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LIFTINGS FOR ULTRA-MODULATION SPACES, AND
ONE-PARAMETER GROUPS OF GEVREY TYPE
PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

AHMED ABDELJAWAD, SANDRO CORIASCO, AND JOACHIM TOFT

ABSTRACT. We deduce one-parameter group properties for pseudo-differential
operators Op(a), where a belongs to the class I‘ﬁWO) of certain Gevrey symbols.
We use this to show that there are pseudo-differential operators Op(a) and

Op(b) which are inverses to each others, where a € r{“0) and b e 0«0,
We apply these results to deduce lifting property for modulation spaces

and construct explicit isomorpisms between them. For each weight functions

w, wo moderated by GRS submultiplicative weights, we prove that the Toeplitz

operator (or localization operator) Tp(wp) is an isomorphism from M (’1’3 onto

Pq
M(W/WO) for every p, q € (0, 00].

0. INTRODUCTION

The topological vector spaces Vi and V5 is said to possess lifting property if there
exists a ”convenient” homeomorphisms (a lifting) between them. For example, for
any weight w on R%, p € (0,00] and s € R the convenient mappings f + w - f

and f +— (1 — A)*/2f are homeomorphic from the (weighted) Lebesgue space Li’w)

and the Sobolev space HP, respectively, into LP = HY, with inverses f — w™! - f
and f — (1 — A)=/2f, respectively. (Cf. [30] and Section [ for notations.) Hence,
these spaces possess lifting properties.

It is often uncomplicated to deduce lifting properties between (quasi-)Banach
spaces of functions and distributions, if the definition of their norms only differs by
a multiplicative weight on the involved distributions, or on their Fourier transforms,
which is the case in the previous homeomorphisms. Here recall that multiplications
on the Fourier transform side are linked to questions on differentiation of the in-
volved elements. A more complicated situation appear when there are some kind
of interactions between multiplication and differentiation in the definition of the
involved vector spaces.

An example where such interactions occur concerns the extended family of
Sobolev spaces, introduced by Bony and Chemin in [3] (see also [34]). More pre-
cisely, let w,wy be suitable weight functions and g a suitable Riemannian met-
ric, which are defined on the phase space W ~ T*R? ~ R2?. Then Bony and
Chemin introduced in [3] the generalised Sobolev space H(w,g) which fits the
Hérmander-Weyl calculus well in the sense that H(1,g) = L?, and if a belongs
to the Hérmander class S(wy, g), then Weyl operator Op”(a) with symbol a is con-
tinuous from H(wow, g) to H(w,g). Moreover, they deduced group algebras, from
which it follows that to each such weight wy, there exist symbols a and b such that

Op*“(a) o Op®(b) = Op®(b) o Op“(a) = I, a € S(wo,g), b€ S(1/wo,g). (0.1)
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Here I is the identity operator on .. In particular, by the continuity properties
of Op“(a) it follows that H(wow, g) and H (w, g) possess lifting properties with the
homeomorphism Op*(a), and with Op® (b) as its inverse.

The existence of a and b in () is a consequence of solution properties of the
evolution equation

(Ora)(t, -) = (b+1logV)#alt, -), a0, -)=ag € S(w,g), ¥ € S5®,g9), (0.2)

which involve the Weyl product # and a fixed element b € S(1,g). It is proved that
([@2) has a unique solution a(t, - ) which belongs to S(w¥?, g) (cf. [3, Theorem 6.4]
or [34, Theorem 2.6.15]). The existence of a and b in (IT]) will follow by choosing
w=ap=1,t=1and ¥ = wy.

If g is the constant euclidean metric on the phase space R??, then S(wo,g)
equals S(0) (R2%), the set of all smooth symbols a which satisfies |0%a| < wo. We
notice that also for such simple choices of g, [ above leads to lifting properties
that are not trivial. In fact, let w and wgy be polynomially moderate weight on
the phase space, and let Z be a suitable translation invariant BF-space. Then it
is observed in [26] that the continuity results for pseudo-differential operators on
modulation spaces in [48,50] imply that Op®(a) in (@1 is continuous and bijective
from M (wow, #B) to M(w, %) with continuous inverse Op™(b). In particular, by
choosing % to be the mixed norm space LP*4(R2?%) of Lebesgue type, then M (w, %)

is equal to the classical modulation space M. &g, introduced by Feichtinger in [12].

Consequently, Op®(a) above lifts M (pu’)‘éw) into M &3'

An important class of operators in quantum mechanics and time-frequency anal-
ysis concerns Toeplitz, or localisation operators. The main issue in [2627] is to
show that the Toeplitz operator Tp(wy) lifts M, (pu’)‘éw) into M 5’3 for suitable wy. The
assumptions on wy in [26] is that it should be polynomially moderate and satisfies
wp € S@o) In [27], it is only assumed that wy is moderated by a GRS weight, but

instead it is here required that wq is radial in each phase shift, i.e. wg should satisfy

wo(zla' "7xda§17" 'a&d) = ﬂ(Tlv" '7Td)5 ry = |(z]a§j)|7

for some weight .

The approaches in [26,27] are also different. In [27], the lifting properties for
Tp(wp) is reached by using the links between modulation spaces and Bargmann-
Foch spaces in combination of suitable estimates for a sort of generalised gamma-
functions. The approach in [26] relies on corresponding lifting properties for pseudo-
differential operators, as follows:

(1) Tp(wo) = Op“(c) for some ¢ € So);
(2) by the definitions, it follows by straightforward computations that if ¢ =
1
wé, then Tp(wp) is a homeomorphism from M(pé‘)l to Mﬁ;')l;

(3) combining (1)) with Wiener’s lemma for (S}, #) ensures that the inverse
of Tp(wp) in (2) is a pseudo-differential operator Op™(b) with the symbol
bin S0/,

(4) by (1), (3) and duality,
T) = Op“(b) o Tp(wp) and To = Tp(wp) o Op”(b)

are both the identity operator on .#/(R%), since T} is the identity operator
on MP? T, is the identity operator on M(pl"/zﬁ), and . C MP1n MP1I

(@) () (1/9)°
(5) by (4), Ty = T> = Op”(1) is the identity operator on each M(pol). Since

Tp(wo) = Op“(c) : MP? = — MP? and Op“(b) : M>T — MP1?

(wow) (w) (w) (wow)
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are continuous (cf. [48,[50]) and inverses to each other, it follows that they
are homeomorphisms.

In the first part of the paper we deduce an analog of (0] for the Gevrey type
symbol classes T“*) and nguso) of orders s > 1, the set of all @ € C*° such that

10%a(X)] < hlolalfw(X)

for some h > 0, respectively for every h > 0, considered in [4]. That is, in Section
we show that there exist symbols a and b such that

Op¥(a) o Op®(b) = Op“(b) 0 Op¥(a) = I, aecTWo, be (/w0 (0.3)

and similarly when 1) and /) are replaced by 1"8:;0 ) and ng wo), respectively.

For general wy it is clear that nguso) c 7@0) ¢ §0). On the other hand, for the

weights w1, wo and w3 in F(({J;), T2 and $@s) we always assume that they belong
to Zgs(R*!), 25 ,(R*!) and 2 (R?%), respectively. That is, they should satisfy

WX 4Y) <w(X)emYF | wy(X +Y) Swa(X)emV e

and ws(X +Y) S ws(X)(1+ Y)Y,

for some r1 > 0 and N > 0, and every ro > 0. Since it is clear that & C
3”%75 C Zg,s, it follows by straightforward computations that there are admissible

ai € 1"8:;1) which are not contained in any admissible 1“2““’ and S (“’0), and admissible

as € Fg"&) which are not contained in any .S (wo),
As in [3], [@3) is obtained by proving that the evolution equation

(Ora)(t, -) = (b+ log ) #alt, -), a(0,-)=ag € Fgw), 9 e Fgﬂ), (0.4)

analogous to ([.2]), has a unique solution a(¢, - ) which belongs to 1“2““9” (and sim-
ilarly when the Fgw)-spaces are replaced by corresponding I‘((J‘fs)—spaces), given in
Section [3

In Sections @] and [ we use the framework in [26] in combination with ([03) to
extend the lifting properties in [26] in such ways that the involved weights are
allowed to belong to 32%15 or in Xg , instead of the smaller set &7 which is the
assumption in [26].

Our main result, which is similar to [26] Theorem 0.1], can be stated as follows.

Theorem 0.1. Let s > 1, w,wqy € 9%75(R2d), p,q € (0,00] and let ¢ € Sy(RY).
Then the Toeplitz operator Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism from M(p;;(RQd) onto M(pﬂwo)(RQd).

We note that, in contrast to [26127], our lifting properties also hold for modula-
tion spaces which may fail to be Banach spaces, since p and ¢ in Theorem [0.1] are
allowed to be smaller than 1.

We will establish several related result. Firstly, the window function may be
chosen in certain modulation spaces that are much larger than the Gelfand-Shilov
space Ss. Secondly, the theorem holds for a more general family of modulation
spaces that includes the classical modulation spaces. Finally, we also establish
isomorphisms given by pseudo-differential operators rather than Toeplitz operators.

In contrast to [27], we do not impose in Theorem [Tl and in its related results in
Section [ that wp should be radial in each phase shift (cf. e.g. [27, Theorem 4.3]).
Summing up, our lifting results in Section [ extend the lifting results in [26,27].

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [Tl we introduce some notation, and
discuss modulation spaces and Gelfand-Shilov spaces of functions and distributions,
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and pseudo-differential calculus. In Section 2] we introduce and discuss basic prop-
erties for confinements of symbols in 1“2““’ and in Féfj:). These considerations are
related to the discussions in [3[34], but here adapted to symbols that possess Gevrey
regularity, e. g. when the symbols belong to I'“®) or 1"8:;0).

In contrast to the classical Hormander symbol classes ST, and the SG-classes

SGTi“ , techniques on asymptotic expansions are absent for symbols in the classes

) or in F(({Js"), and might be absent for symbols in the general Hérmander class
S(m,g). The approach with confinements is, roughly speaking, a sort of stand-in
of these absent asymptotic expansion techniques.

In Section [l we show that the (04]) has a unique solution with the requested
properties, which leads to ([3]). In Sections Hl and [B] we use the results from Sec-
tion B to deduce lifting properties for modulation spaces under pseudo-differential

operators and Toeplitz operators with symbols in %) orin F(()‘:J;)

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some basic facts on modulation spaces, Gelfand-Shilov
spaces of functions and distributions and pseudo-differential calculus (cf. [TTHI618]
21125, 30131134, 38, 42, 45,475 1] ).

1.1. Weight functions. A weight on R? is a positive function w € L2, (R?) such
that 1/w € L (R?). If w and v are weights on R, then w is called moderate or
v-moderate, if

w(z +y) < Cw(x)vly), z,ye€RY, (1.1)
for some constant C. The set of all moderate weights on R is denoted by 22z (R).
The weight v on R is called submultiplicative, if it is even and (L) holds for w = v
and C' = 1. From now on, v always denote a submultiplicative weight if nothing
else is stated. In particular, if (IT]) holds and v is submultiplicative, then it follows
by straightforward computations that

) < ty) < Culepely),

v(y) (1.2)

v(z +y) <v(@)w(y) and v(z) =v(-2z)>1, =z,yecR
If w is a moderate weight on R?, then there is a submultiplicative weight v on
R such that (ICT)) and (L2) hold (cf. [A714852]). Moreover if v is submultiplicative
on R?, then
1 So(x) Sell (1.3)
for some constant r > 0 (cf. [24]). Here and in what follows we write A(0) < B(9),
0 € Q, if there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that A(f) < ¢B(0) for all § € Q. In
particular, if w is moderate, then
wz+y) Sw)e and el <w@) <l 2y eR? (1.4)
for some r > 0.

Next we introduce suitable subclasses of .

Definition 1.1. Let s > 0. The set Zg ((R%) (Q%ﬁs(Rd)) consists of all w €
25(RY) such that

1
wlz+y) Swx)e* zyeRY (1.5)
holds for some (every) r > 0.

By (L4) it follows that ‘@%,m = Pgs, = Pr when s; < 1 and s; < 1. For
convenience we set 2% (R%) = 2§ | (R4).
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1.2. Gelfand-Shilov spaces. We let .%# be the Fourier transform given by
(FNE) = 1) =@n) " | fa)e =S du
R
when f € L'(R?). Here (-, -) denotes the usual scalar product on R%.

Definition 1.2. The Gelfand-Shilov space S7(R?) of Roumieu type (X7(R%) of
Beurling type), o > 0, s > 0, consists of all f € .7 (R?) such that

1 1
@ ge ™ and - [(FHEOIST, z e R (1.6)
for some r > 0 (for all > 0). We set S5 =S¢ and ¥, = X8.

The classes S7(R?) and related generalizations were widely studied, and used in
the applications to partial differential equations, see for example [2][6,9,28][35,[38].
We recall the following characterisations of S7(R?).

