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GABOR FRAME CHARACTERISATIONS OF GENERALISED
MODULATION SPACES

ANDREAS DEBROUWERE AND BOJAN PRANGOSKI

ABSTRACT. We obtain Gabor frame characterisations of modulation spaces defined
via a class of translation-modulation invariant Banach spaces of distributions that was
recently introduced in [I0]. We show that these spaces admit an atomic decomposition
through Gabor expansions and that they are characterised by summability properties
of their Gabor coefficients. Furthermore, we construct a large space of admissible
windows. This generalises several fundamental results for the classical modulation
spaces MP-4. Due to the absence of solidity assumptions on the Banach spaces defining
these modulation spaces, the methods used for the spaces MP:4 (or, more generally,
in coorbit space theory) fail in our setting and we develop here a new approach based
on the twisted convolution.

1. INTRODUCTION

Modulation spaces, introduced by Feichtinger [12] in 1983, are one of the princi-
pal objects in time-frequency analysis. Their properties were thoroughly studied by
Feichtinger and Grochenig [12] (13, [14] 15 [18], often in the more general setting of
coorbit spaces. Nowadays, they are widely accepted as an indispensable tool in various
branches of analysis; see e.g. [II, [6 [7, 26]. A key feature of the modulation spaces is
that they can be described in a discrete fashion via Gabor frames. Apart from their
inherent significance, such characterisations have also turned out to be very useful in
applications, e.g., in the study of pseudo-differential operators; see [7] and the refer-
ences therein. We refer to the monograph [19] for an account of results and applications
of modulation spaces.

Usually, modulation spaces are defined via weighted mixed-norm spaces [19] or,
more generally — in the context of coorbit spaces — via translation invariant solid
Banach function spaces [13]. In [10] a new class of Banach spaces was proposed to
define modulation spaces: A Banach space F' is said to be a translation-modulation
invariant Banach space of (tempered) distributions (TMIB) on R*" if F satisfies the
dense continuous inclusions S(R?") — F < §'(R*"), F is translation and modulation
invariant, and the operator norms of the translation and modulation operators on F
are polynomially bounded. We refer to [10] (see also [9]) for a systematic study of
TMIB and their duals (called DTMIB). It is important to point out that TMIB are
not necessarily solid (in the sense of [13]). A natural example of a non-solid TMIB is
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given by L’®,LP, 1 < p < 2 [10, Remark 3.10]. The modulation space MF associated
to a TMIB or DTMIB F on R?" consists of all those tempered distributions on R"
whose short-time Fourier transform belongs to F. The basic properties of these spaces
were established in [10, Section 4].

A natural question that arises is whether modulation spaces defined via TMIB and
DTMIB may be described in terms of Gabor frames. The goal of the present paper is
to give an affirmative answer to this question, namely, we show that these spaces admit
an atomic decomposition through Gabor expansions and that they are characterised by
summability properties of their Gabor coefficients. The significance of this lies in the
fact that the modulation spaces give a scale of measurement of the regularity and decay
properties of tempered distributions and such characterisations allow these properties
to be quantified in a discrete way by means of Gabor coefficients.

We now describe the content of this paper in some more detail and point out the
main difference between our setting and the classical one involving solid spaces. For
(z,&) € R, we write 7(z, &) = M¢T,, where T, f(t) = f(t—z) and M f(t) = f(t)e*™¢
denote the translation and modulation operators on R™. We also set f(t) = f(—t). Fix
a lattice A in R?" and a bounded open neighbourhood U of the origin in R?" such that
the family of sets {\ + U |\ € A} is pairwise disjoint. Given a solid TMIB F on R*",
we associate to it the following discrete solid Banach space on A [I3] Definition 3.4]

Fy(A) = {C = (cx)rer € C* ’ ZCA1A+U € F} ,

A€A

where 1,y is the characteristic function of the set A + U, with norm |[c[|z,n) =
| > sen lealato|lp. The modulation space M* admits the following characterisation
in terms of Gabor frames [13] 18] (see [19, Section 12.2] for the classical modulation
spaces MP9 = MLu"),

Theorem 1.1. Let F be a solid TMIB on R?™. Set

wr(2,8) = [Taollew), (2,6 e R*™
Then, the analysis operator
C¢ : MF — Fd(A), f — (Vw.f()\))AEA

and the synthesis operator

D, : Fy(A) = M", (c)aen = Y exm(A)y
AEA

Let i, v € M-

max{wF7‘DF} ’

are well-defined and continuous, and the series ).\ cxm(N)y is unconditionally con-
vergent in F' for each ¢ € Fy(N). If in addition (¢, ) is a pair of dual windows on A,
then there are A, B > 0 such that

Allfllaer < (Ve fDaeallrun) < Bllfllaer, € M,

and the following expansions hold

=Y VafWrWy =D VofNr(Wy,  feMm”,

AEA AEA
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where both series are unconditionally convergent in F'.

In fact, Theorem [l holds for more irregular samplings sets than lattices [13] [I§].
The standard proof of Theorem [I.T] [13] [I8] [19] is based on the following two funda-
mental properties of the STFT:

1
(1.1 V(@) )] = [Two)Vuf| and  |Vyf] < m——|Vif| * Vil
(7, ¥) 2]

where f 1,y € L*(R") with (v,%)r2 # 0; (LI) may be extended to other spaces.
Hence, Theorem [IT] essentially reduces to prove that the mappings

F = Fy(A), G (Gx®(M)aea and  Fy(A) = F, (ca)rer = Y exThT
AEA

are well-defined and continuous, and that the series E/\E A2V is unconditionally
convergent in F' for each ¢ € Fy(A), where ®, ¥ belong to suitable function spaces on
R2",

Our aim is to extend Theorem [L[I] to general TMIB. However, the properties (L.1))
are no longer applicable in this setting. The basic idea to overcome this problem is to
view the STFT on L?*(R"™) as the voice transform of the projective representation [4, [5]

7 (R*™, +) — L(L*(R™)).
The twisted translation and the twisted convolution associated to 7 are given by

T((;,ﬁ)f(tv n)=f(t—xn— 5)6—27”'%-(77—5)

and

f#a(tn) = / [ 1wl = = e s
Then,
(1.2) Vil ) = To o Vaf and Vif = mwf#vw,

where f,1,v € L*(R") with (y,v)r2 # 0; (L2) may be extended to other spaces.
From this point of view, it seems natural to define the discrete space associated to
a TMIB F via the twisted translation 7, i.e.,

FI(A) = {c e A ) S aTgye F} ,
AEA
where x € D(U)\{0}, with norm |lc[|pn) = [ Xosep IXX[[F. Then, F7(A) is a
Banach space that is independent of x € D(U)\{0} (Theorem [5.2]). Moreover, F;(A) =
F7(A) if F is solid. We shall determine the discrete space associated to various TMIB
for lattices A = Ay x Ay, where A; and A; are lattices in R"™ (Subsection [.4]). Most
notably,

(1.3) (L*®:L*)5 (A1 x Ag) = €'(A1; 2(As)),
(L2B.I2)7(Ar x As) = co(Ar: 2(As)).
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The main results of this paper (Theorem [6.6] and Corollary [6.7) show that Theorem
LT holds for general TMIB F provided that Fy(A) is replaced by FJ(A), the function
wr defining the admissible window class is changed to op, where

o (7,6) = [Tw.0)l ey max{|| Mio.0) | ey, 134
and the notion of unconditional convergence is weakened to convergence in the Césaro
sense. Note that op = wp if F' is solid. Furthermore, an example (Proposition [(.17))
shall show that unconditional convergence cannot longer be expected in the setting of
TMIB. We will also prove an analogue of Theorem [T for DTMIB. Similarly as in the
solid case, but now by (L.2)) instead of (LT]), the essential problem becomes to show
that the mappings

F— FJ(A), G (G#P(A)xen and  F7(A) = F, (ca)rer = > _ oI5V
AEA
are well-defined and continuous, and that the series ) rea TV is Césaro summable
in F for each ¢ € F7(A), where ®, U belong to suitable function spaces on R?".

As an application, we mention that our main results may be used to give explicit
descriptions of modulation spaces associated to TMIB and DTMIB. For example, (L3))
implies that ME*®=L* = FN 21 (cf. Corollary 6.10). This identity and various related
statements were recently shown in [16] via different methods. We believe that our work
might be used to improve some of the results from [I6] and we plan to investigate this
in the future (see also Problem [5.29).

The paper is organised as follows. In the preliminary Sections Pl and B, we fix the
notation and collect several results concerning TMIB and DTMIB. In Section M, we
define and discuss the twisted translation and the twisted convolution with respect to
a real-valued n X n-matrix; although we are mainly interested in 77 and #, it will turn
out that this general setting is technically more convenient. In Section B, the technical
core of this paper, we introduce and thoroughly study discrete spaces defined via a
twisted translation and associated to a TMIB or DTMIB. Finally, in Section [0, we
show our main results and discuss some applications.

2. NOTATION

We use standard notation from distribution theory [25]. For a compact set K € R"
we denote by Dg the Fréchet space of smooth functions ¢ on R™ with suppy C K.
Given an open set U C R", we define

D) := lim Dy

KeU
We write S(R™) for the Fréchet space of rapidly decreasing smooth functions on R™
and use the following family of norms on S(R")

lpllsy = max sup [0%p(2)|(1 + |2)¥,  NeN
la|] <N gzeRrn

The dual spaces D'(R") and S'(R") are the space of distributions on R™ and the space
of tempered distributions on R", respectively. Unless stated otherwise, we endow these
spaces with their strong topology.
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The constants in the Fourier transform are fixed as follows

FNO=F& = | fla)e™=%dz,  feL'R").
R

The Fourier transform is a topological isomorphism from S(R™) onto itself and extends
via duality to a topological isomorphism from S’(R™) onto itself. Given a Banach space
X C S§'(R™), we define its associated Fourier space as the Banach space FX := {f €
S'(R") | F~'f € X} with norm || f||zx :== || F ' f]|x-

The translation and modulation operators are defined as T,f(t) = f(t — z) and
M f(t) = f(t)e*™ ¢ x,& € R™. They act continuously on D(R") and S(R"), and, by
duality, therefore also on D’(R™) and S'(R™). We have that

Mng — e27rix'5TmM§’ me = M_wf’ ‘FMﬁ = Tﬁf

Furthermore, we write f(t) = f(—t) for reflection about the origin.

Let €2 be a locally compact, o-compact Hausdorff space and let (2, 2, 1) be a measure
space with p a positive locally finite Borel measure. A Banach space F is called a solid
Banach function space on Q (cf. [13]) if E C L{ (Q) with continuous inclusion and F
satisfies the following condition:

Vf € EVg € Lin(Q) ¢ lg| < |flae. = g€ Eand|lgls < |flle.

Throughout the article, C, C’, ... denote absolute constants that may vary from place
to place.

3. TRANSLATION-MODULATION INVARIANT BANACH SPACES OF DISTRIBUTIONS
AND THEIR DUALS

3.1. Definition and basic properties. We start with the following basic definition
from [10].

Definition 3.1. A Banach space E is called a translation-modulation invariant Banach
space of distributions (TMIB) on R™ if the following three conditions hold:

(1) E satisfies the dense continuous inclusions S(R") — E — S'(R").
(17) T,(E) C E and M(E) C E for all z,£ € R™.

(243) There exist 7;,C; > 0, j =0, 1, such that
(3.1) we(@) = Tuller < Co(1+[z)® and vg(S) = [[M-¢|cm < C1(1+ €)™

for z,£ € R™ fixed, the mappings 7, : ' — E and M, : ' — E are continuous
by the closed graph theorem.

In what follows, the constants 7;,C; > 0, j = 0,1, will always refer to those occurring
in (3.)).

