (v + I Nwr (VR (O

To estimate[(4]5) further, we note that integrating withpess to¢ can be again considered a
convolution. In fact[(4}4) leads to

P (4.5)

L*1

A

() 52 a2

wherery = ¢2/q3, s2 = 1 /g3 anday = q4/q3. Young'’s inequality then implies

[ wVr, (o0 Ta(f@9) || Lrapsasas

. (r293)/(p3r1) 1/(rags)
< ([ ([ ot nWegtapr ar) )"
451 (s243)/ (p3s1) (1/5243)
([ ([ oovesepr i) )

= Stz gl armzee.
which completes the proof. O

Now, we are ready to give sufficient conditions on the bouneed of pseudo-differential
operators with symbols if/?sP4:4s-94 (R2d).

Lemma 16. Letw,, wy, w be moderate weight functions that sati§fy{4.1)./.ebs, p3, P4, G1, 42, G3, ¢4 €

[1, 0] be such that
1

1 1 1 : 1 1 1
€l T avmm{ﬁvavay 4.6)
1 1 1 1 sor1 101 '
w€|lgte wmiry ey
Then there exists a constatit> 0 such that
||Ta||L(M511‘“,M522‘12) < Clo||gzesrassas, o € Mg”’“B“(RQd). (4.7)
Proof. Let us first assume;, p2, ps, P4, 41, G2, g3, 1 € [1, oc] satisfy [4.6) and in addition
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
—+—=—+4+— and -+ —=—+ —. (4.8)
pP1 P2 P3 P4 . 42 43 44
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Let f, g € S(RY). Since the dual of/z:psasas (R24) js N5+74% % (R2) it follows that

(161,91 = (o, R(f,9))]

< llollzzerssa | BOf 9l otort .o

To obtain [4.7), it is enough to show that there exists 0 such that

||R(f> 9)||ng,pg,qg,qg <C ||f||M5,11q1 ||g||Mp’2,q§
w

w2

Let ¢ be a nonzero real valued even functiorSi(R?). Then by Lemmal4,

ViR 0) @ t.60)| = |VagR(9) (.60, 1)
= |VerenTa(T20) (2.t,.6)
= VTA(@@@)TA(7®9) (z,t,&, V>‘

whereVr, ., is defined in[(4.8). Therefore, by Propositlon 15, we have

1R DN ooty = Vo Ta(fRg) [
w w

< g ol

To obtain [4.Y) in the general case, thapisps, ps, p4, ¢1, G2, G3, g1 € [1, o0] satisfy [4.6) but not
necessarily[(4]8), set

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

—=—4+——— and —=—+———

172_]93 Ps Dy q2 q3 q4 QQ.

Then it is easy to see that < p,, g2 < ¢ andpy, P2, p3, Pa, G1, G2, 43, g2 € [1, 00| satisfy [4.6).
Hence

1o fllamze < CNTofllymaze < [ f o ol gzzsrasaan

for someC > 0. U
Proof of Theorem[12: Let f € S(R?). Set

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

7:—/+——— and 7:—/ -_— — —

b3 b1 P2 D4 q3 1 q2 q4

Then it is easy to see that
P3>Dp3, Q3> Qs
Furthermore{p:, ps, D3, P4, 1, 42, @3, @1 } Satisfies[(416), therefore there exist C; > 0 such that

1o gz < Cullfllagzn ol g

IN

C2Hf||M511q1 ||‘7HM53P4%Q4.
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4.2. Proof of Corollary 4

Letl < p,q < 2. By TheoreniBZ,, : MP* — M4 is bounded. Using the bounded embeddings
MP c L» ¢ MPY forall1 < p < 2 (for more details se€ [8]), it follows thdt, : LP(RY) —
L1(R?) is bounded. Similarly, using/?*" c L» ¢ MP for all ¢ > 2, we can provd, : LP(R?) —
L4(R%) is bounded fop, ps, ps, q, g3, g4 Satisfying (b) or (c) or (d) in Corollaryl4. O

4.3. Proof of (1.4) implies[(1.5),[{1]16) in Theorem] 3

To show necessity of (1.5) and_(IL.6) in Theorem 3, we shalltwsemixed L? norms on phase

space, namely, 1
1B = ([ ([ 1P erar)™ )™,

1Bl = ([ ([ 1F0a)" ar) ",

forp,q € [1,00). Forp = mgnd/orq = oo we make the usual adjustment.
Similarly, we can definé/?¢(R?) to be the space of all functionfse S’'(R?) for which

and

||f||fv7pq - ||V30f||f,pq < 00,

wherey € S(R?) \ {0}. Note that it can be easily checked that
||f||Mpq — ||ﬂ|]\/jqp.