Proposition 1.3. Let 5,0 > 0, p € [1,00] and let f € #(R?). Then the following
conditions are equivalent:
(1) feSIRY) (f € BI(RT));
(2) for some (every) h >0 it holds
e £l < H*lat®and € flle SRR, a8 € N
(3) for some (every) h >0 it holds

2% fllze S h*at*  and (|0°f|» S HPIB, a8 € NY

~

(4) for some (every) h > 0 it holds
[2°0° f ()| < BIFFlal® 817, a, B € N%
(5) for some (every) h,r > 0 it holds

et 17 0% fll 2o < Al (a))” @ € N2

~

Remark 1.4. Let h, s, sg,0,00 € Ry be such that s +0 > 1 and sg + 09 > 1, and
let S;h(Rd) be the set of all f € C(R%) such that

270 f ()|

[ fllss, = sup ot Blale Bl

is finite. Here the supremum is taken over all o, 3 € N¢ and 2 € RY.
Obviously S7 h(Rd) is a Banach space which increases as h, s and o increase,

and is contained in .7 (R?), the set of Schwartz functions on R?. Furthermore
7p(RY) and | JSP,(RY)
h>0
are dense in .%(R%). Hence, the dual (S;h)’(Rd) of S;h(Rd) is a Banach space
which contains .#/(R%).

The spaces S?(R?) and X7 (R?) are the inductive and projective limits, respec-
tively, of §7 »(R?) with respect to h. This implies that

SIRY) =) S7,RY) and RIRY) =[] 82, (1.7)
h>0 h>0

and that the topology for S7(R?) is the strongest possible one such that each inclu-
sion map from S7 h(Rd) to 87 (RY) is continuous. Moreover, any of the conditions

(2)—(5) in Prop081t1on- induce the same topology for S7(R?) and %7 (R%).
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The Gelfand-Shilov distribution spaces (S7)'(R?) and (39)’(R?) are the projec-
tive and inductive limit respectively of (S¢,,)’ (R%). Hence

(S7)(RY) = (((87,)(RY) and  (£2)'(RY) = [ (S7,)'(RY). @D
h>0 h>0

We have that (S7) and (£9)" are the topological duals of S and X7, respectively
(see [37]).

Remark 1.5. Let s,0 > 0. Then X7 (R) is a Fréchet space with seminorms || - [|s-
h > 0. Moreover, S¢(R?) # {0} if and only if s + o > 1, and X7(R%) # {0} if and
only if s +0 > 1 and (s,0) # (%, %) Moreover, if ¢ > 0 and s + ¢ > 1, then
SR € SI(RY) € BIIE(RT) € Z(RY) € 7(RT) C (B772)' (RY) € (87)'(RY).
If in addition (s,o) # (3, 2), then

(87)'(R7) € (27)'(RY).

The Gelfand-Shilov spaces are invariant or possess convenient mapping prop-
erties under several basic transformations. For example they are invariant under
translations, dilations, and under (partial) Fourier transformations.

The Fourier transform .# on .#(R%) extends uniquely to homeomorphisms on
S"(R%), S!(R?) and ¥/ (R%), and restricts to homeomorphisms on Ss(R?) and
¥,(RY), and to a unitary operator on L?(RY).

We also recall some mapping properties of Gelfand-Shilov spaces under short-
time Fourier transforms. Let ¢ € .#(R?) be fixed. For every f € .#/(R%), the
short-time Fourier transform Vi f is the distribution on R?? defined by the formula

(Vo). &) = Z(f (- —2))(€) = (f.0(- —w)e9)). (1.8)
We recall that if T'(f, ¢) = Vg f when f, ¢ € Sy /2 (R%), then T is uniquely extendable
to sequentially continuous mappings
T :Si(RY) x S,(R?) = S{(R*) () C=(R*),
T :S/(RY) x S{(RY) — S/(R?),

and similarly when Ss and S!, are replaced by ¥, and X/, respectively, or by . and
7, respectively (cf. [71[52]). We also note that V, f takes the form

Vo f(x,€) = (2m) =42 /Rdf(y)me—i(y@ dy 3

when f € Li’w)(Rd) for some w € Zp(R?), ¢ € ¥1(RY) and p > 1. Here Ll(’w)(Rd),
when p € (0,0¢] and w € Zg(R?), is the set of all f € LI (R?) such that f-w €

LP(RY).

1.3. Suitable function classes with Gelfand-Shilov regularity. The next re-
sult shows that for any w € Z(R?) one can find an equivalent weight wp which
satisfies similar regularity estimates as functions in Gelfand-Shilov spaces.

Proposition 1.6. Let w € Zr(R?) and s > 0. Then there is an wy € Zr(R) N
C>(RY) such that the following is true:

O) wo X Ww;

(2) [0%wo(z)| < wolz)hllal® < w(x)hl*lal® for every h > 0.
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Proof. We may assume that s < 1. It suffices to prove that (2) should hold for
some h > 0. Let ¢p € 35_,(R%)\ 0, and let ¢ = |¢o|?. Then ¢ € ¥5__(R?), giving
that

_1
10%p(x)| < hl*lemelel™" a1,

for every h > 0 and ¢ > 0. Now let wg = w * ¢.
We have

(o)l =| [ wtwieo)a - i
< h‘o‘|als/w(y)efcleylli_s dy
< plelgts /w(z +(y — x))eiClI*yIﬁ dy

_1
< h‘ala!sw(z)/e_gll_y“ﬂ dy = b1l atsw(z),

where the last inequality follows from (L)) and the fact that ¢ is bounded by a
super exponential function. This gives the first part of (2).
The equivalences in (1) follows in the same way as in [52]. More precisely, by

([C4) we have
wol) = / w(y)d(x — ) dy = / wz+ (y - 2)dla - v) dy

< w(x) / eV — ) dy = w().

In the same way, ([[4]) gives

wol) = / w(y)d(x — ) dy = / wz+ (y - 2)dla — y) dy

2 ula) [ ot — g dy = w(a),
and (1) as well as the second part of (2) follow. O
A weight wy which satisfies Proposition [0l (2) is called elliptic or s-elliptic.
Definition 1.7. Let s > 0 and w € Zp(R%). The class TW(RY) (T§) (R%))
consists of all f € C*°(R?) such that
|Df(z)] < w(z)hllat®, = e RY,
for some h > 0 (for every h > 0).

Evidently, by Proposition it follows that the family of symbol classes in
Definition [L7is not reduced when the assumption w € Zg(R>2?) is replaced by the
more restrictive assumption w € Zg ((R*?) or by w € 9%15(112‘1).

By similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition we get the following
analog of Proposition 2.3.16 in [33]. The details are left for the reader.

Proposition 1.8. Let s > 1/2, w € Z(R*?), and ¢ € T3(R?*?). Then w x ¢
belongs to ngus)‘

The following definition is motivated by Lemma 2.6.13 in [33].

Definition 1.9. Let s > 1, w € Zr(R?) and ¥p = 1 + |logw|. Then c is called
comparable to w with respect to s > 1 if
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(1) |le = logw| L < 00
(2) ce Fgﬁo)(Rd) and 0% € Fgl)(Rd), when |a| = 1.
Proposition 1.10. Let w,v € ZPr(R?) be such that v is submultiplicative and w
is v-moderate. Also let
vi(z) =14 |logv(x)] and wi(x) =1+ |logw(z)|.

Then vy is submultiplicative and wy is v1-moderate, satisfying (LI) with 1+logC >
1 in place of C.

Proof. By (2] we get
vi(z +y) =1+logv(z +y) <1+logu(z) +logu(y)
< (I+logu(z)) (1 +logv(y)) = vi(x)vi(y),

and
wi(z +y) =1+ [logw(z +y)|
<1+4logC + |logw(x)| + logv(y)
< (1+1og O)(1 + [logw(x)]) (1 4 log v(y))
< (1+41logC)wi(z)vi(y),
as claimed. 0

Lemma 1.11. Let s > 1, w € Zr(R?) and 99 = 1 + |logw|. Then the following
18 true:
(1) there exists an elliptic weight wy € Pr(R?) N F§“>(Rd) such that w =< wq
and 1 + |logwo| € Z5(R4) NI (RY);

(2) there exists an element ¢ which is comparable with wy.

Proof. If wi(z) is equal to w(x) when w(x) > e or w(z) < e~ !, and 3 otherwise,
then w; is equivalent to w. The result now follows from Proposition and its
proof, with wy in place of w. ([

1.4. Modulation spaces. Let ¢ € ¥;(R%)\ 0, p,q € (0,00] and w € Z5(R??) be
fixed. Then the modulation space M (pog(Rd) consists of all f € ¥ (R%) such that

gy = ([ ([ Wotw gt gp )" ) <o )

(with the obvious modifications when p = oo and/or ¢ = 00). We set M(pw) = M5,

and if w = 1, then we set MP9 = M(pj and MP = M(pw).
The following proposition is a consequence of well-known facts in [1220,211[54].

Here and in what follows, we let p’ denotes the conjugate exponent of p, i.e.

00 when p € (0, 1]
p = % when p € (1, 00)
1 when p = 00.

Proposition 1.12. Let p,q,p;,q;,r € (0,00] be such that r < min(1,p,q), j = 1,2,
let w,wy,ws,v € Pr(R??) be such that w is v-moderate, ¢ € M{U)(Rd) \ 0, and let
f € SL(RY). Then the following is true:

(1) f e M&g(Rd) if and only if (L) holds, i.e. M&‘;(Rd) is independent

of the choice of ¢. Moreover, M&’i is a Banach space under the norm in

(@A), and different choices of ¢ give rise to equivalent norms;
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(2) if pr < p2, 1 < g2 and we < Cwy for some constant C, then

Si(RY) CMES (R CME P (RY) © X (RY).
Proposition [[L12](1) allows us to be rather vague about to the choice of ¢ €

M\ 0 in ([L9). For example, if C'> 0 is a constant and €2 is a subset of 7, then
[lall M < C for every a € Q, means that the inequality holds for some choice of

ol M, \ 0 and every a € Q. Evidently, for any other choice of ¢ € M, \ 0, a
similar inequality is true although C' may have to be replaced by a larger constant,
if necessary.

Let s,t € R. Then the weights

(@,8) = (©)*(@)" and (2,€) = ((«,€))°,  z,£€RY, (1.10)
are common in the applications. It follows that they belong to Z2(R>2?) for every

s,t € R If w € Z2(R?), then w is moderated by any of the weights in (LI0)
provided s and t are chosen large enough.

Remark 1.13. For modulation spaces of the form M&‘; with fixed p,q € [1,00]

the norm equivalence in Proposition [[LT2[(1) can be extended to a larger class of
windows. In fact, assume that w,v € Zg(R??) with w being v-moderate and

1<r<min(p,p',q,q).
Let ¢ € M(Tv)(Rd) \ {0}. Then a Gelfand-Shilov distribution f € X} (R?) belongs

to M&g(Rd), if and only if Vyf € L’(”L)'J)(RM). Furthermore, different choices of
NS M{U)(Rd) \ {0} in ||V¢f||L1§;§ give rise to equivalent norms. (Cf. Theorem 3.1
in [51].)

1.5. A broader family of modulation spaces. As announced in the introduc-
tion we consider in Section [2] mapping properties for pseudo-differential operators
when acting on a broader class of modulation spaces, which are defined by impos-

ing certain types of translation invariant solid BF-space norms on the short-time
Fourier transforms. (Cf. [ITHI6,18].)

Definition 1.14. Let # C L] (R%) be a quasi-Banach of order r € (0, 1], and
let v € ZE(RY). Then 2 is called a translation invariant Quasi-Banach Function
space on RY, or invariant QBF space on R, if there is a constant C' such that the

following conditions are fulfilled:
(1) if x € R? and f € %, then f(- —x) € %, and

1F(- —2)llz < Co(z)| fll=; (1.11)
(2) if f,g € LT (RY) satisfy g € B and |f| <|g|, then f € % and
1fll# < Cllgllz-

If v belongs to Zg s(RY) (9%75(Rd)) , then # in Definition [[T4] is called an
invariant BF-space of Roumieu type (Beurling type) of order s.
We notice that the quasi-norm || - || in Definition [LT4 should satisfy

If +glla <277 (1 flls + lgll)  f.g € 2. (1.12)

By Aoki and Rolewi¢ in [I1[39] it follows that there is an equivalent quasi-norm to
the previous one which additionally satisfies

If +9llz < 1f1lz + llgllz f9€%. (1.13)
From now on we suppose that the quasi-norm of % has been chosen such that both

(CI2) and ([LI3) hold true.
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It follows from (2) in Definition [[T4l that if f € & and h € L*, then f-h € B,
and

If - hllz < Cllfl|zllhll e (1.14)
If r = 1, then & in Definition [[.T4lis a Banach space, and the condition (2) means
that a translation invariant QBF-space is a solid BF-space in the sense of (A.3)
in [I5]. The space Z in Definition [[I4 is called an invariant BF-space (with
respect to v) if r = 1, and Minkowski’s inequality holds true, i.e.

If = ells < Clflmlieler . f€ B, ¢eXi(RY) (1.15)
for some constant C which is independent of f € # and ¢ € ¥1(R9).

Example 1.15. Assume that p,q € [1,00], and let L"/(R??) be the set of all
f €L} _(R?) such that

loc
e = ([ ([ o az)”” ae)

if finite. Also let L5'?(R29) be the set of all f € L} (R??) such that

loc

Il = (/lf(sc,«andg)p/q )"

is finite. Then it follows that L? and L7 are translation invariant BF-spaces with
respect to v = 1.

For translation invariant BF-spaces we make the following observation.

Proposition 1.16. Assume that v € Pg(R?), and that # is an invariant BF-
space with respect to v such that (LIH) holds true. Then the convolution mapping
(o, f) = @ * f from C(RY) x B to B extends uniquely to a continuous mapping
from L%U)(Rd) X B to B, and ([LID) holds true for any f € B and ¢ € L%U)(Rd).

The result is a straightforward consequence of the fact that C§° is dense in L%U).