Let E be a TMIB. Then, F is separable and, for e € E fixed, the mappings
(3.2) R" — E, z— T.e and R" — E, £ — Me

are continuous. The functions wg and vg are Borel measurable (as E is separable) and
submultiplicative.
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An interesting feature of TMIB is that they are stable under taking completed tensor
products with respect to the 7- and e-topology [24]. Namely, let E; be a TMIB on R™
for j = 1,2. Let 7 denote either m or e. Then, [10, Theorem 3.6] (and [16] Lemma 2.3]
for 7 = m) yields that E;®,E, is a TMIB on R™*"2 with Wpo. B, = WE @ wg, and
V&, By = VE1 K VE,-

Next, we introduce dual translation-modulation invariant Banach spaces of distribu-
tions [10].

Definition 3.2. A Banach space is called a dual translation-modulation invariant Ba-
nach space of distributions (DTMIB) on R™ if it is the strong dual of a TMIB on
R™.

Let £ be a DTMIB. Then, E satisfies the continuous inclusions S(R") — E —
S'(R™) and the conditions (ii) and (éi7) from Definition Bl If E = E{, where Ej
is a TMIB, then wgp = wg, and vg = vg,, whence wgp and vg are Borel measurable.
Moreover, for e € F fixed, the mappings in (3.2) are continuous with respect to the
weak-* topology on E. In general, E is not a TMIB. More precisely, the inclusion
S(R™) — E need not be dense and the mappings in (3.2) may fail to be continuous;
consider, e.g., E = L*. However, if F is reflexive, then E is in fact a TMIB [9],
Proposition 3.14] (see also [10] p. 827]).

We now give some examples of TMIB and DTMIB; see also [10, Section 3].

Examples 3.3. (i) A Banach space F is called a solid TMIB (DTMIB) on R" if E is
both a TMIB (DTMIB) and a solid Banach function space on R (with respect to the
Lebesgue measure). Then, ||Mee|lp = ||e|]|g for all e € E and ¢ € R". A measurable
function w : R® — (0, 00) is called a polynomially bounded weight function on R™ if
there are C, 7 > 0 such that

w(z+y) < Cw(@)(X+ )", =yeR™

For 1 < p < oo we define L? = LP (R") as the Banach space consisting of all (equiv-
alence classes of) measurable functions f on R™ such that ||f||z = | fw|/zr < oo.
We define Cy,, = Cy,(R") as the closed subspace of L° consisting of all f € C(R")
such that lim;e f(z)w(z) = 0. Then, L2, 1 < p < oo, is a solid TMIB, LP,
1 < p < oo, is a solid DTMIB, and Cy,, is a TMIB. Similarly, we may consider
weighted mixed-norm spaces. Let w be a polynomially bounded weight function on
R™*2 For 1 < py,py < 0o we define LP1P2 = [PLP2(R™T72) a5 the Banach space
consisting of all (equivalence classes of) measurable functions f on R™*"2 such that
[ fllppree := || fw||pprwo. Then, LEMP2 is a solid TMIB if 1 < p;,p; < co and a solid
DTMIB if 1 < P1, P2 < 00.

(i7) Let E be a TMIB (DTMIB). Then, FE is a TMIB (DTMIB) with wrg = Vg and
vrp = wg. If E is solid, we have that ||T,e||zg = |le||zg for all e € FE and z € R".
The Sobolev spaces FLP with w a polynomially bounded weight function on R", are
of this type.

(7i1) Let w be a polynomially bounded weight function on R"* and let £ be a TMIB on
R™. Then, the weighted Bochner-Lebesgue space LP (FE) = LP(R™; E), 1 < p < oo,
and the weighted vector-valued Cop-space C ,,(E) = Cp,(R™; E) are TMIB on R™ "2,
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If £’ satisfies the Radon-Nikodym property (in particular, if E is reflexive), then (cf.
[3, Theorem 3.5])

Ly(E") = (LY, (E)),  1<p<oo,
where ¢ denotes the Holder conjugate index to p. In particular, L2 (E’), 1 < p < 00, is
a DTMIB on R™*"2,
(iv) The spaces LP*(R™)®,LP?(R") and LP*(R™)®.LP?*(R"), 1 < p;,ps < 00, are
TMIB on R™*" consisting of locally integrable functions. In [10, Remark 3.10] it is
shown that LP(R™)®,LP(R"), 1 < p < 2, is not solid.

3.2. Convolution and multiplication. Every TMIB or DTMIB F is a Banach con-
volution module over the Beurling algebra LolJE and a Banach multiplication module
over the Wiener-Beurling algebra F L,{EE More precisely, if F is a TMIB, the convolu-
tion * : S(R") x S(R") — S(R") and multiplication - : S(R") x S(R") — S(R") extend
uniquely to continuous bilinear mappings * : £ x L, — E and -: E x FL, — E
such that

(3.3) lex fllz <llelsllfllzy,, e€E, fe€Ly,
and

(3.4) le- flle < llellsll fllFe,,  e€ B, feFL,,
Moreover, the following integral representations hold

(3.5) ex f = s T,ef(z)dz, e€E, fell,,
and

(3.6) e-f = - M_me}"_lf(x)d:c, eckE fe ]—"L,le,

where the integrals should be interpreted as E-valued Bochner integrals [10, Proposition
3.2]. Next, suppose that E is a DTMIB with £ = Ej, where Ej is a TMIB. The
convolution and multiplication on F are defined via duality, namely, fore € E, f € LolJE,
and g € FL,_, we set

(exf.g)=(e,gxf), g€ Ep,
and

<€'fvg> 1:<€,g'f>, geEO-
Then, the inequalities (B3] and ([B4) hold true and the integral representations (B.5))
and ([B6) are valid if the integrals are interpreted as E-valued Pettis integrals with
respect to the weak-* topology on E [10, Corollary 3.5]. Hence, TMIB and DTMIB
may be viewed as Banach spaces of distributions having two module structures in the
sense of [2].

The goal of this subsection is to extend the previous results by showing that TMIB

and DTMIB are in fact Banach convolution and multiplication modules over a certain
weighted space of Radon measures and its associated Fourier space, respectively. Our

!The Wiener-Beurling algebra ]-"L,EE is sometimes denoted as A, .



8 A. DEBROUWERE AND B. PRANGOSKI

approach is based on the integral representations (3.5) and (3.6]). The following lemma
will allow us to treat TMIB and DTMIB simultaneously. Its proof is standard and
therefore we omit it.

Lemma 3.4. Let Xy be a separable Banach space and set X = X{. Let (Q,%, u) be
a measure space with p a compler measure. Let £ : Q@ — X be weak-+ measurable,
i.e., the function Q — C, x — (f(x),g) is measurable for every g € Xo. Furthermore,
suppose that

(3.7) / I£(2) | xdlul(z) < oo.

Then, f : Q — X is Pettis integrable with respect to the weak-+ topology on X and

(38) | [ttt < [ 1o

We will use Lemma [3.4] without explicitly referring to it.

Let w : R™ — [1,00) be a Borel measurable submultiplicative polynomially bounded
function. We denote by M. = M. (R") the Banach space consisting of all complex
Radon measures y on R” such that ||pf vy = [, w(z)d|p|(x) < co. The space M/, C
S’(R™) is a Banach convolution module and its associated Fourier space FM] is a
Banach multiplication module if the multiplication is defined via the Fourier transform
and the convolution in M}. Since ML C M!, the elements of FM] are bounded
continuous functions and the multiplication defined above coincides with the ordinary
multiplication of continuous functions.

Let £ be a TMIB or a DTMIB and set wr = max{1,wg}. We define the convolution
of e € Eand p € M, as

e*,u::/ T.edu(x) € E,

where the integral should be interpreted as an FE-valued Bochner integral if E is a
TMIB and as an E-valued Pettis integral with respect to the weak-* topology on E if
FE is a DTMIB; hereafter, for DTMIB E, E-valued Pettis integrals will always be meant
with respect to the weak-* topology on E (cf. Lemma [3.4]). Hence, x : E X M};E — F
is a continuous bilinear mapping such that

lexplle < llelelulrpe, . e€E ne Mg,

If du(z) = f(x)de with f € L, this definition of convolution coincides with the one
given at the beginning of the subsection. Furthermore, if

/ (1+]e)Vdlul(@) <o, YN €N,

then 1 € Op(R™) [25], p. 244] and

<e*:ua90>:<6a90*:a>7 QOES(R”),
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whence e * u is equal to the S'(R™) x O (R™)-convolution of e and u [25, Theoreme
XI, p. 247]. Next, we consider multiplication. Set vy = max{l,vg}. We define the
multiplication of e € E and f € ]—“M,%E as

e-f:= M_,edF 1 f(x);

R

the integral should be interpreted as an F-valued Bochner integral if £ is a TMIB
and as an F-valued Pettis integral if ' is a DTMIB. Hence, - : E X ]-"M,l;E — Fis a
continuous bilinear mapping such that

le- flle < llelell flzay, . €€ B, feFMg,.

It fekF L};E, this definition of multiplication coincides with the one given at the
beginning of the subsection. Furthermore, if

/ (14 [z)Vd|F1f|(z) <00, VYN EN,

then f € Op(R™) [25, p. 243] and

<6'f,g0>:<6,g0'f>, QOGS(]RH),

whence e - f is equal to the §'(R™) x Oy (R"™)-multiplication of e and f [25, Theoreme
X, p. 246]. Suppose that E is a DTMIB with E = E, where Ej is a TMIB. For e € E,
pe Mg, ,and f € FML it holds that

(exp,9)=(e,g*xp) and (e-f,g)={(eg-f), g€k

Every solid Banach function space is a Banach multiplication module over L>°. We
now use the previous observations to formulate a result that, for our purposes, will
turn out to be the suitable analogue of this fact for TMIB and DTIMB. We first need
to introduce some terminology. A lattice A is a discrete subgroup of R” that spans the
real vector space R™. There is a unique invertible n X n-matrix A, such that A = A Z".
The dual lattice of A is defined as A+ = (A})71Z" = {p e R*|\-p € Z, V) € A}. We
define I := AA[0,1)™ and vol(A) := |Ix| = | det Ax|.

Lemma 3.5. Letw : R" — [1,00) be a Borel measurable submultiplicative polynomially
bounded function. Let A be a lattice in R™. Then, for every y € R™, the bilinear
mapping

FLL x S(R™) — FML, (f,¢) Z€2Wiy'ATA(f<P),
AeA

s well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, there are C > 0 and N € N such that

> ETA(fp)
A€A

< C|fllzsliellsy,  feFL,, ¢ € S(R™).
FM,

sup
yeR”
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Proof. Let f € FLL, ¢ € S(R"), and y € R" be arbitrary. The Poisson summation
formula implies that

(3.9) F (Z em“ﬂ(fs@)) = VO%(A) > Felu+y)Touyd in S'(RY).
neAL

AeA
Hence,
- 1 ~
> ETAT(fe) = S f @+ y)le(n+y)
vol(A)
AEA FML peAL
1 ~ . ~ .
< i [ =l —a) 3 180+ )l + a)do
vol(A) Jgn
ueEAL
< Al o Il
As the Fourier transform is an isomorphism from S(R") onto itself and || Ff| =
|fll 7z, this completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.6. Let A be a lattice in R™ and let p € S(R™). Then, for every y € R,
the bilinear mapping

ExFL, —FE, (e, f)—e- Zezmy'ATA(fSO),
XeA

s well-defined and continuous. Furthermore, there is C' > 0 such that

e Y0 T (fy)

A€A

sup
yeR”

<Clelelflrr . e€E, fe€FLy,
E

3.3. Amalgam spaces. In this subsection, we define amalgam spaces which have a
TMIB or a DTMIB as local component. These spaces will play an important technical
role in the rest of this article. We refer to [11, [16] for more information.