Below, we use an idea from the proof of Proposifibn 6 giver2l] fo prove the following lemma.
Lemma 17. Let K C R?? be compact. Then
||U||MP3P4QM4 = ||U||fzq4p4> oc S,(Rm)v suppo C K.

Proof. Chooser > 0 with supp o C B?4(0), where

B(0) = {z e R*: |lz] < r}
is the Euclidean unit ball ifR?¢ with center 0, radius' and Lebesgue measufB82¢(0)|. Let
Y € S(R??) with supp ¢ C B?4(0). Then itis easy to see that

}?w@'}([[’, l ga V) = }O- * MV,—tJ‘(zv 5)7

where

’l/)(llf, 5) - ’QD(—ZL', _5)

Therefore, for fixed, v we have

supp (o) + supp (Mu,_t%
B*(0) + B*(0) € B24(0). (4.9)

N

supp ( ma) (1, )

N
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Let¢ € BY.(0). Then by [(49),

||V1ZJO-('> t, ga V)| igpg(Rd) = /
B4

2r

B O)] [Voo 1,60 = [BEO)] o Moo (- )]
1B, (O)] [l My ll| o < 1B O [|F 7 (@ Tore)) | o
< 1B O] [Tl = 1B50)] (1] * [91) (».1) (4.10)

Wwa‘m (x,t,& v)dz
0)

IN

IN

On the other hand, if € R?\ Bd (0), then by [4.D),
Vo (-, t, €, 1) 1rs = 0. (4.12)
Therefore,[(4.70) and (4.111) imply

10| 373 aasas = HV¢U LP3Pad394

\B%(o)\”“/(/m . (/((\a\ i |0] (=, )P dt)‘“/“ dg)q“% dy)”“

- / 1/
B, ([ ([l i de) )

B4 (0)] W/ 0/ || 5] )

< ‘Bgr(o)‘(l/pg)—l—(l/qg)||8||ZQ44’4H¢||Z1,1 < C||8||ZQ44’4’

IA

IA

IN

1,944

Now, lety) € C~(R*) be compactly supported with = 1 on B3¢(0). Let xz2( be the
characteristic function o2%(0). Then usingsupp o C B?4(0), it follows that for allz, ¢, &, v €
R¢,

XB%?(O) (.f(f, g) ‘7¢0'(.§(}’ i 57 V)
= XB%?(O) (ZIZ’, 6) / U(§> g) 6_2M(§V_gt) w(f -, g_ 5) dfdg

B24(0)
— @8 [ o@f e ardg
o B24(0)
= XBgf(O)($>€)~FU(V> —t).

Hence,
||O-HMP3P4C13Q4 = vao-HLpgp4q3q4 > HXBgf(O) vilJO-HLp3p4q3q4
Ps Pa/p3 q3/pa q4/q3 1/qa
- ( ( ( ( X300y (@, €) Fo (v, —t)| dx) dt) dg) du)
= [|xsze0) lrses oMl 2Fa0mn
which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 18. Let A > 0 and g, (z) = e~™*I°, Then for\ > 1,
loallame < oallgzea = A7,

and
loa=1 || ppa =< HSO/\*HMM — \4/p.
The proof of Lemm&18 is an immediate corollary of Lemma 3.@jrand is omitted here.

Lemma 19. Let K C R be compact. Foh € C™(R%) and A > 1 sethy(z) = h(z)e ™,
Then for allp, g € [1, o0],

[hallagee = || Balle < AY4=42 h e C*(RY), supph C K.
Lemma19 is well known and its proof can be found in, for exam[i].

Lemma 20. Leth, hy € S(R?) and
n(t,v) = e‘zmt"hg(t)ﬁl(u), t,v € R

If o = Fn. Then we have

o(x,8) = (Mchy * hy)(x) (4.12)
and
T,f = (hif) % hy, f € SR (4.13)
Moreover,
o\l 57pspaasas = I1Pal|arwsaa || Pa][ arpaas

Proof. Clearly, [4.12) and (4.13) hold. Now, letbe any nonzero real valued Schwartz function
onR?. Let

b(t,v) = p(t)p(v)e .
and define B N
w(% 5) = fw(_x7 _5)
Then
Vaa(x,t,f,u)‘ = ’(0, MV,_th,gZ)‘

= |(Fn. Famaiew)|.
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Now sinceF is a unitary operator, it follows that
} <‘7{50) (ZL’, ta ga V)‘ = ‘ <777 T—t,VM—g,x'l/)> }

_ ‘//W(E ;7) ezmg(ﬂt) e—27riw(v—17)@<t +£§— V) dt dv

= ‘ / / by (D) ha(D)p (7 — v)p(T + 1) e 270 2mitlv=5) dfdﬁ‘
= |[(Voha)(v,z — )] |(Vypha)(—t, v — €)].