The quasi-Banach space % above is usually a mixed quasi-normed Lebesgue
space, given as follows. Let £ be a non-degenerate parallelepiped in R? which is
spanned by the ordered basis k(E) = {e1,...,eq}. That is,

E={zie1+ - +xgeq; (x1,...,2q) €RY, 0< 2, <1, k=1,...,d}.
The corresponding lattice, dual parallelepiped and dual lattice are given by

Ap = {jie1 + -+ jaea; (..., ja) € 2%},

B ={&e+ - +&ely; (&1,...,60) eRY, 0< & <1, k=1,...,d},
and

=M ={uey +- +uey; (u,... ) €27},
respectively, where the ordered basis k(E') = {e],...,e};} of E' satisfies
(ej,er) =2md;, forevery j k=1,....d.

Note here that the Fourier analysis with respect to general biorthogonal bases has
recently been developed in [41].

The basis €], ..., e} is called the dual basis of e1,...,eq. We observe that there
is a matrix T such that eq,...,eq and €f,..., e, are the images of the standard
basis under Tg and T = 27 (T 1)’5, respectively.

In the following we let

max g = max(qi,...,qq¢) and ming = min(qy,...,qq)

when q = (q1,...,qq) € (0,00]%, and xq be the characteristic function of Q.
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Definition 1.17. Let E be a non-degenerate parallelepiped in R? spanned by the
ordered set k(E) = {e1,...,eq} inRL p = (p1,...,p4) € (0,00]¢ and r = min(1, p).
If f € L (R%), then

£z

P — Hgd—IHLPd(R)

where gi(z1), 2z € R9*, k=0,...,d — 1, are inductively defined as
gO(zla o ,Z'd) = |f(1'1€1 +- Z'ded)|,

and

gk(zk)EHgk—l('azk)Hka(R)a I{/’:l,,d—l

The space LZ(E)(Rd) consists of all f € LI (R?) such that ||f||LP(E) is finite, and

is called E-split Lebesgue space (with respect to p and k(E)).

Definition 1.18. Let £y € R? be a non-degenerate parallelepiped with dual
parallelepiped E{, and E C R?? be a parallelepiped spanned by the ordered set
Kk(E) = {e1,...,eaq}. Then E is called a phase-shift split parallelepiped (with re-
spect to Ep) if E is non-degenerate and d of the vectors in {ey,...,eaq} span Ey
and the other d vectors is the corresponding dual basis which span E{.

Next we consider the extended class of modulation spaces which we are interested
in.
Definition 1.19. Assume that % is a translation invariant QBF-space on R?¢,
w € Z5(R??), and that ¢ € ¥1(R?)\ 0. Then the set M,y = M(w, %) consists of
all f € X} (R?) such that

[fllaty = 1flpr(,) = Ve f wllz
is finite.

Obviously, we have M&%(Rd) = M(w, %) when Z = L} (R??) (cf. Example
[LTH). It follows that many properties which are valid for the classical modulation
spaces also hold for the spaces of the form M (w,%). For example we have the
following proposition, which shows that the definition of M(w, %) is independent
of the choice of ¢ when % is a Banach space. We omit the proof since it follows
by similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition 11.3.2 in [2I]. (See also [36] for
topological aspects of M (w, %).)

Proposition 1.20. Let % be an invariant BF-space with respect to vg € Pr(R>?)
for i =1,2. Also let w,v € Zr(R>?) be such that w is v-moderate, M (w,B) is
the same as in Definition [L 19, and let ¢ € M(lvov) R\ 0 and f € X1 (R?). Then
M(w, ) is a Banach space, and f € M(w,2B) if and only if Vofw € B, and
different choices of ¢ gives rise to equivalent norms in M(w, B).

We refer to [ITTHI6,1820,211140,[54) for more facts about modulation spaces.

1.6. Pseudo-differential operators. We use the notation M(d, ) for the set of
d x d-matrices with entries in the set Q. Let s > 1/2, a € Ss(R2%), and A € M(d, R)
be fixed. Then, the pseudo-differential operator Op 4 (a) is the linear and continuous
operator on S,(R?) given by

(OpA(a)u)(z) = (2m) / / a(e — Alz —y).€) f(y) VO dyde (1.16)

when f € S,(R?). For general a € S.(R2??), the pseudo-differential operator
Opy4(a) is defined as the continuous operator from S,(RY) to S’(R%) with dis-
tribution kernel given by

Ko a(w,y) = 2m) 2 (F5  a) (@ — Al —y),z — ). (1.17)
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Here Z,F is the partial Fourier transform of F(x,y) € S.(R??) with respect to the
y variable. This definition makes sense, since the mappings

Fy and F(z,y)— F(x — Az —y),y — ) (1.18)

are homeomorphisms on S:(R2?). In particular, the map a + K, 4 is a homeo-
morphism on S’ (R?).

Remark 1.21. For any K € S,(R%4742) let Tk be the linear and continuous map-
ping from Ss(R%) to S.(R92), defined by the formula

(Tx £, 9) 122y = (K, 9 ® F)r2mertaa)- (1.19)

It is well-known that if ¢ € R, then it follows from e.g. [5l32] that the Schwartz
kernel theorem also holds in the context of Gelfans-Shilov spaces. That is, the
mappings K + Tx and a +— Op,(a) are bijective from S’(R2?) to the set of linear
and continuous mappings from S,(R?) to S.(R?). Similar facts hold true if S, and
S! are replaced by X and X/, respectively (or by . and ./, respectively).

As a consequence of Remark [[Z]] it follows that for each a; € S’ (R??) and
Ay, Ay € M(d,R), there is a unique as € S,(R??) such that Op 4, (a1) = Opy, (a2).
The relation between a; and as is given by

Opy,(a1) = Opy, (az) & as(z, &) = e M=A2)DeDalg (0 €). (1.20)

(Cf. [30].) Note here that the right-hand side makes sense, since it is equivalent to
Ay(&, 1) = ! M=42)073, (¢, 2), and that the map a — e*(4%%)q is continuous on
S! when A € M(d,R).

Let A € M(d,R) and a € S’(R?%) be fixed. Then a is called a rank-one element
with respect to A, if the corresponding pseudo-differential operator is of rank-one,
i.e.

Opa(a)f = (fif2)f1, [ €S(RY, (1.21)
for some fi1, fo € S,(RY). By straightforward computations it follows that (T2 is
fulfilled, if and only if @ = (2m)%2W3 , , where W} , it the A-Wigner distribution
defined by the formula

Wi 1 (@,6) = Z(fi(z + A ) fale — (1 — A)))(©), (1.22)
which takes the form

WﬁM%O:@ﬂ%p/ﬁ@+Awﬁ@—Ufmwa@@,

when fi, fo € Ss(R%). Here I € M(d,R) is the identity matrix. By combining
these facts with (L20)) it follows that

W;:?fz _ ei((Al—A2>D§1Dm>W£?f2’ (1.23)

for each fi, fo € S/(R?) and Ay, A € M(d,R). Since the Weyl case is particularly
important, we set Wﬁh = Wy, s, when A = %I, i.e. Wy, s, is the usual (cross-
YWigner distribution of f; and fs.

For future references we note the link

(Opal(a)f, g)Lz(Rd) = (277)%1/2(@’ Wff)L?(RZd),

ac€S/(R*) and f,g€ S.(RY) (1.24)

between pseudo-differential operators and Wigner distributions, which follows by
straightforward computations (see also e.g. [59]).

Next we discuss the Weyl product, the twisted convolution and related objects.
Let s > 1/2 and let a,b € S (R??). Then the Weyl product a#b between a and b is
the function or distribution which fulfills Op"(a#b) = Op"(a) o Op™(b), provided
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the right-hand side makes sense as a continuous operator from Ss(R?) to S.(R?).
More generally, if A € M(d, R), then the product # 4 is defined by the formula

Op4(a#ab) = Opy(a) o Op (D), (1.25)
provided the right-hand side makes sense as a continuous operator from Ss(R?) to
S'(R%), in which case a and b are called suitable or admissible. We also use the
notation # instead of #, when A = 11 (i.e. in the Weyl case).

The Weyl product can also, in a convenient way, be expressed in terms of the
symplectic Fourier transform and the twisted convolution. More precisely, let s >
1/2. Then the symplectic Fourier transform for a € S,(R??) is defined by the
formula

(Foa)(X) = ﬂ'fd/a(Y)e%”(X’Y) dy,
where o is the symplectic form given by
o(X,Y) = (y.€) — (x,m), X =(2,6) eR™, Y =(y,n) € R*.

We note that Z, = To(F®(F 1)), when (T'a)(z,€) = a(§, x). In particular, Z,
is continuous on S;(R?2?), and extends uniquely to a homeomorphism on S’ (R>2?),
and to a unitary map on L?(R2?9), since similar facts hold for .#. Furthermore, .72
is the identity operator.

Let s > 1/2 and a,b € Ss(R??). Then the twisted convolution of a and b is
defined by the formula

d
2\ 2 .
(a%s b)(X) = (-) /a(X —Y)b(Y)e2eXY) gy, (1.26)
T
The definition of *, extends in different ways. For example, it extends to a con-
tinuous multiplication on LP(R2?) when p € [1,2], and to a continuous map from
S!(R2) x S;(R%) to S’ (R??). If a,b € S, (R?), then a#b makes sense if and only

<

if a *x, b makes sense, and then

a#b = (21) " 2a x, (F,b). (1.27)
We also remark that for the twisted convolution we have
Fola*sb) = (Fpa) %, b= 4 x5 (Fb), (1.28)
where a(X) = a(—X) (cf. [@6L5IL53]). A combination of (L27) and (28] gives
Ty (a#b) = (21) "2 (Fra) #4 (Fob). (1.29)

We now define the subspace of symbols in .#’/(R24) which give rise to L?(R%)-
bounded pseudo-differential operators, which will be useful in the sequel.

Definition 1.22. The set s¥ (R2?) consists of all a € .%/(R?¢) such that Op“(a)
is linear and continuous on L?(R%), and we set

lallse, = 0P (@)l L2me)— L2 (R

Remark 1.23. By Remark [[L2]]it follows that the map a — Op™(a) is an isometric
bijection from s (R??) to the set of linear continuous operators on L2(R%).

Remark 1.24. We remark that the relations in this subsection hold true after S;,
Sl and s > % are replaced by X, ¥/ and s > % respectively, in each place.

Next we recall some algebraic properties and characterisations of 1“2“’) (R2%9) and
F&us)(RQd), and begin with the following. We refer to [4] for its proof.

Proposition 1.25. Let s > 1, w; € 2% (R*), A; € M(d,R) for j = 1,2, and
let wo.(X,Y) = wo(X)e "YI* when r > 0. Then the following is true:
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(1) If a1, as € BL(R2) satisfy Opy, (a1) = Opy,(az), then ay € Fgw“)(RQd) if
and only if as € F§W°>(R2d).
(2) TEVgr{) Cries),
(wo) 0,1 00,1
(3) T8 = U M, = UM,
>0 r>0
roposition 1.26. Let s > w; € YEs i € or j = an
Propositi Let s > 1, w; € Ppo(R™), A; € M(d,R) for j = 1,2, and
let wo(X,Y) = wo(X)e "YI* when r > 0. Then the following is true:
(1) If a1, as € XL(R2) satisfy Opy,(a1) = Opy,(a2), then a; € Fg‘fso)(RQd) if
and only if as € F&J;)(RM).
2) T (W1)#F(w2) c F(wlwz)'

(w ) 0,1 oo,1
3 F ; ﬂ M(l/wo 7‘) ﬂ M(l/wo,r)'
r>0 r>0

In time-frequency analysis one also considers mapping properties for pseudo-
differential operators between modulation spaces or with symbols in modulation
spaces. Especially we need the following two results, where the first one is a gen-
eralisation of [44] Theorem 2.1] by Tachizawa, and the second one is a weighted
version of [2I, Theorem 14.5.2]. We refer to [56] for the proof of the first two
propositions and to [56] for the proof of the third one.

Proposition 1.27. Assume that A € M(d,R), s > 1, w,wo € 25 (R*),

a € Fﬁ“)(RM), and that % is an invariant BF-space on R?*? of Beurling type.
Then Op 4(a) is continuous from M (wow, B) to M(wo, B), and also continuous on
Ss(R?) and on S,(RY).

Proposition 1.28. Assume that A € M(d,R), s > 1, w,wy € Pp(R*),
a € FE)‘:JS) (R2?), and that % is an invariant BF-space on R?? of Roumieu type.

Then Op4(a) is continuous from M (wow, B) to M(wo, B), and also continuous on
Y (RY) and on YL (RY).

Proposition 1.29. Assume that p,q € (0,00], » < min(p,q,1), w € Zr(R** @
R?%) and wy,ws € Pp(R*) satisfy
ua()(——Yj

22 ) < Cw(XY X, Y € R* 1.30
w1(X+Y) —_ W( ) )) ) e ) ( )

for some constant C. If a € M?S’{(RM), then Op"“(a) extends uniquely to a con-

tinuous map from M&%(Rd) to M&Z)(Rd).