Let E be a TMIB or DTMIB. We define Ey,. = {f € D'(R") | xf € E, Vx € D(R")}.
Since D(R") C F L,le, the function R — E, x +— fT,x is continuous for all f € Fj,
and x € D(R™). Let w be a polynomially bounded weight function on R" and let
1 <p<oo. Fix x € D(R")\{0}. We define the amalgam space W (E, L2)) as the space
consisting of all f € Fj.. such that (cf. [I1], [16, Section 3])

1/p
Hﬂmmm:< Hﬂﬂ%MWMJ o
RTL

(with the obvious modification for p = co). Then, W (E, L?) is a Banach space whose
definition is independent of the choice x € D(R™)\{0} and different non-zero elements
of D(R™) induce equivalent norms on W (E, LP) (cf. [16, Lemma 3.4], [L1, Theorem 1]).
By [16, Lemma 3.2], W(E, L), 1 < p < oo, is a TMIB if E is so, while W(E, L2),
1 <p<oo,isa DTMIB if F is so.
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4. THE TWISTED TRANSLATION AN THE TWISTED CONVOLUTION

Fix a real-valued n x n-matrix B. For x € R" we define the twisted translation with
respect to B as

TP f(t) = ToM_po f(t) = [(t — x)e?™P=0=0) f € D'(R").
Note that T? = T,. For all z,y € R, f € D'(R"), and ¢ € C*(R") it holds that
(i) TPTE = TP'TE.
(i) T f - Ty %o = Tu(f - ).
We define the twisted convolution with respect to B of f,qg € L' as
fregt) = [ f@)T7g(t)da.

R
Note that f *° g = f * g. Define

05(/)(x) = B f(x), € D(RY.
For all f,g € L', h € L' N L, it holds that
(Z) f*Bg=gxp [.
(i) £ 9) = [ F@T(0(0)) @)

RTL

(idd) / Srmg(O(de= | F@)hs s 05(g) (1)t

Definition 4.1. Consider the real-valued 2n x 2n-matrix

0 0
BO:Z(I O)

Following the notation used in the introduction, we set
T(Cgrc,g)f(tu 77) = T(i?ﬁ)f(tu 77) = f(t —T,n = £)€—27Tim-(17—5)’ (SL’, g) S R2n7
and for f,g € L'(R*")

.f#g(t> 77) = f *By g(t’ 77) = / oo f(Ia g)g(t —X,n = 6)6_2ﬂix.(n_£)dzd§'

Next, we extend the twisted convolution to §’(R"). The proof of the following lemma
is straightforward and we omit it.

Lemma 4.2.
(i) The mapping TP : S(R") — S(R") is continuous for each x € R". More
precisely,
IT7ellsy < 1+ 27| BI)Y[lpllsy (1 + |2)*Y, ¢ € SR™), N €N,

where || B|| denotes the operator norm of B.

(it) The mapping R™ — S(R™), 2+ T By is continuous for each p € S(R™).

(7i1) The mappings 0p : S(R") — S(R"™) and 0p : S'(R") — S'(R™) are continuous.

(iv) The bilinear mapping xg : S(R™) x S(R") — S(R") is continuous.
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We define the twisted convolution of f € S'(R™) and ¢ € S(R™) as

(4.1) frp (@) = (f,T,705()).
Then, f*xp ¢ € C(R") and ||f xp SOHL((DTH-\)*N < oo for some N € N. If A C §'(R") is
bounded, the previous estimate holds uniformly for f € A. Since S§'(R™) is bornological,
this implies that the mapping

S'(R") = S'(R”), fr f*p
is continuous. As L' is dense in &'(R"), we have that

(fxp o) =(f,¥*_p0p(p), eSS,
for all f € S'(R") and ¢ € S(R™).
Finally, we discuss the twisted convolution on TMIB and DTMIB. Let £ be a TMIB
or a DTMIB. Then, T2 : E — E is continuous for each z € R™ and

(4.2) pp(@) =T ||epy < wr()vp(Br) < Ca(l+ [a])™"™,

where Cy = CoC) max{1, ||B||™}. Note that p% is submultiplicative and polynomially
bounded. For e € E fixed, the mapping

(4.3) R™" — E, z+ TPe,

is continuous if £ is a TMIB and continuous with respect to the weak-* topology on
E if E is a DTMIB. Consequently, pZ is Borel measurable when E is a TMIB (as E
is separable). If F is a DTMIB with E = E, where E, a TMIB, the bipolar theorem
yields that pZ = ,63)9 , whence pZ is Borel measurable in this case as well.

Given a Banach space X C S'(R"), we define the Banach spaces X := {f €
S'(R") | f € X} with norm || f||x = ||fllx and 65X = {f € S'(R")|0_5f € X}
with norm || f|lezx = [|0_5f||x. Furthermore, given a polynomially bounded weight
function w on R", we denote by C,, = C,(R™) the space LY N C(R™); of course, it is
a closed subspace of Lg°.

Assume that F is a TMIB. The twisted convolution of e € E and g € (f_gE') is
defined as

exp g(x) = ple, T, "05(9)) -
Similarly, we define the twisted convolution of e € E and g € (0_gEY) as
expg(x) = (e, T, %05(9)) p-

Obviously, these definitions coincide with the one given in (&I]) if ¢ € S(R™). Note
that the bilinear mappings

xg: B x (0_gE')— Cipe and  #p: E' x (0_pE) — Cl/ﬁg,

are well-defined and continuous.

5. DISCRETE SPACES ASSOCIATED TO TMIB AND DTMIB

Throughout this section, F always stands for a TMIB or a DTMIB. We also fix a
real-valued n x n-matrix B, a lattice A in R”, and a bounded open neighbourhood U
of the origin such that the family of sets {\ + U | A € A} is pairwise disjoint.
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5.1. Definition and basic properties. The following fundamental definition is in-
spired by [13, Definition 3.4], where a discrete space is associated to a solid Banach
function space.

Definition 5.1. Let x € D(U)\{0}. We define the discrete space associated to E with
respect to B as

EP(A) = EfX(A) = {c = (cx)ren € CA ‘ Sy(c) = ZCAT)\BX € E}

AEA
and endow it with the norm |[|c[|gr(x) = HCHE(?X(A) = ||Sy ()]l 5-

We start by showing that EZ(A) is a Banach space whose definition is independent
of x € D(U)\{0}.

Theorem 5.2.
(i) EPZ(A) is a Banach space.
(ii) The definition of EF(A) is independent of the choice x € D(U)\{0} and differ-
ent non-zero elements of D(U) induce equivalent norms on EF(A).

Proof. (i) Let (¢;);en be a Cauchy sequence in E¥(A). Since E is continuously included
in D'(R"), the inclusion mapping EZ(A) — C* is continuous. Hence, there is ¢ € C*
such that lim; ,o,¢; = ¢ in C*. As (S,(c;))jen is a Cauchy sequence in F, there is
e € E such that lim; . S\ (c;) = e in E. Note that e = S,(c) in D'(R"). Therefore,
c € EB(A) and lim;_,oo ¢; = ¢ in EF(A).

(17) We divide the proof into three steps.

STEP I: Let x € D(U)\{0} be such that X = 1 on some non-empty open subset V
of U. Then, EF.(A) is continuously included into EJ, (A) for all x € D(U)\{0}.

Let o € U and r > 0 be such that [zg — 7,29 + r|* C V. Pick ¢ € D_,,n such
that > .. Tymt) = 1 on R™. Hence, there is N € N such that Z\m\gN Tty =1 on

supp x. For all ¢ € EP-(A) it holds that

Z C)\T)\BX = Z Z CAT)\B(XTrmw)

AeA im|<N XA
= 3 Y el T (T T )
Im|<N XeA
= Y Ton-ao (Z cwmt(wo—"m’“Tf<>7meTm_rmx>>
Im|<N AeA
— Z Trm—:cg (Z C)\T)\B)A(/- Z e27rz'Bt(xo—rm).)\/TX(Txo_rmXTwa)) .
Im|<N AEA Ve

The result is therefore a consequence of Corollary

STEP II: Let x € D(U)\{0}. Choose x € D(U) such that supp x C {z € U | x(z) #
0} and X = 1 on some non-empty open subset V' of U. Then, EfX(A) = Ef%(A) with
equivalent norms.
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By STEP I, EP(A) is continuously included in E7, (A). We now show the converse
inclusion. Set ¢ = x/x € D(U). For all ¢ € EJ, (A) it holds that

Y aTli =) alllxe) =Y alix- Y Tve,

AEA AEA AEA AeA

whence the result follows from Corollary [3.6l
STEP III: Let x1,x2 € D(U)\{0}. Then, E} (A) = EF ,(A) with equivalent
norms.

Choose X1, x2 € D(U) as in STEP II. Then,
E‘le (A) = EdBif{l (A) = EdBif{z (A) = E‘fXQ (A)

with equivalent norms, where the first and third equality follow from STEP II and the
second equality follows from STEP I. U

Remark 5.3. An immediate consequence of Theorem is that EZ(A) also does not
depend on the bounded open set U as long as the family of sets {\ + U |\ € A} is
pairwise disjoint.

The next result, which will be used later on, follows from an inspection of the proof
of Theorem

Lemma 5.4. Let A C D(U)\{0} be a bounded subset of D(U).
(1) For every x € D(U)\{0} there is C > 0 such that

B
21613 ||C||E5:¢(A) < C||C||E£X(A)> ce Ej(A).

(ii) Suppose that there is a non-empty open subset V of U such that
inf inf |p(z)| > 0.

peAzeV
Then, for every x € D(U)\{0} there is C' > 0 such that
‘ B
||C||E£X(A) < Cégg ||C||E§f¢(A)> ce€ Ej(A).

Consider the following discrete spaces
Si(A) == {ce C*| lellsyay = rqu leal(1+ [ADY < oo, VN € N}
S

and
Si(A) :={ceC'"INeN: lells; vy = Sup leal(1+ [AD)7N < ool
S

and endow them with their natural Fréchet space and (LB)-space topology, respec-
tively. The strong dual of S;(A) may be topologically identified with S)(A). We then
have:

Proposition 5.5. The following continuous inclusions hold
Sa(A) = EF(A) — Sy(A).

In view of the continuous inclusions S(R") — E — S'(R™), Proposition is a
direct consequence of the next lemma.
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Lemma 5.6. Let p € S(R™).
(1) The mapping
Si(A) = S(R™), e > TPy
AeA
is well-defined and continuous, and the series Y\, TP is absolutely sum-
mable in S(R™).
(1) The mapping

(5.1) Si(A) = S'(RY), e > TPy
AEA
is well-defined and continuous, and the series ), , exTEp is absolutely sum-
mable in S'(R™).
(iii) Suppose that o € D(U)\{0}. Then, ¢ € C* belongs to Si(A) if and only
if YorenIPo € S (R™). Moreover, the mapping in ([B1)) is a topological
embedding.

Proof. Parts (i) and (i7) are easy consequences of Lemma [£.2] and we omit their proofs.
We now show (iii). Let ¢ € C* be such that Y., , cxT¥p € S’(R™). Hence, there are
N € N and C' > 0 such that

<Z CAT5¢,¢>

AeA
Pick 1 € D(U) such that [, ¢(z)¢(z)de = 1. Then,

< Cl[Yllsv, ¢ € DR").

<Z c,\/ngo,T;Bw> = c,\/ TEo(x)Ty Bap(x)dr = cy, AeA.