Hence,
ol 5pspaasas = 1l nrrsaa || Pl arpaas -

Similarly, we can prove the following.
Lemma 21. Let Leth;, hy € S(RY) ando = by @ hs. Then
T,f=hi-(hax f), fe€SRY)
and R R
171 @ hall 5espasnas = [1Pallaresas |22l 3705 04

Proof of (T.4) implies [1.5) and[(16) in Theorenil3Let h € C*°(R?) be chosen with compact
support andh(0) = 1 andh(x) > 0 for all z € R%. Then for any\ > 1, we defineh, ando,
respectively by

ha(z) = h(z)e ™A,

and
ox(w,§) = h@hy(z,€) = h(x)hy(£).

Let f, = F~'h,. Thenf, € S(RY) and
T (@) = [ <)o) Pde.
So,T,, [, is independent ok. Sinceo, has compact support, by Lemind 17 and Lerinja 19

"0-)\||MP:3P4QBCI4 = ||fa>\||ZfI4»P4

= |hll pos ey [ 2]l Loa (ray
= \(@/pa)=(d/2) (4.14)

Moreover, by LemmaAl6 and Lemrhal19, sinE¢, has compact support,
ANl aeren ey = LNl or gray = AWPO=E2), (4.15)
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Hence by[(T.4)[(4.14) and(4]15), there exiSts- 0 such that for all\ > 1

||T0f)\HMP2¢I2(Rd) < C)\(d/p4)+(d/il71)—d.

But ||, fu|| arp2ez (rey iS NONZero and independent)ufthereforepi4 + pil —d > 0,andp, < p.

To proveq, < ¢, we lethy = f = hy andh, € S(R%) be such thab, is compactly supported,
independent oh and
||(hlf) * h2||Lp2(]Rd) 7& 0.
Leto = fn where ~ |
n(t,v) = hi(v)ha(t)e >
Then by Lemm&a 20 and (1.4)

1 2(|Lr2 (Rd) > Ll[Laa (R) [[142]] LP4(R4) L7 (R4),
[(h1f) * hall < Cllhal] |72 [l
for some constart’ > 0. So, by Lemma 19 for alA > 1

[(hyf) * h2||LP2(Rd) < C’)\(d/Q4)_(d/2))\(d/‘h)_(d/2)’

but|[(h1.f) * ha|| Lr=(re) is Nonzero and independent bftherefore(d/q) + (d/q:) — d > 0 and,
henceg, < q.

Now, leth; = f = py andhy = @,-1, Wherep, andy,-1 are defined in Lemma 18. If we let
o = hi @ hy. Then by Lemm&8 and Lemrhal21, foe> 1 we have

||U"Mpgp4q3q4 (RQd) = )\d/qg_d/q‘ll
and| f{| a0 ey < A~%%. On the other hand, f is also a Gaussian function and it can be easily
checked that
HTUfHMP%Iz(Rd) = A\~

Therefore by[(1.14)

A\Yas—d/ay—d/d1+d/ay >

forall A > 1. Hence, we get
1 1 1 1

—+—<—+—
@ Q2 q3 44
Similarly, by lettingh, = f = ¢,-1 andhy = @), we get
1 1 1 1
-+ —<—4—.
pP1 P2 P3 P4
Again assume has the form given in LemniaR0. Létz) = f(z) = e ™**/2 andhy = ¢, 1.
ThenT, is also a Gaussian function, moreover by Lenima 18 (Ird)ifa > 1

\%/Pa—d/p2 > C,
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for someC > 0. Hencep, < ps.
To proveg, < ¢o, we let

o(w,8) = ™y (2)ha(€),

whereh, andh, are compactly supported Schwartz functionsish Theno is compactly sup-
ported and therefore by Lemrhal17,

HUHMP:sPMgu(R?d) = H-FUHLM"M(RM)'
On the other hand, by an easy calculation, we have
|Fol(v,t) = [Viho(t,v) = VT (2, v).

Therefore, R

||U"MP3P4Q:sq4(R2d) < Ch2 thHL‘M(Rd)? (4'16)
and R

||U||MP3P4Q:sq4(R2d) < Chl ||h2||LP4(Rd)>
where(C),, and(C}, are positive constants depending/onandh, respectively. Let,; = h, and
h, be any compactly supported function afibe a Schwartz function dR? and bothh, andfbe

~

independent of such thath,, f) # 0. Then

~

|To fll a2 ray = ||l agpaee ey [ (B2, £
= [(ha, )|l | s gty = Ao =4/, (4.17)

and by [4.1b)

||U||Mpsp4qu4(R2d) S Ch2 )\(d/lM)—(d/Q).

Hence, [(4.1]7) and (1.4) imply
\(d/a4)=(d/q2) > C,

whereC' > 0 is independent ok > 1. Hence(d/q,) — (d/q2) > 0 which implies thaiy, < ¢». O
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