Finally we need the following result concerning mapping properties of modulation
spaces under the Weyl product. The result is a special case of Theorem 0.3 in [10].
Proposition 1.30. Assume that w; € Pg(R?*? & R??) for j =0,1,2 satisfy

wo(X,Y) < Cuwn (X -Y+Z, 2 )wa (X + Z,Y — Z), (1.31)

for some constant C > 0 independent of X,Y,Z € R?>%. Then the map (a,b)
a#b from L1 (R?*) x X1 (R??) to ¥1(R2?) extends uniquely to a mapping from
MG (R2) 5 MEE (R*) o MG 1)(R2d)

In the proof of our main theorem we will need the following consequence of
Proposition
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Proposition 1.31. Let s > 1, wp,vg,v1 € Qg,S(RQd @ R?) be such that wy is

vo-moderate. Set ¥ = wé/2, and

v (2Y)! /%01 (2Y)
X, Y
w1 X, Y) X +Y)I(X —Y)
w(X.Y) = IX - V)X + Y (2Y),
n(X,Y) = u2Y). (1.32)
Then
(1/9) 00,1 _,(1/9) 00,1
Do #M o #1 - M(Uz), (1.33)
(1/9) 00,1, (1/9) 00,1
DD MEIHTID M (1.34)

The same holds with P s and Fé}s/ﬁ) in place of Py, and rt/? respectively,
at each occurrence.

1
Proof. Since T{M”) = U,>o ME’;TI) with 9,(X,Y) = 9(X)e"I* (Proposition25(3)),

it suffices to argue with the symbol class ME’;TI) for some sufficiently large r instead
of T,
Introducing the intermediate weight

(21X +Y)
XY)=
w(X,Y) wo(X — V)
we will show that for suitable r
w3(X, V)< Cuin(X-Y+2,2)0.(X+2)Y - 2Z) (1.35)
01(2Y) < CO (X =Y + Z, Z)ws(X + Z,Y — Z). (1.36)

Proposition [L30 applied to (L35) shows that M‘(’;’ll)#pgl/ﬁ) C M‘(’z;), and (L30)
implies that T'{"/ 79)#3\/[?2;1) - M?S;, and (L33) follows.
Since ¥ is vé/Q-moderate and vy € P, , we have

WX —Y) P <v(22)Y29(X —Y +22)"! and (X +Y) <X + Z)e"Y 217

for suitable r > 0. Using these inequalities repeatedly in the following, a straight-
forward computation yields

v (2Y)9(X +Y)
HX —Y)?

QJ3(X,Y) =

w0 (22)H20, (22)9(X + Z)erlY ~Z17
WX —Y +22)9(X —Y)

=Cyn (X —Y +Z,2)0.(X +2,Y — Z),

<Cl

for some C7 > 0 and r > 0.
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Likewise we obtain
HX = Y)o2Y)HX —Y)

(2 = IX —Y)?
-c X — Y)uo(2Y) 20, 2Y)0(X +Y)
= WX —Y)?
XY D)% w0 (2(Y = Z))H20,(2(Y — Z))I(X +Y)

HX —Y +27)2
=Cot (X =Y +Z,2)ws(X+ 2, Y - 2Z).
The twisted convolution relation (I.34]) is proved similarly. Let
wi(X,Y) =9HX — V)1 (2Y)
be the intermediate weight. Then the inequality
wi(X,Y) = 9(X = V) (2Y) < CO(X — Y + 2)e" 75 0, (2(Y = 2)
=COH(X-Y+Z Z2)nu(X+2Z)Y-2)

implies that Fgl/ﬁ)#M?ES - Mz;l)

Similarly we obtain
1
wa(X,Y) < CUX — YY) (22)9(X + Z)e"l Y1

1

= Cwy(X =Y + Z,2)9(X + Z)erl2-Y1"

=Cwy(X -Y +Z2,2)9.(X +Z)Y — Z),

and thus M‘(’Sf)#l“gw) M

The case Pg s and F((fs/ﬂ) in place of @%,S and Fgl/ﬂ) respectively, at each
occurrence, is treated in similar ways and is left for the reader. (I

1.7. The Wiener Algebra Property. As a further crucial tool in our study of
the isomorphism property of Toeplitz operators we need to combine these continu-
ity results with convenient invertibility properties. The so-called Wiener algebra
property of certain symbol classes asserts that the inversion of a pseudo-differential
operator preserves the symbol class and is often referred to as the spectral invariance
of a symbol class.

Proposition 1.32. Let A € M(d,R). Then the following are true:
(1) Ifs>1,a€ Fg%;(RM) and Op 4(a) is invertible on L?(R?), then Op 4(a) ™!
Op4 (D) for some b € ng (R%),

(2) Ifs>1,a€ Fgl)(RQd) and Op 4 (a) is invertible on L?(R?), then Op 4(a)~! =
Op4 () for some b € Fgl)(RQd).
(3) If s > 1, vo € 2% (R*) is submultiplicative, v(X,Y) = vo(Y), X,Y €

R a € M(?)’l(RQd) and Op 4 (a) is invertible on L*(R?), then Op 4(a)~! =

Opa(b), for some b e M(Os)’l(RM).

(4) If s > 1, vg € Pps(R*?) is submultiplicative, v(X,Y) = vo(Y), X,Y €

R%* q ¢ M(Cf)’l(RQd) and Op 4 (a) is invertible on L?(R?), then Op4(a)~! =

Op4 (D), for some b € M(Os)’l(RQd).
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Proof. The results follows essentially from [22], Corollary 5.5] or [23]. More precisely,
Suppose s > 1, a € Fgl)(RQd), Op4(a) is invertible on L2(R%), and let v,.(X,Y) =

eI when ¢ > 0. Then a € M((’:T’)l(RQd) for some r > 0. By [22| Corollary

5.5], Op(MEfT’)l(RQd)) is a Wiener algebra, giving that Op(a)~! = Op(b) for some
be M(OUOT)1 (R24) € TV (R24). This gives (2) in the case s > 1.
If instead s = 1, then by [I7, Theorem 4.4] there is an 79 > 0 such that Op(a)~! =

Op(b) for some b € M(Ovo’l) (R%) C Fgl)(Rw), and (2) follows for general s > 1.
i)

By similar arguments, (1), (3) and (4) follow. The details are left for the reader.
]

1.8. Toeplitz Operators. Fix a symbol a € .#(R??) and a window ¢ € .7 (R%).
Then the Toeplitz operator Tp,(a) is defined by the formula

(Tpy(a) f1, fo)L2may = (@ Vi f1, Vi f2) L2 (m2ay (1.37)

when fi, fo € .7 (R?). Obviously, Tp,(a) is well-defined and extends uniquely to
a continuous operator from .7’ (R?) to . (R%).

The definition of Toeplitz operators can be extended to more general classes of
windows and symbols by using appropriate estimates for the short-time Fourier
transforms in (37).

We state two possible ways of extending (L37). The first result follows from [8]
Corollary 4.2] and its proof, and the second result is a special case of [57, Theorem
3.1]. We use the notation L£(V;,V3) for the set of linear and continuous mappings
from the topological vector space Vi into the topological vector space V5. We also
set

wot(X,Y) = v1(2Y) L wo(X) for X,Y € R*. (1.38)

Proposition 1.33. Let 0 <t < 1, p,q € [1,00], and w,wp,vi,v9 € Z(R>?) be
such that vo and v1 are submultiplicative, wq is vo-moderate and w is vi-moderate.
Set

v=1ivy and 19:wé/2,
and let wo; be as in (L38). Then the following are true:

(1) The definition of (a, ) — Tp,(a) from . (R?*4)x.(R4) to L(.7(R?), .7 (R?))
extends uniquely to a continuous map from M?f/wo’t)(R2d) X M(lv) (R%) to
L(7(RY),.7"(R)).

(2) If p € M(lv)(Rd) and a € M‘(’f/wo,t)(Rw), then Tp,(a) extends uniquely to

a continuous map from M(pl;i)(Rd) to M(pol%) (R%).

Proposition 1.34. Let w,wi,ws,v € 9’(R2d) be such that w1 is v-moderate, wy s
v-moderate and w = w1 /wa. Then the following are true:

(1) The mapping (a,p) — Tp,(a) extends uniquely to a continuous map from

L@)(de) X M(Qv)(Rd) to L(Z(R?), ' (RY)).

(2) Ifa € L‘(’f/w)(RQd) and ¢ € M(QU) (RY), then Tp,(a) extends uniquely to a
continuous operator from M(le)(Rd) to M(QwZ)(Rd).

1.9. Weyl formulation of Toeplitz operators. We finish this section by recall-
ing some important relations between Weyl operators, Wigner distributions, and
Toeplitz operators. For instance, the Weyl symbol of a Toeplitz operator is the con-
volution between the Toeplitz symbol and a Wigner distribution. More precisely,
if a € .7(R%) and ¢ € . (R?), then

Tp,(a) = (27)" Y2 Op®(ax W,.,) . (1.39)
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Our analysis of Toeplitz operators is based on the pseudo-differential operator
representation given by (L39). Furthermore, any extension of the definition of
Toeplitz operators to cases which are not covered by Propositions and [[L.34
is based on this representation. Here we remark that this leads to situations were
certain mapping properties for the pseudo-differential operator representation make
sense, whereas similar interpretations are difficult or impossible to make in the
framework of (L37) (see Remark .7 in Section[2)). We refer to [50] or Section [2 for
extensions of Toeplitz operators in context of pseudo-differential operators.

2. CONFINEMENT OF THE SYMBOL CLASSES T’ (R%) AND F(({“S)(Rd)

In this section we introduce and discuss basic properties for confinements for
symbols in ") and in FE)U,J;)- These considerations follow lines similar to the
discussions in [334], but are here adapted to symbols that possess Gevrey regularity.
In particular, this requires the deduction of various types of delicate estimates,
concerning the compositions of symbols that are confined in different ways.

We recall that if o is the (standard) symplectic form on R4, namely,

J(Xay) = <y7§> - <:C777>a X = (5675) € RQda Y = (yﬂ?) € RQda

then the symplectic Fourier transform %, is defined by
(Zr)(X) =a(x) =74 [V ay,

and the twisted convolution *, is given by

™

(a4 b)(X) = (3)5 / a(X = Y)b(Y)e2 XY gy,

for suitable a,b € S} /2 (R?d). The twisted convolution is linked to the Weyl product
by the formula

a#b = (2m) " 2a x, (F,b),
hence,

(a#b)(X) = 7~ / a(X — Y)B(Y)e2oXY) gy,

We also note that .#2 is the identity map.

In what follows we let ay = a(- —Y) when a € S{/Q(RQd) and Y € R??, and in

analogous ways, by, ¢y, py, ¥y etc. are defined when b, ¢, p, 1) € Si/Q(RQd). For
admissible a and b we have

(a#b)y = ay#by. (21)
We also recall that if ¢ € S;(R2?), then there are functions ¢, € Ss(R??) such
that ¢ = ¢#1) (cf. [56E8]). The same is true if S is replaced by Xg or by .. In
particular, by choosing ¢ such that [ p(X)dX =1, [2]) gives the following.

Proposition 2.1. Let s > . Then there are ¢, € Ss(R??) such that

/ Yy#oy dY = 1. (2.2)
R24

The same holds true with X5 or & in place of Ss, provided s > %
For independent translations in Weyl products we have the following.
Proposition 2.2. Let s > $ and let ¢,¢ € Sy(R*?). Then
(Py#z)(X) =¥(X -V, X - 2)
for some ¥ € S;(R%? x R2%). The same holds true with ¥4 or . in place of S;.
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Proof. We only prove the result when ¢,9 € Sg(R2%). The other cases follow by
similar arguments and are left for the reader.
We have

(Py#¢¥2)(X) = 7T7d/¢(X —Y = Y1)(¥y)e2ie 1D e2ir (XN gy

*w’d/qb((X—Y)—Yl)iZ( )20 (X=2Y) gy, = W(X - Y, X — Z),
where
V(X Z)=n" / 6(X = Y1)D(¥1)e? (2 gy,

We note that R

U= (Fo20T)(¢@),
where (T®)(X,Z) = ®(X — Z,Z) when ® € S;(R?* x R??), and F,2® is the
partial symplectic Fourier transform of ®(X,Z) with respect to the Z variable.
Since (¢, 1) — ¢®@ is continuous from S, (R2?) x Ss(R24) to S, (R x R24), and T
and ., o® are continuous on Ss(R?? x R2%), it follows that ¥ € S;(R?¢xR?4). O

Since ¥ in Proposition belongs to similar types of spaces as ¢ and v, it
follows that estimates of the form

IDW(X,Y)| < Blelatse (XY 15)/0

hold true. In particular, the following is an immediate consequence of Proposition
and some standard manipulations in Gelfand-Shilov theory.

Corollary 2.3. Let s > 1. If ¢, € S(R??) (¢, € £,(R??)), then
| DS DY Dy ¢y #02) (X)| S Bl (@l gyl e (XY IEHIX=2ID/m 0 (2.3)
for some h >0 (for every h > 0).

Proof. Obviously, as stated in the previous Proposition 2.2] we can write ¢y #1z
as U(X — Y, X — Z) for some ¥ € S;(R?? x R??). Thus

DY DEDYB(X ~ Y, X - 7)) =
<y <‘;‘> ‘ (D§+5D3+a‘5\p) (X -V, X — Z)‘
<a

<h|a+ﬂ+’)’2( ) B+ )y + a—6)! )567T<|X Y34 X-2]% )

<a

g (Dng\p) (X -V, X — Z)‘

Moreover, we have

> (‘;) ((B+ )y + o — o)) < 2lelgslotftrl (1p141)°.