NeA
Lemma [£2)(7) now implies that, for all A € A,

<ZCAIT5%TIB¢>

ANeA

lexl = < O Py llsx < O+ 2] BI)Y[[9llsv (1 + X)),

whence ¢ € S)(A). Finally, we show that the continuous mapping (5.0)) is a topological
embedding. It is clear that this mapping is injective and, by what we have just shown,
it also has closed range. Since §'(R"™) is a (DF'S)-space and a closed subspace of a
(DFS)-space is again a (DFS)-space, we obtain that the range of the mapping (5.1)
is a (DFS)-space. Hence, the result follows from the De Wilde open mapping theorem
[23, Theorem 1, p. 59] (cf. [23] Theorem 8, p. 63]). O

Next, we give two results that will play a crucial role in the rest of the article. The
following result is the analogue of [13, Proposition 5.2] in our setting (see also the proof
of [I9] Theorem 12.2.4]).

Proposition 5.7. The bilinear mapping

EZ(A) x S(R") = E, (c,9) = Sy(c), with Sy(c)= ZC)\T)\BQO,
AEA
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s well-defined and continuous and uniquely extends to a continuous bilinear mapping

(5.2) EB(A) x W(FLL L. ) — E, (c,¢) = S,(c).

vE)
Furthermore, if E is a DTMIB with E = E{, where Ey is a TMIB, there is x €
D(U)\{0} such that for every g € Ey and ¢ € W(FLy,_, L., ) thereis h € Ey such that

(5.3) (95(c), 9) = (Sx(e),h), ¢ € EF(A).

Proof. Let v > 0 be such that [—4r,4r]" C U and let x € D ,j» be such that
Y mezn Irmx = 1 on R". Choose ¥ € D{_y 9, such that ¢ = 1 on [—r,7]" and

Y1 € Di_zp3rjn such that ¢y = 1 on [-2r,2r]". Let ¢ € EJ(A) and ¢ € W(FLj_,L.)
be arbitrary. For each m € Z", we infer
B . —2miBArm B
(54) D aTl(elmx) = e T T (T-rmp)X)
AEA AEA
= dlrm Z CA€_2MBtrm.)\Tf(X(T—rmw)w)
AeA
— Trm <Z C)\T)\BX . Z 6_2thrm'>\/T)\,((¢T_me)wl)) .
AEA NeA
Hence, Corollary B.G yields that >,y exT¥ (¢Tmx) € E and that
AT (¢TrmX)|| < Cllelpp wg (rm) [YT—rmel 711
A (P LrmX > EZ(A) E rm® }'L;E
mezZr || xen B mezn
= Cllelzpay Y we(rm)leTmll Ly -
mezn"
Choose 1)y € Di_4y4,)» such that 1, =1 on [—3r, 3r]". Then,
S wp(rm) [Tl = / | Tt rzy w(rm)ds
mezn E mezn Jrm+—r/2,r/2]" E
<crny | [Tt Tyl s, w(a)da
mezn Y rmE[=r/2,r/2]" B
<C'r _n”waLl Z [Tl o1 wr(z)de
E

mGZn rm+[—r/2,7/2]"
= Ol el sy
We deduce that

(5.5) >

mezZ™

> T (@Tomx)
AEA

< C'"||C||E§(A)||S0||W(IL;E,L3,E)-
E

Now suppose that ¢ € S(R™). Since the double series
Z CAT)j\B (‘PTrmX)

meZ™, NeA



GABOR FRAME CHARACTERISATIONS OF MODULATION SPACES 17
is absolutely summable in S'(R™), we have that (cf. Lemma [5.6(ii))
(56) D alfe= > > all(¢lnx) inS[R"), cecEJM) ¢cSR.

AEA mEZ™ AeA
As S(R") is dense in W(FLg_, L., ), the first statement is therefore a consequence of
(5H). Moreover, we obtain that

57 Sp0)= D> all(@lmy), c€EF(N), € W(FLy, L)

meZ"™ AeA
Next, suppose that E is a DTMIB with £ = E{, where E is a TMIB. Let g € Ej and
¢ € W(FLy, , L., ) be arbitrary. Similarly as in the proof of (5.5, one can show that

Vg’
the series
Z (T—rmg . Z 6_27riBtrm'XT>\’ (Q/)T—rmgo)>

mezn NeA

is absolutely summable in Ejy; denote it by h € Ey. Then, (5.4)) and (5.7) give (5.3)). O

Corollary 5.8. The space W(FLj_, L) is continuously included into E. Conse-

quently, W(FLy_, L} ) C E' continuously if E is a TMIB and W (FL;_,L}_ ) C Eq

vE?

continuously if E is a DTMIB and E = Ej, where Ey is a TMIB.

Proof. Let ¢® € C* be such that ¢§ = 1 and ¢} = 0 for A € A\{0}. Since S(R") is dense
in W(FLj_, L., ), Proposition 5.7 yields that S,(c°) = ¢ for all ¢ € W(FLj_, L., ).
The result now follows from another application of Proposition 5.7}

Remark 5.9. From now on, we will denote the continuous extension 5@(0) simply by
S,(c). We emphasise that, at the moment, we do not claim that S,(c) is given by
> oren TV for general ¢ € W(FLJ , L, ) as we do not give any meaning to this
series for such . Later on, we will prove that the series ), coxTPp converges to
S,(c) in the Césaro sense (see Corollary below).

We now show a sampling inequality for the twisted translation; it should be compared
with [19, Lemma 3.9(a) and Proposition 5.2] and [19, Proposition 11.1.4].
Corollary 5.8 implies that the bilinear mapping

(5.8) g B x (0_pgW(FLg,, L)) — Cym

Vg
is well-defined and continuous (cf. the last part of Section [).
Proposition 5.10. The bilinear mapping
E x (0_gW(FLy,, Ly, )y — Ef (M), (e,¢) = Ry(e) := (e x5 p(A))rea,

1s well-defined and continuous.

The proof of Proposition [5.10] is based on the identity shown in the next lemma.
Lemma 5.11. For all f € S'(R"), ¢ € S(R") and x € D(U), it holds that
(5.9) Y freeNT¥x= / Tof -y e (L (05(9)x)de in S'(R"),

AEA R AEA
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where the integral should be interpreted as an S'(R™)-valued Pettis integral with respect
to the weak-x topology on S'(R™).

Proof. Note that the mapping
n n —2miBtx-\ <
R* = Dre (R™), z Aeer T\(T:(0B(2))X)
is continuous. This implies that the mapping
R" — S/(Rn>7 T = Txf : Z 6_2With'ATA(Tx(eB(@))X>
AEA

is continuous with respect to the weak-* topology on §’'(R™). Hence, by Lemma [5.6(77),
we only need to show that

> [ FemeNTE @ = [ <Txf - Ze‘Q”iBWMTx(eB<¢>>x>,w> do

AEA AEA
for all v € S(R™). We have that

Z/ [ oW TE () () dz

A€A

= S U0, T 06(2) (1) / T8 x(w)yi(x)da

n

=S (0. [ TP Os@N T+ )t )i ).

As the function
R™ — C, (t,2) = T " (05(2) ()T x(t + 2)¥(t + ),
belongs to S(R**), we infer that

Z/ f #5 o\ TEx (@) (x)de

AEA
= (f( B (05(2) OTPX(E + 2)(t + 7))
AEA
- / 0. T O (T3t + )it + )
AEA
/n Z f’ T— (T)\ X?/)»
AEA

= [ AT LT o) T o

AEA

- / ST f e 2T (T, (05()) ) ) da

" XeA
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= / <Txf . Z 6—2thx~ATA(Tx(93(@))X), ¢> dz.

AEA
This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Proof of Proposition[5.10. As e xg ¢ is continuous, we can evaluate it at A € A. Fix

x € D(U)\{0}. Since S(R") is dense in W (FL;_, L), Lemma[5.ITand the continuity
of the mapping (5.8) imply that it suffices to show that the bilinear mapping

Ex (0_pW(FLy, Ly )) — E,
(5.10) (e, ) | Tpe- Y e P (T,(05(2))x)de

R AEA

is well-defined and continuous, where the integral should be interpreted as an E-valued
Bochner integral if £ is a TMIB and as an E-valued Pettis integral if E' is a DTMIB.
Let e € E and ¢ € (0_pW(FL; , L)) be arbitrary. Choose x; € D(U) such that
X1 = 1 on supp x. Then,

> e TN, (05())x) = Y e T ETAN(TL(0(2))xx1),  w €R™
AEA AEA

Hence, Corollary verifies that, for z € R” fixed, the integrand in (5.10) is a well-
defined element of E.

Claim. The mapping

(5.11) R" = B, x> Tpe - » e ™oL (T,(05(3))x),
AEA

is strongly measurable if E is a TMIB and weak-* measurable if E is a DTMIB.

Assuming the validity of the claim, Corollary gives the bound

h E

< C||6||E/ W) Te(0s(2)xXllFry dr = Cllellsllello_swerry .oy, )y

Toe- Y e ™D (T (05(2))x)x1)|| d

A€A

whence the mapping (5.10) is well-defined and continuous. It remains to prove the
claim. First suppose that ¢ € S(R"). For each x € R", it holds that

Ze_%iBtm"\T)\(Tm(eB(@))X) € Dr~(R™) and ZTA “5'(05(9))x) € Dre(R™).
AEA AEA

We infer that, for all ¥ € S(R™) and = € R",

<Tx6 D eI (T (0(2)), ¢>

A€A
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- <Txe, 0 Z e_ZWith'ATA(Tx(QB(@))X)>

XeA
= <Txe, 2B N g, (@DZTA 7 (05( ))X)>>
XeA
<TBt€ > (TP (0s( ))x),¢>a
XeA

and, consequently,

(5.12) Toe > e BN (T,(05(p) e Y TN P (05(9))X)-

A€EA AEA
Lemma implies that
> TN(T, P (05(¢ = N1, (@)xx) € FMz,
AEA AEA

and therefore the multiplication on the right-hand side in (5.12)) may be interpreted as
the multiplication on E x FMj . Since the mapping R" — FLj , = — T8 (05(p)),
is continuous, Lemma gives the continuity of the mapping
n —Bt -
R" — FMS, x =Y TNT; % (05(9)X),
AEA
which, in turn, yields that the mapping
R" = B,z T Y Ta(T, 7 (05(2)X).
AEA

is continuous if £ is a TMIB and continuous with respect to the weak-* topology on
E if E is a DTMIB. Thus, if ¢ € S(R"), the mapping (5.11)) is continuous if F is a
TMIB and continuous with respect to the weak-* topology on E if E is a DTMIB. Now
let ¢ € (0_pW(FLj ,L,)) be arbitrary. Choose a sequence (¢;)jen C S(R™) that
converges to ¢ in (9_BW(]-"L11,E, ). Since the mapping W(FL; , Ly, ) — FLj
1 — 1y, is continuous, Corollary - implies that the mappings
R" = B, w1 Toe: Y e BT (T, (05()vn), 7 €N,
AEA

converge pointwise to the mapping (5I1) in F if F is a TMIB and in the weak-x
topology of E if F is a DTMIB. This implies the claim. U

Corollary 5.12. Let x,v» € D(U)\{0} be such that (0p(¢),X)r2 # 0. Then, the
mappings
S, : EP(A) - E and R¢:E—>E5(A)
are continuous and
(5.13) Ry oS = (0p(1), X)r21dgsy) -

In particular, S\, (EPZ(A)) is a complemented subspace of E.
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Proof. The mapping S, : EF(A) — F is continuous by definition of E?(A) and the
continuity of the mapping R : £ — EZ(A) has been shown in Proposition 5100 The
identity (£.13) follows from a straightforward computation. O

We end this subsection by giving two examples; further examples shall be discussed
in Subsection [5.4] below.

Examples 5.13. (i) Let E be a solid TMIB or DTMIB. Fix a bounded open neigh-
bourhood of the origin W with W C U. We define the Banach space

Ey(A) == {c e CA} S el € E}

AEA

with norm [[¢|| := || Y54 lea|lasw] g Note that Ey(A) is solid. We have that EF(A) =
E4(A) topologically for all real-valued n x n-matrices B. Hence, in the solid case, our
definition coincides with the standard one (cf. [I3| Definition 3.4]). Let w be a poly-
nomially bounded weight function on R”. For 1 < p < oo we define 2 (A) as the
Banach space consisting of all ¢ € C* such that ||c[|g ) := [[(cxw(A))reallern) < o0
We define cg,,(A) as the closed subspace of £5°(A) consisting of all ¢ € £5°(A) satisfying
the following property: For every ¢ > 0 there is a finite subset A of A such that
Suprcaa [ex[w(N) < e, Then, (L2)a(A) = ,(A); furthermore, (Co,u)B(A) = cou(A)
for all real-valued n x n-matrices B. A similar statement holds for the weighted mixed-
norm spaces considered in Example B.3)(7).

(ii) Let E be a solid TMIB or DTMIB. We wish to determine (FE)%(A). We de-
fine E(R"/A') as the Banach space consisting of all At-periodic elements f € Ej,.
with norm

HfHE(R"/Al) = HflIAL HE
Since £ C L} _(R™), we have that F(R"/At) C L*(R"/A*). As customary, we define
the Fourier coefficients of an element f € L*(R"/A') as

1
CA(f):m -

f(z)e 2™ o dy, AeA.
We then have:

Proposition 5.14. Let E be a solid TMIB or DTMIB. Then,
(5.14) B(R"/AY) = (FE)3(A), f = (ex(f))rea

s a topological isomorphism.

Proof. Let f € E(R"/A") be arbitrary. Note that (cx(f))xea € €°(A) C S)(A). Hence,
) =Y _alf)Em™ in SR,
AeA
Let x € D(U)\{0}. By Lemma [ (ZZ) we infer that

FHS((ex(Frea))©) =D ax(HF 1)) = (©)) ea(f)e™re

A€A AEA
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= F 0@ = D FHOOE () Lrr,. ().

ueEAL

For each 1 € A+ it holds that

IF 00 Lrr, e < wp(IT-W(FH00) 1, e
< Co(L+ )™ 1T F 0Oz, ) 1 i /ay
< CA+ 1) Sl pwn/as),
whence the mapping (5.14)) is well-defined and continuous. This mapping is injective
because for all f € L'(R"/A1) it holds that f = 0 if and only if ¢\(f) = 0 for
all A\ € A. Next, let ¢ € (FE)Y(A) be arbitrary. By Proposition 5.5, ¢ € S)(A).
Hence, f(£) = Y. cp ex€2™*¢ is a well-defined A*-periodic element of &'(R™). Choose

¢ € S(R™) such that F~'(¢)(€) # 0 for all £ € R". By Lemma [E.6{(i7) and Proposition
5.7, we have that

E>F1(S,(c)) = ZCA}—_I(TMP) = F Yo,

AEA
which implies that f € F(R"/A') and, in view of Proposition 5.7,

£l s@nasy = 111, e < N/FH @), o llF (@) fle < Cliell zuya)-

Clearly, ¢ is equal to the image of f under the mapping (5.14]). Therefore, this mapping
is surjective and its inverse is continuous. 0

Corollary 5.15. Let 1 < p < co. Then, (FLP)Y(A) = (FLP)Y(A) for all polynomially
bounded weight functions w on R™.

5.2. Convergence properties. In this subsection we address the following question:
Let x € D(U)\{0} and ¢ € EP(A). In which sense does the series Y, cxT¥x
converge in E? When E is solid, we can give a quick answer to this question (cf. [13]
Proposition 5.2]).

Lemma 5.16. Let E be solid and let x € D(U)\{0}. For each ¢ € EF(A) the series
Y oxeA exTEx converges unconditionally in E if E is a TMIB and converges uncondi-
tionally with respect to the weak-x topology on E if E is a DTMIB.

Proof. We only consider the case when E is a TMIB as the case when F is a DTMIB can
be treated similarly. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. Pick ¢y € D(R") such that |5, (c) —¢||r <
e. Let A be a finite subset of A such that supp¢) N (Uyepao (A + U)) = 0. For
any A® C A’ c A, N finite, denote by gp the characteristic function of the set

supp ¥ U (Uyep (A + 0)). Since Y\ o exTEX = garSy(c) and (1 — ga)v = 0, we infer
that

= [I(1 = ga)(Sy(c) = ¥)lle < [[Sx(c) = ¥lle <e.

E

Sy(e) = Z aTyx

AeN
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However, for general TMIB and DTMIB this question is far more subtle, as the
following observation shows.

Proposition 5.17. Let x € D((—3,3))\{0}. For1 < p < oo, p # 2, there exists
an element ¢ € (FLP)Y(Z) such that the series Y\, cxTax is not unconditionally

convergent in FLP(R). For p = 1 there even exists an element ¢ € (FLY)YZ) such

that the sequence of symmetric partial sums (ZMI<N c,\TAx> does not converge in
= NeN
FLY(R).

Proof. In view of Proposition [B.14], this is a consequence of the following two classical
facts about Fourier series: For 1 < p < oo, p # 2, there exists an element in LP(R/Z)
whose Fourier series is not unconditionally convergent in LP(R/Z) [21, Exercise 6.5];
there exists an element in L'(R/Z) such that the sequence of symmetric partial sums
of its Fourier series does not converge in L'(R/Z) [17, Example 4.1.4]. O

We will now formulate a positive answer to the above question by using the concept
of Césaro summability.

Definition 5.18. Let X be a Hausdorff topological vector space and let (z))xen C X.
The series ), ., 2 is said to be Césaro summable to x € X if (recall that A = AyZ")

. || |7
tm S () (- =

mez"

|mj|<N
Theorem 5.19. Let x € D(U)\{0}. For each c € EF(A), the series Y\ cxIY X is
Césaro summable in E if E is a TMIB and Césaro summable with respect to the weak-+
topology on E if E is a DTMIB.

We need some preparation for the proof of Theorem £.19. A sequence (kn)nez, C
LYR™/Z") is called an approzimate identity on R™/Z" [IT, Definition 1.2.15] if
(i) f[—%,é]” kn(z)dr =1 for all N € Z,.
(1) SupPyez, f[_%’%}n kn(z)|dz < oo.
(27i) For all 6 > 0 it holds that

lim |kn(z)|dz = 0.
N=oo J1-1 1)n\[~,6)
> ) |
o my Mp 2mwim-x
mezZn
|m;|<N

Then, (Fn)nez,, called the Féjer kernel, is an approximate identity on R"/Z™ [17,
Proposition 3.1.10]. We need the following vector-valued version of the fundamental
property of approximate identities on R™/Z"; the proof is analogous to the scalar-valued
case (see e.g. the proof of [17, Theorem 1.2.19]) and we omit it.

Lemma 5.20. Let (kn)nez, be an approzimate identity on R"™/Z".
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(1) Let X be a Banach space. Suppose that £ : [—%, %]" — X is continuous. Then,

(5.15) lim £(2)ky (2)dz = £(0),

N—o0 [_l l}n
272

where the above integrals should be interpreted as X -valued Bochner integrals.
(i) Let Xq be a separable Banach space and set X = X{. Suppose that f : [—%, 3" —
X is continuous with respect to the weak-x topology on X. Then, (5.1I5]) holds
with respect to the weak-x topology on X if the integrals are interpreted as X -

valued Pettis integrals with respect to the weak-x topology on X.

Proof of Theorem[5.19. Choose 1 € D(U) such that ¢ = 1 on supp x. Let ¢ € EZ(A)
be arbitrary. For each N € Z., it holds that

[m| ||
= oml) o)

|| <N
— Z (1 — %) ce (1 — ‘W]z;‘) CAAmTAAmXTAAm,lvb
|| <N
|| ||
O O (L W ) P
' m;N N N !
Note that
P (- (- B e ) @ - deomae
Imj|<N

Hence, (3.6]) yields that

> (- (- B - [ asiod-o o

N
\mj|<N R™

where the integral should be interpreted as an FE-valued Bochner integral if E is a
TMIB and as an E-valued Pettis integral if E is a DTMIB. Therefore, Lemma
yields that

. | || B
tm 52 (1B (- ) et

\m |[<N

lim | M) 1Sy (Q)((AY) T Fn(€)de

A) N—o0
B vol(A) J\}l—rgo WZZ; /m+[—;,;}n M(AR)’IESX(C)w((Af\)_lf)FN(f)dg
1 : ~
= a2 [ Moo Su@BAR) o+ ) (s

mezZm™
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1 —~
~ vol(A) > M-S ()9 ((A})m)
mezm

1 ~
= vol(A) MZ M, S\ (c)¥(n)

eAL

= Sx(c) : ZT)\?/J

AEA
= Sy(0),
where the last equality follows from the fact that ¢» =1 on supp x. O

Remark 5.21. Let x € D(U)\{0} and let ¢ € EZ(A). Instead of the Césaro means, we
can also consider the Bochner-Riesz means of order o, a > 0, of the series S, (c) =

Z)\e/\ C)\T)\BXa nameIYa

o m[*\*
@ =Y (1-55) cntho vez.

mezZ™
|m|<N

Set

La . 1_ |m|2 “ 2mim-x N Z
N(x) - Z N2 € ’ € Ly

mez™
|m|<N

Then, (LY )nez, is an approximate identity on R"/Z" if o > (n — 1)/2 [17, Proof of
Proposition 4.1.9]. Hence, by using the exact same argument as in the proof Theorem
519, one can show that, for a > (n —1)/2,

]\}1_{{1)0 By (Sy(c)) = Sx(c)
in £ if E' is a TMIB and with respect to the weak-x topology on E if E is a DTMIB.

We denote by coo(A) the space consisting of all elements of C* with only finitely
many non-zero entries. We have the following consequence of Theorem [5.19L

Corollary 5.22. Let E be a TMIB. The space coo(A) is dense in EZ(A).

With the help of Theorem [5.19] we can also describe the bilinear mapping (5.2) from
Proposition (5.7]

Corollary 5.23. For all c € EJ(A) and ¢ € W(FL;_, L}, ), it holds that

(5.16) Selc) = TP
AEA

where the series is Césaro summable in E if E is a TMIB and Césaro summable with
respect to the weak-+ topology on E if E is a DTMIB.
Proof. Since S(R™) is dense in W(FL;, , L, ), Proposition 5.7 yields that (5.16) holds

vE’

true for all ¢ € coo(A) and ¢ € W(FLj_, L, ). Let c € EJ(A) be arbitrary. We define
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™) € coo(A), N € Zy, by

o) _{ (1—"”—]&')"'(1—'7}”‘)%1\% if |m;[ < N,

Axm — .
0, otherwise.

If £ is a TMIB, Proposition [5.7] and Theorem imply that S,(c™)) converges to
S,(c) in E, which completes the proof in this case. Now suppose that £ is a DTMIB
with £ = Ej, where Ej is a TMIB. Let x € D(U)\{0} be as in the second part of
Proposition 5.7l Then, for every g € Fjy there is h € Fjy satisfying

(5 (-0 (1=t e

|m]‘|<N

|| |

Theorem [5.19 yields that the right-hand side of the above identity tends to (Sy(c), h) =
(Sy(c), g). This completes the proof. O

5.3. Duality and stability under completed tensor products of TMIB. In this
subsection, we determine the dual of the discrete space associated to a TMIB and study
the discrete space associated to the completed tensor product of two TMIB.

Proposition 5.24. Let E be a TMIB. The strong dual of EF(A) may be topologically
identified with (E');5(A) via the dual pairing

(o)=Y cen,  de(ENPN), ce EF(N).
A€A

Furthermore, the series ), c\cx is Césaro summable in C.