<a
Indeed, using the fact that > (§) = 2/l and that n! < 2"(n — k)!k!, which implies
<a
(n+ k)! < 27FEnlkl then
d d
(@+ B+ =]l +8; + 1) < [[4% 50,1811 = 4l a1y,
j=1 j=1
Thus, inequality (23] holds with 2 - 4%h in place of h. O

The next fundamental result is a consequence of Theorem 4.12 in [4].
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Proposition 2.4. Let s > % and ¥ € Pg(R2).Then, the map (¢,a) — ¢#a is
continuous from ¥4(R2?) x r(” (R%) to S,(R%).

The next lemma concerns uniform estimates of the Weyl product between ele-
ments in sets ;y,, Y; € R??, j = 1,2, such that related sets Q;J, given by

Q5 = U {a(-+Y);a€Q,y}, (2.4)
Y eR?2d
are bounded in S,(R?4) or in X,(R??), j =1,2.

Lemma 2.5. Let s > 1 and let Q;y C S(R*?), Y € R*, QF be as in (2.4,

aj € Q;J and choose Y; € R2? such that a; € Qjy,;, j =1,2. Then the following is
true:

(1) if QY are bounded in Ss(R2%), then there are constants C > 0 and h > 0
which are independent of Y; € R?? and aj, j = 1,2, and such that

(@ #a$P) (X)] < Chler+o2l (alagl)se (X VI THX BT+ W)/ (9 5)
and
1 1 1
|Do‘(a1#a2)(X)| < Ch\ala!se—(|X—Y1| s +|X=Ya2|s+|Y1—Y2|5)/h (2.6)

(2) if Q;’ are bounded in Ys(R2?), then for every h > 0, there is a constant
C > 0 which is independent of Y; € R*® and a;, j = 1,2, and such that

@3) and 28] hold.

Proof. We only prove (2). The assertion (1) follows by similar arguments and is
left for the reader.

We have Dx (a1#a2) = (Dxa1)#as+a1#(Dxasz), which implies that the Leibnitz
rule is valid for the Weyl product. Hence, (2.6]) follows for every h > 0 if we prove
that ([2.5) holds for every h > 0.

Let Y =Y, Z=Ys,a=a1,b=az,ay =a(- +Y) and by =b(- + Z). Then

o (X) =70 [ay (X =¥) = V)2, b2l — D))" av;

= ﬂ'_d/ay((X —Y) = Y1)Fo(bz)(Y1)e* (X ~2Y) ay;

= Fo(ay (X1 — - )(Fobz))(X2),
where X7 = X — Y and Xy = X — Z. That is a1#a2(X) = G(X1, X2), where
G = Gyﬁz = (9072 o T)(ay ® bz).

Here %, o F is the partial symplectic Fourier transform of F'(-, X2) with respect to
the variable X, € R??, and

(TF)(X,)Y)=F(X -Y,Y).
Since both %, 2 and T are continuous on X (R%4 x R24), it follows from the bound-
edness of the sets Q;’ that for every h > 0, there is a constant C} which is indepen-
dent of a; € Qf such that
| D%, DR, (X1, Xa)| < Cphle (@) e (FKITHXD/M,
By straightforward computations it follows that

|D%, D%, G(X1, X2)| = |(al® %)),
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since
V1 — V2|7 < c(|X —Vi[* +|X — Yal)

for some constant ¢ which only depends on s. The estimate (2.5) follows from these
relations. U

Lemma 2.6. Let s > %, b, € X (R?), w,9 € Zr(R™), ¢y = ¢(- —Y), and
Yz = (- — Z). Then the following is true:

(1) ifa € T (R?) (a € T{2)(R?4)), then
D% DE ¢y a) (X)| < BB (1B e XY /M min(w(X), w(Y))  (27)
and

1
DS DY (v #a)(X)| S by Ay (@18l e XYM min(w(X), w(Y),  (28)
for some hy > 0 (for every hy > 0) and every ha > 0;

(2) ifar € TS (R*) and ay € T (R*?) (a1 € Ty) (R*?) and az € T) (R?%)),
then

| DS Dy DY ((¢y a1)#(za2)) (X))

1 1 1
< platBlp Il (1 g1 s o= (IX =Y 5+ X =Z]5 +]Y = 2|5 ) /I . X )9(X.
~ 2 (alfiyl)e Xl,XQIQ%I)l(,Y,Z} (W(X0)9(X2)),

for some hy > 0 (for every hy > 0) and every ha > 0.
Proof. We only consider the case when a € F&Js) (R2?) and b € F((J?g (R%*). The

other cases follow by similar arguments and are left for the reader.
Let

U(X,Y) =d(X —Y)a(X).
By Leibniz rule we get

|D$ DLW (X, Y)| < Z <a) gt (X — Y)a) (X))

vl

1
< 2% sup ("‘”ﬁ'((aw - v)!V!)Se'XY'S/hw(X)>
<o

< (21+sh>|a+ﬁ\(a!ﬂ!)sef|X7Y|%/hw(X) /S (21Jrsh)\a¢+ﬁ|(O[!ﬂ!)sef|X7Y\%/(Qh)w(y)7

for every h > 0 which is chosen small enough. Here we have used the fact that for
some ¢ > 0
(X) S w(V)e X1 G (Y el X1/,

since w is a moderate function. This gives [2.7).
Next we prove (2). Let

DY (¢ya)
Dy = {X — 7}“5'}/@%&/) 1B E Nd}

Dy(zb) d
= (X0 i )
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and let QY and QY be as in [24). By 7)) it follows that Qf and QY are bounded
in ¥4(R?9). Hence, Lemma [Z.5] shows that

o ([ Dy (¢va) DY} (1zb)
D5\ witsrwn | # Gtz ) | 9
Blrw(Y) Y'59(2)

1 1 1
al 15 —(|X=Y|s+|X—Z|5+|Y—Z|5)/h
< plelgtse( \ /

for every h > 0, or equivalently,
| D% DYDY ((py a)#(2b))(X)|
< BlatBH (q1Bly 1) e~ (X =Y IFHX =215 1Y =215) by ()9 7).

The assertion now follows from the latter estimate and the fact that w and 9 are
moderate weights, giving that

W(Y) S w(X)eXYIE/C0) < ((7) XY IS +IX=21%)/(2h)

and similarly for .

Finally, the estimate in (2) also holds for (¢yb)#(¢za) in place of (¢y a)#(¥zb),
and (23) follows from this estimate by letting v = 0, b = 1, ¥ = 1, and then
integrate with respect to Z. The proof is complete. (]

Lemmas P25 and 228 imply the following characterisation of I'(*) (R24).

Proposition 2.7. Let s > 1/2, w € Zr(R??), a € 2| (R??), ¢ € X;(R?*?) have
non-vanishing integrals, and let ¢y = ¢(- —Y). Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) a €T,

(2) dya is smooth and satisfies 7)) for some hi > 0 and every he > 0;
(3) @y #a is smooth and satisfies 2.8)) for some h1 > 0 and every hy > 0;
(4)

D% (6ya) (X)] < Bl atse =X =Y15 /M i (X)), w(Y)), (2.9)

for some hy > 0;

(5)
D% (¢y #a) (X)] S Al alte X YT /M min(w(X),w(Y)),  (2.10)
for some hy > 0.

Lemma 2.8. Lets > 5. Assume that {a1(-+Y,Y)}yerea and {a2(-+Z,2)} zcRaa
are bounded families in Ss(R2?). Then, for any X,Y,Z € R?*?, a € N?¢,

D% (a1 (- + Y, Y)#as(- + 2, 2))(X)| S hl*latsemnIX=YEHX=21D 00 (2.11)
for some h > 0.

Proof. The result is a straightforward consequence of Corollary 2.3] and its proof,
since the involved constants on the right hand side of (Z3]) depend continuously on
¢ and ¢ in S;(R?9). O

We notice that, by straightforward computation, for some other h,r > 0, (ZI1)
gives, for any X,Y, Z € R*? o € N?¢,

|DS (a1 (- 4Y,Y)#as(- +2, Z))(X)| < hlolatserIX=YIFHX=ZIZ+V=217) (9 19)
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2.1. A family related to T'\" and 1"82. Let Ir = [-R,R] and E° = E} | =
L>(Igr x R?; 5% (R2?)), with the symbol subspace s% (R2?) from Definition
We shall consider suitable decreasing family {E} [}72, of Banach spaces. To this
aim, let

G, ={(V,T1,...,T,) e R*" Dy, T, € R* with |T}| <1, j=1,...,n},n€ Z,.
We define Ej! _, n > 1, as the set of all a € E° such that

(n) _ (1, Dx) - - - (T, Dx)a(t, Y, )HS&
|al[**) = sup sup sup T
1<k<n telg (Y,Ty,.... Tv)ECx h* (k1)

< o0,

with the norm
lallgy . = llallgo + [lal| ™.
We also let E,‘;OS be the set of all
a€ ﬂ E,’Z,S
n>0
such that
al|ge = sup |la|| gn
llall zge, sup llallzy
is finite.

Lemma 2.9. Let n > 0. Then E} ; is a Banach space.

Proof. Let {a;};j>0 be a Cauchy sequence in Ep , n > 1. By definition, this
sequence clearly has a limit a € E°, and for some X ~ by(t,Y,Ty,..., Ty, X) €
s (R2?) we have

hm su ||<Tla DX> et <Tk; DX>a](ta Ya : ) - bk(ta Ya Tla L aTk; : )Hs&

i P hE (k1)
where the supremum is taken over all

kze{l,...,n}, telgr and (KTl,...,Tk)eGk.
We need to prove that a € Ej , and aj — a in Ej .
The conditions here above are equivalent to

lim sup sup [la;(t,Y, ) —a(t,Y, - )|se = (2.13)
J=Xtelgr YER2d

=0,

and

H(il)k<T17D> <TkaD>a’j(t7Y7 ) 7bk(t7Y7T17---7Tk7 )”sg’c —0

(2.14)

i, sup IR
where the latter supremum should be taken over all
kze{l,...,n}, telgr and (KTl,...,Tk)eGk.
Since s% (R??) is continuously embedded in .’ (R>?%), it follows from (2.I3]) and

(ZI4) that

X = (1M1, Dx) -+ (Tk, Dx)a (¢, Y, X)
has the limit
X — (=)¥(T1, Dx) - - (T, Dx)a(t, Y, X)
in ./(R%9), and the limit
Xku(ﬁ,Y,Tl,...,Tk,X)
in s% (R2?), and thereby in .7/ (R?2?), as j tends to co. Hence
bk(taYa Tla s aTk;X) = (71)k<T17DX> T <Tk;DX>a(t7Y7X)
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and it follows that E} & is a Banach space for every h > 0, s > 0 and integer
n > 0. O

The spaces E;°; can be related to Fgl) and Fé}g, as the following lemma shows.
The details are left for the reader.

Lemma 2.10. Let a € L™ (Ig x R*%; 5% (R??)). Then {a(t,Y, - )}ierp.verze s a
uniformly bounded family in Fgl)(RQd) (ng(RQd)), if and only if

lallsze, < o0
for some h >0 (for every h > 0).

Later on we also need the following result of differential equations with functions
depending on a real variable with values in E;°. The proof is omitted since the
result can be considered as a part of the standard theory of ordinary differential
equations of first order in Banach spaces.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose s > 0 and T' > 0, and let K be an operator from Ep°; to
Ep=; for every h > 0 such that

IKall g, < Cllalge,. — ac B, (2.15)

for some constant C which only depend on h > 0. Then

de(t) o0
X0 _ ke, <(0) € By,

has a unique solution t — c(t) from [=T,T] to E}<, which satisfies
le®ll g5z, < 1e(O) B2, e

where C' is the same as in (2.15).

3. ONE-PARAMETER GROUP OF ELLIPTIC SYMBOLS IN THE CLASSES I'\*) (R9)

In this section we show that for suitable s and wq, there are elements a € F§“°)
and b € Fgl/ wo) such that a#b = b#a = 1. This is essentially a consequence of The-
orem 3.8 where it is proved that the evolution equation ((4]) has a unique solution
a(t, - ) which belongs to Fﬁ““?t), thereby deducing needed semigroup properties for
scales of pseudo-differential operators. Similar facts hold for corresponding Beurling
type spaces (cf. Theorem B.9]).

First we have the following result on certain logarithms of weight functions.

Theorem 3.1. Let w € P(R2) NT (R2), 50 € (0,1], v € Px(R2), be such
that w is v-moderate, 9(X) = 1+ logv(X) and let
wX+Y)
X)Y)=log ———.
)=l

Then,
o {c(-,Y)}ycrea is a uniformly bounded family in Fgﬁ)(RQd), s>1;

o fora#0, {(0%c)(-,Y)}yeree is a uniformly bounded family in Fgl)(RQd),
s>1.

For the proof of Theorem B.I]we will need the following multidimensional version
of the well-known Faa di Bruno formula for the derivatives of composed functions.
It can be found, e.g., setting ¢ = p = 1, n = 2d, in equations (2.3) and (2.4) in [29].
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Lemma 3.2. Let f: R - R, g: R?*®* — R. Then, for any o € N?¢, o 7é 0,

0 f(g(x)) f®(g(x)) 8%
rret) _ s L) s 7l (3.1)
1<k<]|al Br+-- +ﬁk o 1<5<k
B;#0,j=1,..., k

We will also need the next factorial estimate, for expressions involving decompo-
sitions of &« € N??, o # 0, into the sum of k nontrivial multiindeces Bisi=1,...,k,
as in (B1)), and corresponding products of (powers of) factorials.

Lemma 3.3. Let 5o € (0,1], « € N2¢, o # 0. Then, for a suitable Cy > 0,
depending only in d,

Z % Z H so 1 < C|04‘ (32)

1<k< o ﬁ1+ +Br=a 1<j<k
0,5=1,....,k

The proof of Lemma [3:3] can be found in the Appendix.