Proof. Let x,¢ € D(U)\{0} be such that [, x(2)¢(2x)dz = 1. Note that

S e = <Zc;T;B¢, ZcATABx> e (E)P(), c € cnlh).

AEA AEA AEA
Hence, Theorem implies that the mapping

(ENg"(A) = (EF (M), ¢ = (C - C&CA) :
AEA
is well-defined and continuous, and that the series ), , c\cy is Césaro summable in
C. This mapping is clearly injective. We now show that it is also surjective; the result
then follows from the open mapping theorem. Pick xy € D(U)\{0} such that x € D(U)
and set 1 = 0_g(x) € D(U)\{0}. Let 2’ € (EZ(A)) be arbitrary. There is ¢ € C*
such that
(2 c) = Zc;ck, ¢ € coo(A).

A€A
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Since the space coo(A) is dense in EP(A) (Corollary £22), it suffices to show that
d € (E");P(A). Consider the continuous linear mapping R, : E — EP(A) from
Proposition [5.10l and denote its transpose by *Ry. For all ¢ € D(R™) it holds that

("Ry(2),0) =Y chp s (N)

AEA

=Y 6 [ e s

AEA

_ / n <Z C;T;BX> (2)p(x)dz.

AEA
Hence, -, ATy "x = 'Ry(2') € E' and, thus, ¢ € (E);”(A). O

Our next goal is to show that the completed tensor product of the discrete spaces
associated to two TMIB is canonically isomorphic to the discrete space associated to
the completed tensor product of the two TMIB.

Proposition 5.25. Let E; be a TMIB on R™, let B; be a real-valued n; X n;-matriz,
and let A; be a lattice in R™ for j = 1,2. Let 7 denote either m or €. Then,
(B (A)®,(E2) 2 (Ay) is canonically isomorphic to (B @, Ey) P2 (A; x Ay).

Proof. Set n = ny +mny, B = B; ® By, and A = A; x A;. Choose a bounded open
neighbourhood U; of the origin in R™ such that the families of sets {\ + U; | X € A,},
j = 1,2, are pairwise disjoint. Set U = U; x U,. Choose x; € D(U;)\{0} such that
X; € D(U;), j = 1,2, and set y = x1 ® x2 € D(U)\{0}. Denote by ¢ : (E1)7" (A1) ®-
(Ey)2(A9) = (F1®,Ey)F(A) the canonical inclusion mapping. We need to show that
this mapping extends to a topological isomorphism from (F;)5" (A1)®, (E5)72(Ag) onto
(E1®,Ey)%(A). By the identity S,, ® Sy, = Sy o ¢ and Corollary 513, it suffices to
show that the mapping

Sy @7 Sy, + (BT (M)®-(E2) 2 (A2) = E1®,Es

is a topological embedding with range equal to S, ((E1®,E2)?(A)). The mappings
Sy;» 7 = 1,2, are topological embeddings. Hence, by definition of the e-topology,
the mapping SX1<§>ESX2 is a topological embedding as well (cf. [24] p. 47]). For the
m-topology, Corollary and [24, Proposition 2.4] imply that also the mapping
S, @xS,, is a topological embedding. The identity S,, ®S,, = Sy ot and the fact that
S ((E1®,E5)5(A)) is closed in E;®, E, imply that the range of S,,®,5,, is included in
Sy (B1®,E»)F(A)). As the space cop(A) = coo(A1) @coo(A2) C (E1)7" (A1) @ (Ea)g?(As)
is dense in (E1®,F)P(A) (Corollary 522) and S,,®,S,, is a topological embedding,
we conclude that the range of Sy, ®,S,, is equal to S, ((E1®,F,)F(A)). O

5.4. Examples. As explained in the introduction, the 2n x 2n-matrix By from Defini-
tion [4.1] is the most important for our purposes. In this subsection, we determine the
discrete space associated to various TMIB and DTMIB with respect to By. We start
with the spaces considered in Example [3.3|(7i7).
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Let A be a lattice in R™ and let B be a real-valued n x n matrix. For ¢ € C? we set
Op(c) = (cre®™ B ) ca. Given a Banach space X C C*, we define the Banach space
OpX = {C c CcA | G_B(C) c X} with norm ||C||93X = HH—B(C)HX’

Proposition 5.26. Let E be a TMIB on R™ and let w be a polynomially bounded
weight function on R™. Let A; and Ay be two lattices in R™.

(1) It holds that
(LA(RY; By)) " (A1 X Nog) = £5,(Ag; EQ(Ay)), 1<p<oo,
(Cow(RE; Ex))F(Mre X Aog) = couw(Aa; EY(A1)),

topologically.
(ii) Suppose that vy = 1. Then,

(L2,(R2: Ee)) i (Ara X Age) = 6_p, 8% (Ar; Eg(As)), 1 <p< oo,
(Cow(RY; Ee))F (A1 z X Ase) = 0_pyco,m(Ar; ES(As)),
topologically.

Proof. We only show the statements for L? as the proofs for Cy,, are similar. Set
A = Ay x Ay. Choose a bounded open neighbourhood U of the origin such that the
families of sets {\; + U | \; € A;}, j = 1,2, are pairwise disjoint. Fix yx; € D(U) with
x;(0) #0, j=1,2, and set x = x1 ® x2 € D(U x U)\{0}.

(¢) Since coo(A) is dense in both (L, (RE; E))5o (A x Ay) and 22 (Ay; E9(A;)) (Corollary
£.22)), it suffices to show that these spaces induce the same topology on cgo(A). For all
¢ = (Cx0e) (0 20)en € Coo(A) it holds that

p
||S ( )HLP (RZ;Ez) / Z T)\2X2 ) Z C>\1,>\26_2WM1(§_)\2)T>\1X1 w(f)pdf
A2€A2 A EA E
p
:/ Z Z C)\1,>\26_27”)\1(§_)\2)T)\1X1 |T)\2X2(£)‘pw(£)pd£
Rn Ao€EAs [ A1EAL E
p
=/ Z M_(e_x) Z EnneDa Mesoxa|| [ Thoxe(§)[Pw(§)PdE.
R™ xa€hs A€M E

Since the set {M,x1|n € U} is bounded in D(U) and x; # 0, Lemma [5.4] implies that
there is C' > 0 such that, for all n € U and ¢ € cyo(A),

Y e AQTA1X1 <11 ewnTuMpxa cl > e AQTA1X1
A€M A €A E A€M
Hence,
p
1Sy (c )||Lp(Rn B S Z / Z eI Me_xox1l] | The (X2ve) () [Pw(§)PdE
Xaehs VR [N eny E
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P
<0 Y| et [ ha@Pveerut+ xras
A2€A2 [|A1EA E U
P
<¢ Z Z e Daxal| wre)” = C/”CHzp (A2;E9(A1))
A2€A2 [|A1EA E

for all ¢ € ¢go(A). Next, choose an open neighbourhood V' of 0 such that infeey |x2(£)| >

0. Then,
Z C>\17>\2T)\1 M€—>\2 X1

EXCIES 5 |
n )\161\1
p
>C? Z Z Carxe I X1

A2€A2 || 1€A

> Y)Y T

A2€A2 [|A1EA

p

T, (X2/7E) () [Pw(§)PdE

/V el E) PP (€) (€ + Ao)Pde

p

w(A)? = C/_1||C||§5(A2;Eg(m))

for all ¢ € cpo(A). This shows the result.

(#7) As in part (i), it suffices to show that the spaces (L2 (R?; E¢))7° (A1, x Aye) and
0_p, (% (A1; E9(As)) induce the same topology on coo(A). Let ¢ € cgo(A) be arbitrary
and set ¢ = 0p,(c). Then,

S0 = 3 Toue (M 5 MTW)

A EA A2€Ao

and thus
p

M-, E Car e Do X2
A2€A2

||S ( )HLP (R2;Ee) = Z ||T)\1X1||I£{JU

ALEA

E
We infer that

1|| ng (A1;E9(A2)) < HS ( )HL{’U(R" iEe) < CHCHgP (A1;ES(A2))
from which the result follows. O

Remark 5.27. If E, w, Ay and A, are as in Proposition[5.20(7), the exact same argument
as in its proof shows that

(L2, (RE; Ba))g ™ (e X Aag) = 6, (A2s Bg(A1), 1< p< oo,
topologically.

Proposition 5.28. Let E be a DTMIB with the Radon-Nikodym property and let w
be a polynomially bounded weight function on R™. Let Ay and Ay be two lattices in R™.
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(¢) It holds that
(L0(RE; E))g" (Mrw X Aog) = 6,(Ao; By (A1), 1<p < oo,

topologically.
(13) Suppose that vg = 1. Then,

(L (R Ee)) (A1 a X Aog) = 0_p 0% (Ay; EY(A2)), 1 <p<oo,

w

topologically.

Proof. We only show (i) as (i7) can be treated similarly. Suppose that £ = Ej, where
Ey is a TMIB. Let ¢ be the Holder conjugate index to p. As E satisfies the Radon-
Nikodym property, we have that

LL(R™ E) = (LY, (R"; Ep))"

Proposition [(.24] yields that E9(A;) = ((Ep)%(A;)). Since, by Corollary 512, E9(A,)
also satisfies the Radon-Nikodym property, we have that

0, (A5 E(A)) = (€ (A3 (Bo)(A1))).
The result now follows from Proposition and O

Next, we discuss completed tensor products of two TMIB on R™. Note that By is
not the direct sum of two n X n-matrices and therefore this matrix is not covered by
Proposition It would be interesting to determine the discrete space associated to
the completed tensor product of two TMIB with respect to By but even for most of
the LP-spaces we do not know how to do this:

Problem 5.29. Let A; and As be lattices in R™. Let 7 denote either 7 or €. Give an
explicit description of (Lp1®TLp2)f° (A1 x Ag) for 1 < pq,pa < 0.

For 7 = 7 and p; = 1 we have the following (trivial) answer to Problem (cf. [24],
Section 2.3]):

(L'®LP?) 7 (Ar x A) = (LML) 50 (A1 X Ay) = €1 (Ag; 072 (Ay)),

where the second equality follows from Example B.T3(7).
We now provide an answer to Problem [£.29 for p, = 2 and p; varying in a certain
range. In fact, we are able to show the following more general result.

Proposition 5.30. Let Ay and Ay be two lattices in R™, let wy and wy be two polyno-
mially bounded weight functions on R", and let 1 < p1,ps < 0o. Then,

(1) (Lo ©xF L) (M1 X Ag) = 0y Ll 0y (A (FLP)§(A2)) if prt + 3" > 1,

(i) (LPABFLE)E (A X A3) = 0_pyComms (s (FIP)Y(A) i pi + 970 < 1,
topologically.

Proof. Set A = Ay x Ay. Let U C R"™ be a bounded open neighbourhood of the ori-
gin such that the families {\; + U |\; € A;}, j = 1,2, are pairwise disjoint. Choose
A;, k; > 0 such that wj(x +y) < Ajw;(x)(1+ |y))™, j = 1,2, for all z,y € R". We
write ¢; for the Holder conjugate index to p;, j = 1,2. By the closed graph theorem,
it suffices to show that the identities in (7) and (i7) hold algebraically.
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(i) We first show that 6_p, 0 (Aq; (FLP2)9(As)) C (L2 ®-FLP2)7°(A). Pick y1,x2 €

DWU)N\{0} and set y = y1 @ va € DU x UNO}. Let ¢ € 6_p, 01 (Ay: (FL7))(Asy)

be arbitrary and set ¢ = 0p,(c) € £ . (Ay; (FLP?)9(Ay)). We have that

w1 ws
1 SCED LTI (T SENE RN
A€M A2€A2
Corollary .15 implies that, for Ay € Ay fixed, (Gx,n) e, € (FLE2)3(A2) and that
Moy, Y énaToxe < Ay (M)l (@) naes iz o)

A2EA- ]:Li22

< Cw?()‘l) || (6>\1,>\2))\26A2 || (FLP2)%(A2)-

We obtain that the series in the right-hand side of (B.I7) (over A;) is absolutely
summable in LB} O F LP? . This shows the desired inclusion. Next, we prove that

(L2 @ FLE2 )P0 (A) C 0_po L . (A (FLP2)9(As)). Let 7 > 0 be such that [—2r, 2r]" C

U. Pick ¢ € Dr_,,-\{0} and set
Un(z,€) = e P P(x)(€)  and by = (Y1 *p, Y1)

We choose v so that v is not the zero function. Then, ¢y € D, 22 \{0} and 1), €
DU x U)\{0}. Furthermore, choose x € D(U x U) such that (0p,(¢2),X)rz = 1.
Corollary implies that

(5.18) ¢ =Ry, (S\(c) € Ry, (L} R FL2), ¢ € (LB @ F L2 ) (A).
We claim that
(5.19) Fxpypy € LY (FLP?),  F€LP®,FL?.