Proof of Theorem[31l. We have to show that ¢(-,Y") satisfies (" estimates, uni-
formly with respect to Y € R24. If ¢(X,Y) > 0, then it follows by submultiplica-
tivity of w, that
e(X,Y)=logw(Y + X) —logw(Y) Slogw(Y) + logv(X) — logw(Y)
< 9(X),

for any Y € R??. Again by moderateness, when ¢(X,Y) < 0, recall that w(X+Y) >
%, so that

(X, Y) 2 log % ~logw(¥) > —logu(X) > —0(X),

and we can conclude |c¢(X,Y)| < 9(X), X € R?%. Now, for a € N4 o # 0, (31)
gives

1)k+1 (0%iw) X Y
ogexy)—a S A Y T CRDICER )

1<k<|a] é&; +,6k ozk1<_]<k
0,j=
J B

We can then estimate, in view of (82,

a 1 X—FYh‘BJ‘B
ReXVSal 3 ey 2 1L T, s

1<k<] o é&; S Br=a 1<j<k
40, j=1,....k
J ) geeey

SLAcUD S D S | NCT R CTORI N

1<k<|a| Bi14-+Br=a 1<5j<k
£0,j=1,....k

which concludes the proof. (I

Proposition 3.4. Assume s > 1 and w(X) < e" XI5 for some v > 0. Let
{a(-,Y)}ycrea be a uniformly bounded family in Y4(R??) and {c(-,Z)} zer2a be

a bounded family in Fgw)(RQd). Then,

{a( " Y)#C( T Z)}Y,ZER“ and {C( " Z)#a( T Y)}Y,ZGRM

are bounded families in Ss(R?4).
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Proof. An immediate consequence of ([2.8) in Lemma 2.6 is the following
1
|D% (¢#a)(X)| < Chl*latse=rIXI* (3.3)

which implies that, for ¢ € £, and a € T'), @&3) holds if and only if ¢#a belongs
to Ss. Then by the proof of (B.3) it follows that the constant C,h and r can be
chosen depending continuously on ¢ € Y3(R??) and a € Fg“))(Rw). Hence if €
is a bounded family in ¥,(R??) and €5 is a bounded family in Fg“))(RQd), then
{p#a}peca, acq, is a bounded family in Ss(R?9). O

The following result can be found, e.g., in [46].
Lemma 3.5. Let a € .7/ (R??). Then,

lalsw <C Y [[0%al|L~ (3.4)
la|<d+1
and
lale <C Y (0%l (3.5)
|| <2d+1

for some constant C > 0 depending only on the dimension d.

Proposition 3.6. Let a € ./ (R*?), s > 1 and set bop(X) = 0%(XPa(X)) when
a, B € N24. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) a € Ss(R%);

(2) for some h > 0 it holds

lbagllz < BT, a, B e N,
(3) for some h > 0 it holds
lbagllsg, S RI*F(BY)?, o, B e NP

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (2) is well-known. The proof of the equiv-
alence of (2) and (3) follows by a straightforward application of Lemma In
fact, assume that (2) holds true. Then (B4 gives

HbaﬂHS&SC Z HavbaBHL“(RZd)S Z h'a+ﬂ+7‘((a+7)!ﬁ!)5

lyl<d+1 lvI<d+1
= plotBl(al 1) Z A (41 (M)
v <d+1 a

< @h) P,
with a constant depending only on d and h, since
S Al (M) < 0y - 9llal+dH1) < yoslatsl
I <d+1 e

where the constants C7 and Cs only depend on d and h. Then, (3) holds true,
as claimed. The proof of the converse follows by similar argument, employing

3. 0

We have now the following.

Theorem 3.7. Let a € /' (R?*¥) and s > 0. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

(1) a e TV (R¥);
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(2) there exists h > 0 such that
10%a] oo (m2ay S B (al)?,

for all o € Z2%;
(3) there exists h > 0 such that

[0%allse < hll(al)®,

for all o € Z2%;
(4) there exists h > 0 such that

[(T1, Dx) -+ (Tm, Dx)al[se, < "™ (m!)*,
for any T1,..., T, € R* such that |T;| <1,j=1,...,m, m>1.

Proof. The equivalence between (1) and (2) is well known. The equivalence of (2)
and (3) is proved by an argument completely similar to the one employed in the
proof of Proposition[3.6] using Lemmal[38l It remains to prove only the equivalence
with (4). Assume that (3) holds true, and let

d d
T = E tjier + E THIEL,
=1 =1

for the standard basis (el)lzl,___,d of R4 and the dual basis (51)121,___,,1. Recall that

d Oa d Oa
Ty, D = E te— E —
< ks X>a 2 kl B + - Tkl 551’

so that the symbol (T7, Dx)--- (T, Dx)a is in the span of symbols of the form

m m m
Htij]j 8582047 Zﬂj:5527]:77|ﬂ+7|:m5
Jj=1 J=1 J=1
where the summation contains at most (2d)™ terms. Since |T;| <1, j=1,...,m,
by B4 we find
(T, Dx) - -+ (Ton, Dx)allsw, < (2d)™ sup [|0%al|sy,

|a]=m

< sup o Y AT ((a )

lal=m || <d+1

= sup hla\(a!)s Z hhl(,y!)s (M)s

lal=m Iy <d+1 aly!
S (27T Hh)™ (ml)?,
which proves that (4) holds true. As in the proof of Proposition B8] the converse

implication is obtained by a completely similar argument, employing (3.5). O

We are now ready to state and prove the first main result of this section, the
following Theorem [B.8 It deals with the existence of one-parameter groups of
pseudo-differential operators, obtained as solutions to suitable evolution equations.

Theorem 3.8. Let s > 1, w,9 € 23 (R*) be such that w € ) (R24) and
9er?” (R2%), and let ap € F§“>(R2d), be Fgl)(RQd). Then, there exists a unique
smooth map (t,X) — a(t,X) € C such that a(t, -) € r? )(RQd) forallt € R,

and

{(ataxt, ) = (b+logd)#alt, -) 56)

a(0, -) = ao.
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If w=ag =1, then a(t, X) also satisfies
Ora)(t, -) = )#(b + log ¥
( ta)( s ) a( )#( + log ) (37)
a(()) ) - a’Ov

and

a(ty, )#alts, ) =alts +t2,-), a(t,-) eTVIR™), tt,t,eR. (3.8)
Proof. First suppose that a solution a(t, X) of (B:6]) exists. Then,

t
a(t, X) = ap(X) Jr/ c(u, X) du
0
with
c(t, ) = (b+logP)#alt, -) € F( w(log 9)¥ )(RQd)

in view of Theorem 3.1l and the properties of the Weyl product in the Fgw)(RQd)
classes, see [4]. This implies that the map ¢ + a(t, -) is C! from [—R, R] into the
symbol space

Fgw(logﬁ>(19+1971)R)(R2d).

Choose sg < s, and ¢, € Ss, (R??) such that ([22) holds true. Let
c(t,Y, ) = w(¥)TY) " dy#alt, -). (3.9)

By Lemma[Z.6] (1) we have that, for any Y € R2% ¢+ ¢ (¢,Y, -) is a C! map from
[~ R, R] into S,(R?2%). Moreover,

drer(t,Y, ) = w(Y)THI(Y) T gy #(b+ log¥)#alt, -) — er(t,Y, - ) log (V).
Let
Y, X) = b(X) + log AX)

I(Y)
Then,
(Ore)(t, Y, ) = w(Y /qby#f D#pz#dz#alt, ) dZ
:/KYZ( Ner(t, Z, -) dZ
with \
Kyalt, ) = %qby#f(ﬁ Yz, (3.10)
and

c1(0,Y, -) = w(Y) ' dy #ao.
We also need to consider the similar equation where f(Y, -) is replaced by f(Z, -),
that is

(%CQ t, Y /KYZ #Cg(t Z )dZ (311)
where
Rya(t, ) = %aﬁy#ﬂ Yz,
and
c2(0,Y, - ) =¢1(0,Y, - ) = w(Y)dy #ao. (3.12)

We consider the operators I and K on E°, defined by

(Ka)(t, Y, X) = / (Ky.2(t, #alt, Z, -))(X) dZ,
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and

(Ra)(t,Y, X) = / (Ry 2(t, - #a(t, Z, -))(X) dZ,

and show that

[Kallgp, < C(n+1)llallep [Kal gse, < Cllall g,
_ _ (3.13)
IKallgp, < Cn+1)lallgp,  and  |[Kallgge, < Cllall g,

for some constant C, which is independent of A, n and s.
In order to prove this, it is convenient to let Py be the family of all subsets of
{1,...,k}, k> 1. For each P € Py, a € s (R??), we set

H(a, P) a when P = 0,
a7 = . .
(Tj,,Dx)---(T;,,Dx)a when P={j1 <---<ji}, | <k.

We now estimate
H((Tla DX> U <Tk’ DX>K:a)(ta Y, - )”sg’o(RZd)
Rk (ks '

when a € E,’;S. Since
(<T13DX> et <Tk,DX>ICG)(t,KX)

— (Ty.Dy) - {Ty. Dx) / (Ky £(t, - )#alt. Z, -))(X) dZ

-y / (Kyv.z(t, -), Py#H(a(t, Z, -), P))(X) dZ,

PePy
we find
|({T1, Dx) -- <Tk,Dx>lCa)(t,Y7 s
hk(k!)®
k -
|H(Ky,z(t, ), P)|lse |H(a(t,Z, -), P)| 5w
Z () Wi (7 T e

=0 |

k —s
HH KYZ ')a )Hsg’o
S Z |a‘||Ek ¢ ( ) hl s dz

k —1
H(Kyz(t, - sw
Slaler, > 3 () /! ) Pllew 7 (304
= O|P\ !

hl lls

where the last inequality follows from the fact that s > 1 and [lal|gy  increases
with n.

We have now to estimate || H(Ky,z(t, - ), P)||sw , and study the different quanti-
ties on the right-hand side of BI0). Since w and ¥ belong to &, , it follows that
for every r > 0,

w2 _ o) (92) > < olv-zt (eryzé)t

< Y =21F y g o g2, (3.15)
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For the Weyl product in (310) we have

Gy, ) = o = V) (o) + lor 553

= (o#b(- +Y)) +o(- —V)#(log 0((Y)))
J(

Y
= (6w +1)), + (o#108 %) ))y'
By Theorem [B.1] and Proposition [3.4]

{¢>#b(~+Y)}YeR2d and {gb#logﬂ( Y

19(Y) Y eR2d
are uniformly bounded families in Ss(R2?). Note that
az(Z, X) =vz(X) = Haa(Z, - + Z)}zerea = {¢}zerea,

which is evidently a uniformly bounded family in Ss(R??). Combining this last
observation with the computations on ¢y #f(Y, -) above, using Lemma 2.8 and
[@12), we finally obtain, for some h,ry > 0,

(3.16)

1 1 1
|D% by #f(Y, #hz)(X)]| S hlolatsemmolX=YIs+IX=Z]= Y =2]+)
XY, Z € R* o e N*,

By Theorem B.7, (3.15) and B.I7) we get for all P € Py, Y,Z € R?? and some
ro, h > 0 that

(3.17)

1H (Ky.z(t, ), P)llse, < CRIP e =200 1= 1P,
where C'is independent of k. Hence, (B.14]) gives
1Ka(t, Y, sw < llallep

and
||<T1’DX> T <Tk,Dx>/Ca(t,Y, )”S";“c
h¥* (ks
k B\ L N

< ClHGHE}?sZ Z <l> /e*To\YfZ\s dz
1=0 | P|=l
k B\ L

WAL <l> —Go(k+ Dllallsy., 1<k<n,
1=0 | P|=l

as claimed, where Cy and Cs are independent of k, n and h. N
By a completely similar argument, an analogous result can be obtained for K.
In fact, by similar arguments that lead to (B.I0]) it follows that
I+ Z
{b( -+ Z)#’I/J}ZERQ,i and {10g g#w}
ﬁ(Z ) ZeRz2d

are bounded in S,(R2?), given that (3.I7) holds with f(Z, -) in place of f(Y, -).
This gives the first and third inequalities in (3I3]). From these estimates we get
IKallgp+r < Cllallgy, and [|Kal| g < Cllallgy .
which give the other inequalities in (B.1I7]).
We have proven that for any 7" > 0, then

|Killsp ey, <Cn+1), | <T,
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where C is independent of n. As a consequence, since w(Y )™ ldy #ag belongs to
Ep, the equation

d
dctl =Ker,  e1(0) = w(Y) gy #ag (3.18)

has a unique solution on R belonging to E}°,, in view of Lemma 21Tl By Propo-

sition 27] it follows that ¢1(¢,Y, -) € Fgl)(RQd), uniformly in Y and for bounded
t.