Before we prove (5.19), let us show how it entails the result. For all F' € LPl ®, FLP2,
we have that

Ry, (F) = (F xp, (1 %8, ¥1)(A))aca = (F %, ¥1) *B, P1(A))aer = Ry, (F %, 1)

Hence, in view of (5.18) and (5.19), the desired inclusion follows from Proposition [5.10]
and Proposition [5.26(i7). It remains to prove (2.I9). Let I € LFl ®,F L2 be arbitrary.
Then,

(5.20) F= Z ajfj ® gy,

=0

where f;,g; € S(R") are such that (f;);jen is bounded in LP! and (g;);en is bounded
in FLE2, and a; € C are such that > |a;| < oo (cf. [24, Proposition 2.8]). For all
f,9 € S(R") it holds that

(621)  (f®9)*mvalt,n) = / |, J@gQut = a)bln = e O dad
= [ (t)g* (Mt)(n).
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We estimate as follows

|(f ®g)*B, ¥1]|Ls

“’1“’2

- |f = () [wr (w2 (| (F ) (T F ) || et

FLp2)

1/p2
< Aol f sy (// T @ ea € F e - P+ =€ D”’”d’fdg)
= Aol f = 1/1||L‘12 HQHfL”Z 191|772

(+]-Dr2
< CllFllzz gl 7rz,

where the last inequality follows from Young’s inequality (note that go > p1). The
representation (5.20) and the above estimate yield that F xp, ¢ € L} (FLP?).

w1 w2

(77) The assumption on p; and p implies that 1 < p;,p2 < oo and thus also 1 <
q1,q2 < oo. First we prove that 0_p,coww, (A1; (FLP2)5(Ag)) C (L{’Jl@efL{’fQ)fO(A).
Choose x1, X2 € D(U)\{0} such that x2 = X2 * X2 € D(U)\{0} and set x = x1 ® x2 €
D(U x U)\{0}. Let ¢ € 0_p,Comwyuw, (A1; (FLP2)Y(A2)) be arbitrary and set ¢ = fp,(c).
Then, the representation (5.17) holds true and, as in part (i), Corollary implies
that
N = M_)\l Z é)\l’)QT)\QXQ S ./_"L‘Z?Q, A€ Ay
A2€A2

We now show that the series in the right-hand side of (5.17) (over A;) is unconditionally
convergent in L} ®F L2 . Denote by K and K the closed unit balls in qu/ = (LAL)
and FLY), (]-" ez, respectively. Set

1/q2
As =sup(l + |z|)™,  As= (Sup Z Xo (2 + M) (1 + |z + A\ |)“2q2> .

zeU PISIING MEA

Let € > 0 be arbitrary. As ¢ € co.u,uw, (A1; (FLP?)%(Ag)), there is a finite subset A§°) of
Aq such that, for all \; € Al\Ago)

Z Cxai oo X2

A2€A2

)\1 U)2 >\1 S (2||X1||LP1A1A2A3A4)_18 =.&1.

FLP2

For any A§°> C AL A C Ay, A} and AY finite, and f; € K, fo € K5, we have that

< ® fa, Z Th X1 ® gy — Z TA1X1®9A1>

A1 EA' A1 GA’{

< \<f1,T,\1X1>||<f2,g,\1>|+ Z |<f17T)\1X1>||<f2ag>\1>"

A EA \A(O) A eA\AL
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Denote these sums by I’ and I”, respectively. We estimate I’ as follows

§ 6>\1,)\2 T)\2 >~<2

<l Y Mllenueo) (Mo, f2) % Xoll e

Areap\A AoEAs FLp2
I fill Lo g +0) IF T3, Xo || L2
<eérlxillze .
Ixall 3 3&(0) w; () W
148y
1/p2 1/!]2

<51||X1||Lp1 (Z M) (Z ||F lng_)\l)@Hqu)

G A€ wa(Ar)®

Since q; < po, we infer that

Ll e )2 e
( Z wl()\l)pz ) < A A3 ( Z ||.f1||Lf11 ()\1+U)>

AMEA A1EA

< 141143||J01||L§1}w1 < A As.

Furthermore,

Z ||-7: f2 A1X2||Lq2
w2

A EA >\1 o
F
<ap [ RO 5 g e a0+ e+ alemdg
w8 A
< APAPIRIT,, < AP AT,

Plugging these bounds into the above estimate for I’; we deduce that I’ < e/2. Anal-
ogously, we find that I” < e/2. Hence,

sup - sup <f1®f2, Y Tuxa®g, — ), TA1X1®9>\1> <k,

f1eK1 foeK2 =Y Y

from which the statement and therefore also the desired inclusion follows. Finally,
we prove that (LEL @ FLP2)7°(A) C 0_p,couwws(A1; (FLP2)Y(Az)). Let 1, 1 and ¢,
be as in the second part of the proof of part (i). Pick X1, x2 € D(U)\{0} such that
X1 = X1*X1*X1 € D(U)\{0} and set x = x1 ® x2 € D(U x U)\{0}. Choose x; and
X2 such that (0p,(¢2),X)r2 = 1. Corollary implies that

(5.22) c=Ry(S(c),  ce (LB FLE)PN).
Arguing as in the proof of part (i), we see that it suffices to show that
(5.23) S, (€) %5y V1 € Copnpuy (FLP?), ¢ € (LB & FLE2)P(A).

Without loss of generality, we may assume that w; and wy are continuous. Then, (cf.
[24], Section 3.1])

(5.24) Con (FL22) = Co @ FLP2 .
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Given a continuous polynomially bounded weight function w on R", we denote by J,
the isometrical isomorphism J,, : Co — Co., @ = p/w. Then, *J, : (Co,) — M!
is an isometrical isomorphism. Set X = X1 ® x2 € D(U x U)\{0}. Let ¢ € coo(A) be
arbitrary. For all f; € (Cou,)" and fo € (FLE2)', it holds that

(5.29 (18 fon Syl = (U ) © o S5(0):
By Young’s inequality, we infer that

G ) * Sl < Aulole

< AfXall

(1+- D=1

LA+ xalley,,

+l-D

IXalla, o T fillae = Al IXillo il oy

1+ -PF1 (1+]- D=L 1+ -DhL

Hence, in view of (5.24)), (5.25]) and the fact that coo(A) is dense in (L{_’Ull(ge]: L{’UQ2)dB °(A)
(Corollary 5.22]), we deduce that the mapping

(LPL @ FLP2 ) (A) = Coy (FLEZ), ¢ S, (c),

is well-defined and continuous. Consequently, to prove (5.23)), it suffices to show that
the mapping
CO,wl (./_"Lizz) — CO,w1w2 (prz), F—F *B, ¢17

is well-defined and continuous. Let F' € S(R?*") be arbitrary. Note that (cf. (5.21]))

A BF 1 (F %5, 1) (t,1) = / / P, €)(t — 2)d(t — n)e? 6 dade
R2n

=0t =) [ WEF P )it - 2)ds
We infer that
||F *By ¢1HL°<>

w1 w2

< sup s (st ( [ 1ot -y ( [ JasF Bt - x>|dx) dn)
< Adollie Bl x

(1+-D=1 (4] -2

bz 1/p2
sup (/ (/ |id @f—l(F)(x,n)\wl(x)dx) wz(n)”?dn)
tern \Jre \J;_vs
< A1A2‘U‘1/q2“¢||L°® HQﬂHLoo y

(+]-DF1 (4 -Dr2

(FLP2)
1/p2

R™ t—U ? ; 1]

teR™
< A A|U|[[9]] oo Hw”L?ﬁ\-UW

(4]

= A Ao|U[[9 ]|

(4]

1A &F 7 E) g5 a2
’WHLE?H-\)@ ”FHL%(JTLZ%)‘
The statement now follows from the density of S(R**) in Co_,,, (FLE2). 0

Corollary 5.31. Let Ay and Ay be two lattices in R™ and let w be a polynomially
bounded weight function on R™. Then,
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(i) (Lh,@xL%) % (M x Ag) = €3, (Ar; 2(Ag)) if 1 <p <2,
(i) (IE®L2) 50 (Ay x Ay) = cow(Ai; (2(Ay)) if 2 < p < o0,
topologically.

6. GABOR FRAME CHARACTERISATIONS OF MODULATION SPACES DEFINED VIA
TMIB anp DTMIB

6.1. The short-time Fourier transform and Gabor frames on S'(R"). We start
with a brief discussion of the short-time Fourier transform (STFT) and Gabor frames on
L*(R™); we refer to the book [19] for more information. Recall that for z = (z,£) € R*"
we write 7(z) = M¢T,. The STFT of f € L*(R") with respect to a window ¢ € L*(R")
is defined as
Vd;f(l’, 5) = (.fa 71'(1’, §)¢)L2 = f(t)w(t - l.)e—27ri£-tdt.
R
Then, V, f € L*(R?™) N C(R?") and the following orthogonality relation holds

(61) (Vdev V»YQO)LQ = (f7 ¢>L2(77¢)L27
where also ¢,y € L*(R"). Furthermore, it holds that

(6.2) Vp(m(2,8)f) = T(e )V -

Let ¢,y € L*(R™) be such that (v,)z2 # 0. The equations (61) and (62)) imply the
reproducing formula

1
(6.3) Vof = mwf#‘/w,

where f,p € L*(R").
Next, we discuss Gabor frames. Fix a lattice A in R*". Let ¢ € L*(R") and suppose
that the analysis operator
Cy o LP(R™) = C(A), £ (Vef(N))rea,
is continuous; this is e.g. the case if ¢p € W(L>, L) [19, Corollary 6.2.3]. The adjoint
operator of Cy, called the synthesis operator, is given by
Dy : *(A) = L*(R™), ¢ = Y exm(A),
AEA
and the series >, ., exm(A)t) converges unconditionally in L*(R™). Let ¢,y € L*(R")
be windows such that Cy, and C., are continuous. We define
Sy~ =D, 0Cy: L*(R") — L*(R")

and call (¢,v) a pair of dual windows on A if Sy, = idz2gn). In such a case, also
S%TZJ = idL2(Rn) and thus

F=Y_VefWa(\)y =Y Vaf()r(Ny,  f € (R,

where both series converge unconditionally in L*(R™).
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Given a window ) € L?(R"), the set of time-frequency shifts

G ¥) = {r(NP A e A}

is called a Gabor frame if there are A, B > 0 such that

Allfllze < 1(VafM)aealley < Bllflle,  f € LAR™).

Then, S = Sy, is a bounded positive invertible linear operator on L*(R™). Set 7° =
S~ e L*(R"). Since S and 7 commute on A, (1),~°) is a pair of dual windows on A.
We call ~° the canonical dual window on A of .