In order to prove the uniqueness of the solution a of ([B.0), first we assume the
existence and by what we have proven above i.e. that ¢1(¢,Y, -) in (B3] satisfies
(BI8) which implies the uniqueness of the solution of (B.8]), since

) = /R2'i Yy #py#a(t, - )dY = W)Y )y #er (t,Y, ) dY.  (3.19)

R2d
To prove the existence of a solution of ([B.6]), we consider the solution c2(t,Y, - ) of
BII) with the initial data [I2), and we let

a(t, ) :/ WYY ) hy #ca(t, Y, ) dY. (3.20)
R2d
By Propositions 277 and [ the family {¢y#c2(t,Y, - )}yeree belongs to Ss and

a(t, -) belongs to Fgwﬂt)- Moreover,

% - [RMw(Y)ﬁ(Y)tlogﬁ(Y)q/)y#cg(t,y, dy

/ / Z/JY#KYZ( N#eo(t, Z, - )dY dZ

RZd de

:/ W(Z2)NZ) log I Z)pz#ca(t, Z, - )dZ
/ / D)V hy sy #f(Z, V#pbg#es(t, Z, - )dY dZ
RZd de

- /me(Z)ﬂ(Z)t(bJrlog0)¢z#02(t’z, ) dz

= (b+log¥)#alt, -),
with the initial data

o0, )= [ Wl oy #(V) yan) ¥ = a,
R
which provide a solution of ([B.6).

In order to prove the last part we consider the unique solution a(t, -) of (B8]
with the initial data a(0, -) = 1. If w = 1, then for u € R the mappings
t—alt+u,-) and t—alt, -)#a(u, -)
are both solutions of [B6]) with value a(u, -) at t = 0, and
a(t +u, -) = a(t, -)#a(u, -), (3.21)
by the uniqueness property for the solution of (BEI)

Using (B:21I) we have for all ¢t € R, a(t, - )#a(—t, -) = 1. Taking the derivative
we get

d
0= dt( ( ')#a’(itv )) = (b+10g7‘9)#a’(tﬂ ')#a(fta ')70’(@ ')#(bleogﬁ)#a(*ta )
That is (b + log¥) = a(t, - )#(b + log ) #a(—t, - ), implying the commutation for
the sharp product of a(t, - ) with (b + log), and the result follows. O

By similar argument as for the previous result we get the following.
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Theorem 3.9. Let s > 1, w, ¥ € P (R*) be such that w € Fgw)(RQd) and
9er?” (R2%), and let ag € F(()ius)(RQd), be F(()g(RQd). Then, there ezists a unique
smooth map (t,X) — a(t,X) € C such that a(t, -) € Fgwﬂt)(RQd) forallt € R,
and a(t, -) satisfies ([B.6]).

Moreover, if w = ag =1, then a(t, X) also satisfies B1) and

a(tr, - )#alts, ) = alts +ta, ), a(t,-) eTY)R), t,t1,1, € R.

4. LIFTING OF PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS AND TOEPLITZ OPERATORS
ON MODULATION SPACES

In this section we apply the group properties in Theorems [3.§ and to deduce
lifting properties of pseudo-differential operators on modulation spaces. Thereafter
we combine these results by the Wiener property of certain pseudo-differential op-
erators with symbols in suitable modulation spaces to get lifting properties for
Toeplitz operators with weights as their symbols.

We begin to apply Theorems [3.8 and to get the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let s > 1, p € (0,00]*, A € M(d,R), w € 25 ,(R*), and let
A be an invariant BF-space on R??, or 8 = LP-¥(R2%) for some phase-shift split
parallelepiped E in R?*®. Then the following are true:

(1) There exist a € Fgw)(RQd) and b € Fgl/w)(Rw) such that
Opa(a) o Opy(b) = Op,(b) 0 Opy(a) = Ids; (ra) - (4.1)
Furthermore, Op 4(a) is an isomorphism from M (wg, B) onto M (wo/w, B),
for every wg € ﬂgﬁs(RQd).

(2) Letag € F§“>(R2d) be such that Op 4 (ag) is an isomorphism from M(2w1)(Rd>
to M(le/w)(Rd) for some wy € 3”%75(11261). Then Opy(ag) is an iso-
morphism from M (we, B) to M(ws/w,RB), for every we € 3”%75(11261).
Furthermore, the inverse of Op4(ag) is equal to Op4(bo) for some by €
Fgl/“’)(RQd).

Theorem 4.2. Let s > 1, p € (0,00/%¢, A € M(d,R), w € P ((R*), and let
A be an invariant BF-space on R?*?, or = LPF(R?%) for some phase-shift split
parallelepiped E in R*®. Then the following are true:

(1) There exist a € Fgﬁds)(RQd) and b € F(()}S/w)(RQd) such that
Op4(a) o Op4(b) = Opy(b) 0 Opy(a) = Ids, (re) - (4.2)

Furthermore, Op 4(a) is an isomorphism from M (wg, B) onto M (wo/w, B),
for every wy € P s(R*).

(2) Letag € I‘((J‘fs)(RQd) be such that Op 4 (ag) is an isomorphism from M(le)(Rd)

to Mfwl/w)(Rd) for some w1 € Pp(R*). Then Opy(ag) is an iso-
morphism from M (w2, B) to M(wa/w,%B), for every wy € Pp(R*).
Furthermore, the inverse of Op4(ao) is equal to Op4(bg) for some by €

1/w
Il (R).

We only prove Theorem Theorem 1] follows by similar arguments and is
left for the reader.

Proof of Theorem[{.3. The existence of a € F((ffs) (R??) and b € F((fs/w)(RQd) such
that (£2) holds is guaranteed by Theorem B9l By [56, Theorems 2.3 and 2.6] it
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follows that

Opa(a) : M(wo, &) —M(wo/w, A) (4.3)
and

Op,(b) : M(wo/w,B) =M (wo, B) (4.4)

are continuous. By ([A.2)) and the fact that M (wo, Z) and M (wo/w, B) are contained
in ¥/ (R?9), it follows that (Z3]) and (Z4) are homeomorphic, and (1) follows.

(2) Tt suffices to prove the result in the Weyl case, A = %I, in view of Proposition
By (1), we may find

@ €T, by e T, gy e T/ by e T/

satisfying the following properties:
e Op“(a;) and Op"(b;) are inverses to each others on X% (R%) for j = 1,2;
e For arbitrary wy € ng,s(RQd), the mappings

Op*(ar) + Mg,y = Mg, 0,

Op“(b) + M{,,) = M{,,0,): (4.5)
Op*(az2) + M,y = My 0): |
Op“(b2) = MG,y = M0, 1)

are isomorphisms.
In particular, Op“(ay) is an isomorphism from M(le) to L?, and Op"(by) is an
isomorphism from L? to M(le).
Now set ¢ = ag#a#b1. Then by [4, Theorem 4.14], the symbol ¢ satisfies

¢ = agftadtby € TW/@ur@ypt/en) ¢ p),

Furthermore, Op“(c) is a composition of three isomorphisms and consequently
Op"(c) is boundedly invertible on L?.

By Proposition [L32] (2), Op™(c)~ = Op“(c1) for some ¢; € F((fz. Hence, by
(1) it follows that Op™(c) and Op™(c1) are isomorphisms on M (ws, %), for each
wy € P s(R*). Since Op”(c) and Op™(c;1) are bounded on every M (w, %), the
factorization of the identity Op*(c) Op“(c1) = Id is well-defined on every M (w, A).
Consequently, Op“(c) is an isomorphism on M (w, £).

Using the inverses of as and by, we now find that

Op*“(a) = Op“(b2) o Op“(c) o Op*(a1)

is a composition of isomorphisms from the domain space M (ws, %) onto the im-
age space M (wz/w,#B) (factoring through some intermediate spaces) for every
wy € Z5 <(R??) and every invariant BF-space %. This proves the isomorphism
assertions for Op“(a).

Finally, the inverse of Op“(a) is given by

Op*(b1) © Op*(c1) o Op®(az).

which is a Weyl operator with symbol in 1"85/ w), and the result follows. (I
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5. MAPPING PROPERTIES FOR TOEPLITZ OPERATORS

In this section we study the isomorphism properties of Toeplitz operators be-
tween modulation spaces. We first state results for Toeplitz operators that are
well-defined in the sense of (L37)) and Propositions and [[34 Then we state
and prove more general results for Toeplitz operators that are defined only in the
framework of pseudo-differential calculus.

We start with the following result about Toeplitz operators with smooth symbols.

Theorem 5.1. Let s > 1 w,wo,v € P9 (R*) be such that wy € () (R24)
and that wo is v-moderate, and let B be an invariant BF-space on R?** or # =
LP-E(R2?) for some phase-shift split parallelepiped E in R?4. If ¢ € M(lv)(Rd),
then Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism from M (w, %) to M (w/wo, B).

In the next result we relax our restrictions on the weights but impose more
restrictions on 4.

Theorem 5.2. Let s >1,0<t <1, p,q€ [l,00], and w,wo,vo,v1 € Pp (R?*?)

be such that wg is vo-moderate and w is vi-moderate. Set v = vivg, ¥ = wém and

let wo, be the same as in (L3]). If ¢ € M(lv)(Rd) and wy € M )(R2d)7 then

(1/wo, ¢
Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism from M(péi)(Rd) to M(’wa)(Rd).

Before the proofs of Theorems 5.1l and we state the following consequence of
Theorem which was the original goal of our investigations.

Corollary 5.3. Let s > 1, w,wq,v1,v0 € Pg s(R?*?) and that wy is vo-moderate
and w is v1-moderate. Setv = v1vy and ¥ = wé/2. Ifp € M(lu)(Rd), then Tpy(wo) is
an isomorphism from M(pq;w)(Rd) to M(IZ)%)(Rd) simultaneously for all p, q € [1, ).

Proof. Let wy € P s(R?*?) ﬂl"g?};)(RQd) be such that C~1 < w; /wy < C, for some
constant C. Hence, w/wy € L>® C M. By Theorem 2.2 in [50], it follows that
w = wy - (w/w1) belongs to M(OjZ)(RQd), when wa(x,&,m,y) = 1/wo(x, ). The result
now follows by setting t = 1 and gqo = 1 in Theorem [5.21 O

In the proofs of Theoremsb.Iland[5.2lwe consider Toeplitz operators as defined by
an extension of the form (I37). Later on we present extensions of these theorems
(cf. Theorems B and below) for those readers who accept to use pseudo-
differential calculus to extend the definition of Toeplitz operators. Except for the
interpretation of Tpy(w) the proofs of Theorems [(.1] and are identical to those
of Theorems 5.1 and .2

We need some preparations and start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Let s > 1, w,v € 9E75(R2d) be such that ¥ = w'/? is v-moderate.
Assume that ¢ € M(Qv). Then Tpy(w) is an isomorphism from M(Qﬁ)(Rd) onto
M(Ql/ﬂ)(Rd).

Proof. Recall from Remark that for ¢ € M(Qv) (R%)\ {0} the expression ||V, f -
W2 defines an equivalent norm on M, (219). Thus the occurring STFTs with respect

to ¢ are well defined.
Since Tpy(w) is bounded from M(Qﬁ) to M(Ql/ﬁ) by Proposition [[L34] the estimate

2 < 2 .
1 Tos (@) fllagz, ) < 17 lIasz, (5.1)

holds for all f € M(Qﬁ).
Next we observe that

(Tpy (W) f, 9)r2mey = (WVs £, Veg) 2 (r2e) = (f, Q)M({;ef, (5.2)
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for f,g € M(Qﬁ)(Rd) and ¢ € M(Qv) (R%). The duality of modulation spaces (Propo-
sition [L12(3)) now yields the following identity:

£z, = sup_[(F.)as

HgHJ\/[(Qﬁ) =

(5.3)

X

sup  |(Tpy(w)f,9) L2l = | Tpg(w) fllar

2 .
— (1/9)
HgHJ\/[(Qﬁ)

A combination of (&) and (B3) shows that HfHM(zﬁ) and ||Tp¢(w)f|\M(21/0) are

equivalent norms on M, (219).

In particular, Tp(w) is one-to-one from M, (219) to M (21 /g With closed range. Since
Tpy(w) is self-adjoint with respect to L2, it follows by duality that Tpy(w) has
dense range in M(21/19). Consequently, Tp, (w) is onto M(Ql/ﬁ). By Banach’s theorem
Tpy(w) is an isomorphism from M7 to M /). O

We need a further generalization of Proposition [[L33] to more general classes of
symbols and windows. Set

v (2Y)Y/ 201 (2Y)

X,Y) = .
wl( ) ) wO(XJrY)l/QwO(X*Y)lm

(5.4)

Proposition I.33. Let s > 1, 0 <t < 1, p,q,q0 € [1,00], and w,wp,vy,v1 €
:@E,s(RQd) be such that vo and vy are submultiplicative, wg is vo-moderate and w
is v1-moderate. Set

ro = 2q0/(2q0 — 1), v=2ivg and = wém ,

and let wo and wy be as in (L3Y) and (E4). Then the following are true:

(1) The definition of (a, ¢) = Tpy(a) from V(R xS, (RY) to L(Xs(RY), ¥L(RY))
extends uniquely to a continuous map from M?f}’fo’t)(RQd) X M(Tg) (R%) to
L(Z:(RY), ((RY)).

(2) If o € My, (RY) and a € Mﬁ(’f}'ﬁ’oyn(Rw), then Tpy(a) = Op“(ag) for some
ap € M?jll) (R?%), and Tpy(a) extends uniquely to a continuous map from

MG (RY) to M) (RT).

For the proof we need the following result, which follows from [49, Proposition
2.1] and its proof.

Lemma 5.5. Assume that s > 1, qo,ro9 € [1,00] satisfy ro = 2qo/(2q0 — 1). Also
assume that v € P s(R*) is submultiplicative, and that k, ko € P s(R* @ R2?)
satisfy

Ho(Xl + XQ,Y) S CFL(Xl,Y)’U(Y + XQ)’U(Y - XQ) Xl,XQ,Y S R2d, (55)

for some constant C > 0. Then the map (a,$) — Tpy(a) from T;(R*) x
Y(R) to L(Zs(R?), YL (R?)) extends uniquely to a continuous mapping from
M?j’)q”(RQd) X M(’;?)(Rd) to L(Xs(RY), XL (RY)).  Furthermore, if ¢ € M° (R?)

(v)
and a € Mzsqo (R??), then Tpy(a) = Op™(b) for some b € Mfzol)

Proof of Proposition [[.33’. We show that the conditions on the involved parame-
ters and weight functions satisfy the conditions of Lemma
First we observe that

’Uj(QY) < C’Uj (Y + X2)’Uj (Y - XQ), j = 0,1
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for some constant C' which is independent of X5, Y € R??, because vg and v; are
submultiplicative. Refering back to (5.4]) this gives

v (2Y)1/201(2Y)

X1+ Xp,Y) =
W1( 1+ 2, ) wO(X1+X2+Y)1/2wO(X1+X27Y)1/2

’1}0(2Y)1/2’U1(2Y)’U0 (XQ + Y)1/2’U0 (X2 - Y)1/2

<C
<y wo(X1)
2Y) /201 (2Y ) o (X + V) 200 ( Xy — V)12
_ Clvl(2y)17tv0( ) o1 (2Y) o (Xp + V) oo (X — V)
wo(Xl)
X YY)t (X — Y)tug (X Y X9 —Y
< 02?}1(25/)14”1( 2 +Y)'01 (X2 — V)'uo (X2 + V)vo (X2 — V)
wO(X1>
onee (2Y)'to(Xs + YV)u(Xs — V)
01(2Y) (X + YV)u(Xe — Y
X X, Y)Y< (O 5.6
wl( 1+ KXo, )— CLJO(Xl) ( )
By letting ko = wy and K = 1/wqy, it follows that (5.6) agrees with (EH). The
result now follows from Lemma O

In the remaining part of the paper we interpret Tp,(a) as the extension of a
Toeplitz operator provided by Proposition [L33. (See also Remark [5.7] below for
more comments. )

Proposition [[33] can be applied to Toeplitz operators with smooth weights as
symbols.

Proposition 5.6. Assume thats > 1, wy € 2%, (R?*®) be such that wy € riv) (Rr2d),

that v € 32%15(R2d) is submultiplicative, and that wé/Q is v-moderate. If ¢ €
M(QU)(Rd), then Tpy(wo) = Op*™(b) for some b € Fng)(RQd).

Proof. By Propositions [[.25] and [[.26 with ¢ = 0 we have wg € M?f/im )(RQd)
»T0

1
for some 19 > 0, where wo,(X,Y) = wo(X)e ™!YI* Furthermore, by letting
1
v (Y) = e™VI® and wy in (T4) we have

erol2Y %y (2y)1/2 N erol Vs
wo (X + V) 12wo (X — V)2 ~ wo(X)

Proposition [[33 implies that existence of some b € M?f/iuo )(RQd) C 1) (R24).
,T0
O

wl(va) 2

The following generalization of Theorem [0.1] is an immediate consequence of
Theorem ] Lemma [5.4] and Proposition [5.6] since it follows by straightforward
computations that Sg C M, (QU) when v satisfies the hypothesis in Proposition 5.6

Theorem [O.I1. Let s > 1, w,wg € 9%75(R2d), p € (0,002, & be an invariant
BF-space on R?*? or 2 = LPP(R2%) for some phase-shift split parallelepiped E in
R?, and let ¢ € Ss(RY). Then the Toeplitz operator Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism
from M(w, 2B) onto M(w/woy, B).

Remark 5.7. As remarked and stated before, there are different ways to extend
the definition of a Toeplitz operator Tpy(a) (from ¢ € ¥1(R%) and a € X1 (R??))
to more general classes of symbols and windows. For example, Propositions
and [[34] are based on the “classical” definition (L37) of such operators and a
straightforward extension of the L2-form on X;. Proposition interprets Tpy(w)
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as a pseudo-differential operator. Let us emphasize that in this context the bilinear
form (I37) may not be well defined, even when ¢ € M(QU)(Rd) and w € 29, (R*)

satisfies w € T (R24). (See also [26, Remark 3.8].)

In Theorems B.II and below, we extend the definition of Toeplitz opera-
tors within the framework of pseudo-differential calculus and we interpret Toeplitz
operators as pseudo-differential operators. With this understanding, the stated
mapping properties are well-defined.

The reader who is not interested in full generality or does not accept Toeplitz
operators that are not defined directly by an extension of (I.37) may only consider
the case when the windows belong to M, (1v) and stay with Theorems [5.1] and
For the more general window classes in Theorems 5.1l and 5.2 below, however, one
should then interpret the involved operators as “pseudo-differential operators that
extend Toeplitz operators”.

The following generalization of Theorem [B.1] is an immediate consequence of
Theorem [4.J], Lemma [5.4] and Proposition

Theorem B.1I. Let s > 1, w,v,vy € ﬂgﬁs(RQd) be such that wg € F§“°)(R2d)
and that wy is v-moderate, and let % be an invariant BF-space on R?*? or # =
LP-E(R2?) for some phase-shift split parallelepiped E in R?4. If ¢ € M(QU)(Rd),
then Tp,(wo) is an isomorphism from M (w, %) to M (w/wo, B).

Theorem B holds only for smooth weight functions. In order to relax the
conditions on the weight function wg, we use the Wiener algebra property of M?z)l

instead of 1“2”. On the other hand, we have to restrict our results to modulation
spaces of the form M instead of M(w, ).

Theorem[B.2. Lets >1,0<t<1,p,q,q € [1,00] and w,wp,vo,v1 € Pf s(R?*?)
be such that wy is vo-moderate and w is vi-moderate. Set rg = 2qo/(2q0 — 1),

v = vivy, ¥ = wé/Q and let wo s be the same as in (L3]). If ¢ € M(Tg)(Rd) and

wo € M?f}‘fo’t), then Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism from M(%Z))(Rd) to M(’Z)%)(Rd).

Proof. First we note that the Toeplitz operator Tp,(wo) is an isomorphism from

M2y to M7 5 in view of Lemma B4l With w; defined in (@d), Proposition L33

implies that there exist b € M?jll) and ¢ € S,(R??) such that
Tpy(wo) = Op“(b) and  Tp,(wo)~" = Op"(c).
Let w2 be the “dual” weight defined as
w2 (X,Y) =9HX = Y)HX +Y)v1(2Y). (5.7)

We shall prove that ¢ € Mz’;l) (R%). Let us assume for now that we have already
proved the existence of such a symbol ¢. Then we may proceed as follows.

After checking (I30), we can apply Proposition and find that each of the
mappings

Op”(b) : M&%) — M&?ﬁ) and  Op“(c) : M&?ﬁ) — M(I:)%) (5.8)

is well-defined and continuous.

In order to apply Proposition[[.30] we next check condition (L31]) for the weights
w1, wa, and
HX +Y)

w3(XaY)=m
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In fact we have
wi(X =Y+ Z, 2)wa(X+2,Y — 2)

v0(22)Y?v1(22)
(0(}( —Y +22)09(X -Y

)) C((X =Y +22)0(X + V) (2(Y — 2)))

v0(22)Y 20, (2Z)01(2(Y — Z)) (X +Y)
WX -Y)

(X +Y)

=~ m =w3(X,Y).

Therefore Proposition [[30 shows that the Weyl symbol of Op® (b) o Op“(c) belongs
to M?j:) (R?4), or equivalently, b#c € M?j:) Since Op®(b) is an isomorphism from
M2y to M7 5 with inverse Op®(c), it follows that b#c = 1 and that the constant
symbol 1 belongs to M?j:) By similar arguments it follows that c#b = 1. Therefore
the identity operator Id = Op®”(b) o Op“(c) on M(’Z;%) factors through M(pol%), and
thus Op”(b) = Tpy(wo) is an isomorphism from M, (’1’)’39) onto M (pj gy With inverse
Op"“(c). This proves the assertion.

It remains to prove that ¢ € M?j;) (R%4). Using once again the basic result in

Section B (cf. Theorem [39)), we choose a € Fé}sw)(RQd) and ag € F((J?g (R2?) such
that the map

Op“(a) : L*(RY) — M(Qﬁ) (RY)
is an isomorphism with inverse Op™(ag). By Propositions[[.20 and [226] Op™(a) is
also bijective from M (21 /9) (R%) to L2(R%). Furthermore, by Theorem E2lit follows
that a € M(():;l) when r > 0, where

1
9.(X,Y) = 9(X)eVI".
Let by = a#b#a. From Proposition [[L3T] we know that

bo € MG (R*),  where  v2(X,Y) = v1(2Y) (5.9)

is submultiplicative and depends on Y only. Since Op™(b) is bijective from M (219)
to M(Ql/ﬁ) by Lemma [5.4] (2), Op® (bo) is bijective and continuous on L?.

oo,

Since vy is submultiplicative and in Zg ((R??), M(vz) is a Wiener algebra by
Proposition Therefore, the Weyl symbol ¢y of the inverse to the bijective
operator Op"”(bg) on L? belongs to M?;’;(Rw).

Since

Op”(co) = Op” (bo) ™" = Op*(a)~" Op"(b) ' Op"(a) ™",
we find
Op”(ao) = Op™(b)~" = Op"(a) Op"(co) Op"(a),
or equivalently,

ap = aftco#a, where a € 1"85(19) and cg € M?j; ) (5.10)

The definitions of the weights are chosen such that Proposition [[L31] implies that
ap € M1 and the result follows. O

(w2)’
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6. EXAMPLES ON BIJECTIVE PSEUDO-DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ON
MODULATION SPACES

In this section we construct explicit isomorphisms between modulation spaces
with different weights. Applying the results of the previous sections, these may be
in the form of pseudo-differential operators or of Toeplitz operators.

Proposition 6.1. Let s > 1, wp,w € ﬂgﬁs(RQd), and let # be an invariant BF-
space on R?* or 2 = LPF(R>2?) for some phase-shift split parallelepiped E in R?.
For A= (A, \2) € Ri let @y be the Gaussian

Dy (z,8) = Ce~CulelPHralel®)
(1) wo* Dy belongs to Q%,S(RM) N Fgff) for all A € R% and

wo * Py < wp.

(2) If A1+ A2 < 1, then there exists v € Ri and a Gauss function ¢ on R® such
that Op" (wo*®x) = Tp, (wo*P,,) is bijective from M (w, B) to M (w/wo, B)
for allw € P s(R*).

(3) If \i-A2 < 1 and in addition wy € F§“°)(R2d), then Op" (wox®x) = Tpy(wo)
is bijective from M(w, B) to M (w/wo, B) for all w € Pp (R??).

Proof. The assertion (1) follows easily from the definitions.
(2) Choose p1; > Aj such that p; - po = 1. Then the Gaussian @, is a multiple

of a Wigner distribution, precisely ®, = cW (¢, ¢) with ¢(x) = e~mlzl*/2 By the
semigroup property of Gaussian functions (cf. e.g., [19,21]) there exists another
Gaussian, namely ®,, such that &y = ®, * ®,. Using (39), this factorization
implies that the Weyl operator with symbol wqy * ®, is in fact a Toeplitz operator,
namely
Op“(wo *x®y) = Op“(wo* P, *xD,)
= Op“(wo * P, xcW(9,9))
c(27r)d/2Tp¢(w0 * D).

By (1) wo*®, € 9%75(R2d)ﬂFéff)(R2d) is equivalent to wg. Hence Theorem BT
shows that Op"(wg * ®,) is bijective from M (w, %#) to M(w/wo, B). This proves
(2).

(3) follows from (2) in the case A1 - A2 < 1. If Ay - Ay = 1, then as above
By = W (e, ¢) for ¢(z) = e21121/2 and thus

Op"(wo * ®x) = Tpy (wo)

is bijective from M (w, #) to M (w/wo, B), since wy € 2% (R*) mrﬁ““’(RQd). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA [3.3]

Lemma A.1. Let a = (ay,...,aq) € N Then the number of elements in the set

Qo ={(B1,...,Br) N By 4+ + B, = a} (A.1)

d (aj + k)
, k -
=1

J

s equal to
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For the proof we recall the formula
k .
k+1
S = ("), (A2
; J k
7=0

which follows by a standard induction argument.

Proof. Let N be the number of elements in the set (A, which is the searched
number, and let /V; be the number of elements of the set

{(ﬂlo,,ﬂ]g)GNk,ﬂ?++ﬂ2:04J}, ]:Lad

By straightforward computations it follows that N = Nj - -- Ny, and it suffices to
prove the result in the case d = 1, and then o = ;.
In order to prove the result for d =1, let v € N,

'Y
B=0

and define inductively

v
Sin() =>_5;(8), j=12,....
B=0
By straightforward computations it follows that N = Ny = S («). We claim
+J .
&w>ﬁj), j=12... (A.3)

In fact, (A3) is obviously true for j = 1. Assume that (A3]) holds for j = n,
and consider S, 41(7). Then (A2]) gives

Snt1(7) = isn(ﬂ) - i (5;:”)

B=0 B=0
7& <5+n> B <W+n+1) B <7+n+1>
=0 B 0 n+1
which gives (A3) when j = n + 1. This proves (A3]), and the result follows. [

Lemma A.2. Let o > 1 be an integer, so € (0,1], and let Qi o be the same as in
(Ad). Then there is a constant C which is independent of v such that

i% > B Si o1 i(azk)é(lJrOA)nglGa.D

k=1 ﬂeﬂkya k=1 ﬁeﬂkva k=1
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