We now discuss the STFT and Gabor frames on S'(R") (cf. [I9, Section 11.2] and
[22]). Let ¢ € S(R™). Then, the mapping V,, : S(R") — S(R*") is continuous. The
STET of f € §'(R") with respect to v is defined as

(6.4) Vof(w.€) = (f.x(e,—OF), (0.6 € B
Then, Vy,f € C(R*) and ||V f| L~ < oo for some N € N. If A ¢ S'(R")

(+l-p—N

is bounded, then the previous estimate holds uniformly for f € A. Since S'(R") is
bornological, this implies that the mapping V, : 8'(R™") — S'(R*") is continuous. Let
1,7 € S(R™) be such that (v,¢)rz # 0. As L*(R") is dense in &'(R"), (G.1]) implies
that

1 n
63 {fo) = [ V@ Vi —gdds. g e SERY,

whereas (6.3) yields that

1
(7) ¢)L2

Clearly, ([6.2)) remains true for f € §'(R") and ¢ € S(R™).
Finally, we discuss Gabor frames on §'(R"). Let ¢ € S(R™). The mappings

(6.6) Vof = Vef#Ver,  feSR?), p e SR

Cy: S'(R") = Sy(A), f = (Vi f(N)rea,
and

Dy Sh(A) = S'RY), e > ext(\,
AEA

are well-defined and continuous, and the series ), , cAm())1) is absolutely summable
in §'(R™). Let v,y € S(R™) be such that (¢, ) is a pair of dual windows on A. Then,

F= VafWr(\y =D VifNr(Wy,  feS R,

AEA AEA

where both series are absolutely summable in S'(R™).
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6.2. Continuity of the Gabor frame operators on modulation spaces associ-
ated to TMIB and DTMIB. Fix a TMIB or a DTMIB F on R?*. We start by
defining the modulation space associated to F' [10].

Definition 6.1. Let ¢y € S(R")\{0}. We define the modulation space associated to F’
as

M"={feSR")|V,f € F}
and endow it with the norm || f||yr = ||V f] -
We sometimes employ the alternative notation M[F| for M¥. The space M is
a Banach space whose definition is independent of the window ¢ € S(R™)\{0} and
different non-zero windows induce equivalent norms on M [10, Corollary 4.5 and

Corollary 4.6]. Furthermore, if F is a TMIB, then M% is a TMIB [10, Theorem
4.8(i)]. We define

Fy:={f € S(R*")| fo(w,€) == f(x,~€) € F}

and endow it with the norm ||f| 5 := | f2l|7. It is clear that F, is again a TMIB
(DTMIB). The following duality result holds.

Proposition 6.2. [10, Theorem 4.8(iii)|] Suppose that F' is a TMIB. Then, M =
(MP2) . Moreover, for 1,y € S(R™) with (v,v) 2 # 0, it holds that (cf. (G.5))

1
.90 = (7,¥) 12

Consequently, M* is a DTMIB if F is so.

(Vo f(2,6),Vag(w, =€),  feM™ geM™

Remark 6.3. The identity (6.2)) implies that
17 (@, )lleur) < pp°(2,€),  (2,€) € R™
Hence, [19] Theorem 12.1.9] gives the continuous inclusion
(6.7) M%gMﬂ
which improves [10, Corollary 4.11].

For the main result of this article we need to enlarge the class of windows for the
STFT of the elements of M* in such a way that its range consists of continuous
functions on R?". Given a Banach space X C S'(R"), we define the Banach space
X :={f €S R")|fe X} with norm || f|x := ||fl|x. Assume that F is a TMIB. For
f € MF and ¢ € M[(F')5] we define

Vol (@,8) == pr (f, (@, =E)0) pyirmy-

Similarly, for f € M and ¢ € M[F,] we define
wa(!lf, 6) = ME <.f7 7T([L’, _6)@>MF2 :
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Obviously, these definitions coincide with the one given in (G4]) if v € S(R™). Since
(T(fo_g)G)é = T(;?))G2 for all G € &'(R?™), Proposition 6.2 together with (6.2) imply
that the sesquilinear mappings

M M(F")2] = C o (R*), () = Vi f

and

ME X MIE] = C, oy (R, (£,6) 1 Vo f

are well-defined and continuous. Now suppose again that F' is either a TMIB or a
DTMIB. Since

(68) Vof = (Vgfe,  fESRY), ¢ eSR,
(6.9) W(FLL |LL)=W(FLL L),

Corollary B.8 implies that M[W (F Ll o L] C M[(F")s] continuously if F' is a TMIB
and M[W(]:LéF, Li.)] C M((Fy)a) Contmuously if F'is a DTMIB with ' = F{j, where
Fy is a TMIB. Hence, the sesquilinear mapping

(6.10) ME X MW (FLL L8] = C, oo (B2, (£,9) o Vif

is well-defined and continuous.

Remark 6.4. Although we will not need this, we would like to point out that it is also
possible to enlarge the class of windows for the STFT of the elements in M*" in such
a way that its range is in F"

Proposition 6.5. The sesquilinear mapping MY x S(R™) — F, (f,v) — Vy f, uniquely
extends to a continuous sesquilinear mapping MY x Mllt — F, (f,¢) = Vi f.

Proof. For all G € §'(R?") and ® € S(R?"), it holds that

(6.11) G#d = //R (z, )TN, Gdade,

where the integral should be interpreted as an &' (R")-valued Pettis integral with respect
to the weak-* topology on S&’'(R"™). If G € F, then the above integral exists as an F-
valued Bochner integral if F' is a TMIB and as an F-valued Pettis integral if F' is a
DTMIB. Consequently, G#® € F and

(6.12) |G#®[r < [|Glrl[®llzr,
PFO
Now fix v € S(R") with ||v[[> = 1. Let f € M" and ¢ € S(R") be arbitrary. Note
that Vv = (6_5,(V,¢)). Hence, the reproducing formula (6.6) and (6.12) yield that
Vo flle = IVAf#Vrlle < V5 FlellVirll, = IV ARVl

pp0 P

whence the result follows from the density of S(R") in M 1;916’ O
5

F

, G e F, ®ecSR™),
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Fix a lattice A in R?" and a bounded open neighbourhood U of the origin in R?"
such that the family of sets {\ + U|A € A} is pairwise disjoint. We are ready to

establish the continuity of the analysis and synthesis operators on M¥. Recall that
F7(A) = F°(0).
Theorem 6.6.
(1) Let ¢ € M[W(]—"L%F,L}JF)]. The mapping Cy : MY — FJ(A) is well-defined
and continuous.
(i) Let ¢ € MIW(FLg , L., )]. For each c € F7(A) the series Y,y eam(A)¢ s
Césaro summable in MY if F' is a TMIB and Césaro summable with respect to

the weak-+ topology on MY if F is a DTMIB (cf. Proposition[6.3). Further-
more, the mapping Dy : F7(A) — M¥ is well-defined and continuous.

Proof. (i) Let f € M¥ be arbitrary. As V[ is continuous, we can evaluate it at A € A.
Pick v € S(R™) such that |||z = 1. Note that, by (6.9,

Viy = (0-,(V;3¥)) € (05, W (F Lg,., Ly,.))-

Since S(R") is dense in M[W (F L%F,L}JF)], the reproducing formula (6.6) and the
continuity of the mappings in (5.8)) and (6.10]) imply that Vi, f = V., f#V,y. Hence, the
result follows from Proposition (.10l

(71) In view of (6.2)), this is a consequence of Proposition 5.7 and Corollary (and

Proposition [6.21if F is a DTMIB). O
Corollary 6.7. Let ) € M[W(FLy ,L;,)|NL* and v € MW (FLg,, L, )] N L* be
such that (v,7) is a pair of dual windows on A. Then,
(6.13) f=2 VefWr(W)y,  feM”,

AEA

where the series is Césaro summable in MY if F is a TMIB and Césaro summable
with respect to the weak-+ topology on MY if Fis a DTMIB. Furthermore, there are
A, B > 0 such that

Allfllaer < IV fMaeallrza) < Bllfllwe, — f € MT.

Proof. Note that D., o Cy, restricts to the identity on S(R"™). Hence, if F' is a TMIB,
the result follows from the density of S(R") in M¥ and Theorem 6.6l Assume now
that I is a DTMIB. Theorem [6.6] and (6.8) imply that for all x € S(R") and f € M

(D,Cu(F)x) = Jim <7, > (1= (1- 'm];"‘)m<AAm>w<AAm>w>,

\mj\<N

whence the claim follows from the part of the corollary about TMIB and Theorem
0.6l 0

We now give two remarks about the window classes employed in Theorem and
Corollary 6.7
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Remark 6.8. Let w and v be submultiplicative polynomially bounded weight functions
on R?" and set X = W(FLL LL). Then, wx(x,&) < Cw(x, &) and vx(z,&) < Cv(z, ).
Hence, ([A2]) and (6.7) gives the inclusions

(6.14) My} C MW(FLL (LX) and MY C M[W(FLL L. )

125 2kl

where op(2,£) = wp(z,&)vp(0,2). If vp(0,-) = 1, the above inequality and the
inclusion W(FL', L, ) € W(L>, L}, ) C L, imply that

(6.15) Myl = MW(FL', L, )] and ML= M[W(FL' L)

By (614), we can take ¢ € M, in Theorem 6.6(i) and ¢ € M}! in Theorem B.6/(ii);
a similar statement holds for Corollary 6.7 As mentioned in the introduction, if F'
is solid, Theorem and Corollary are known to hold true for the window class
M*b! [13, 18, 19]. The equalities in ([615) imply that this remains valid for the

max{wr,wr}

larger class of TMIB and DTMIB F for which vg(0, -) =1; eg F = E\®,Ey, T =7
or €, where F; is a TMIB on R" and Es is a solid TMIB on R", satisfy vg(0, - ) = 1.

Remark 6.9. For each ¢ € W(L>, L')\{0}, the system G(yp,aZ™ x bZ") is a Gabor
frame for a,b > 0 small enough [19, Theorem 6.5.1]. If p(z) = 2"/%e~™7 is the
Gaussian, G(p,aZ" x bZ") is a Gabor frame if and only if ab < 1 (cf. [I9, Theorem
7.5.3]). If ¢ € S(R™) and G(p,aZ"™ x bZ") is a Gabor frame, then the canonical dual
window 7% = S~y on aZ" x bZ™ also belongs to S(R™) [19, Corollary 13.5.4] (see [20]
for a more refined version of this result).

We end this article by giving two applications of Corollary [6.7 The next result and
various related statements were recently shown in [16] via different methods.

Corollary 6.10. Let wy and wo be two polynomially bounded weight functions on R™
and let 1 < py,py < 0o. Then,

(i) MILEL®.FLE) = MILL,, (FL™)] = WL, LL ) if prt +p7 > 1,
(i) MILE, ®F L] = M[Cowyun(FLP)] = W(LP, Cooyun) if o1 +p3" <1,
topologically.

Proof. In view of Corollary (and Remark [6.9), the topological identities
ML @ FLE2) = M[Ly 0 (FLP), oyt 0yt 2 1,

w1ws
M[L%l@ff[’ﬁ;zz] = M[Oo,w1W2('FLp2)]’ pl_l +p2_1 <1

follow from Proposition [5.26] and Proposition[5.30l The proof of the other two identities
is straightforward and we omit them. O

Corollary [6.7] (and Remark [6.9) also imply that modulation spaces defined via TMIB
satisfy the sequential approximation property [23, Chapter 43]; we refer to [§] for
more information on approximation properties for the classical modulation spaces M2,
1< p,q<o0.

Corollary 6.11. Let F be a TMIB on R*. Then, MF satisfies the sequential approz-
imation property, that is, there exists a sequence of finite rank operators (P,)nen C
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(MFY @ M which converges to id e in L,(MF), where p stands for the topology of
uniform convergence on precompact sets.
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