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Sharp embedding between Besov-Triebel-Sobolev spaces and

modulation spaces

Yufeng Lu*

Abstract

The embedding relations between Besov-Triebel-Sobolev spaces and modulation spaces are
determined explicitly. We extend the results in [I],[2],[3] to the most general cases. And we give
the sharp embedding between Fourier L? spaces and modulation spaces.

1 Introduction

The modulation spaces M, , are one of the function spaces introduced by Feichtinger [4] in
the 1980s using the short-time Fourier transform to measure the decay and the regularity of the
function in a different way from the usual LP Sobolev spaces or Besov-Triebel spaces. The pre-
cise definitions will be given in Section 2l Roughly speaking, the Besov-Triebel spaces mostly use
the dyadic decompositions of the frequency space while the modulation spaces using the uniform
decompositions of the frequency space. Therefore, these spaces may have many different proper-
ties in some cases. Also, they have some properties similarly. So, the relationships between the
modulation spaces and Besov-Triebel spaces are important.

Many basic properties of the modulation spaces had been studies in [5] [6] [7] such as the Banach
spaces properties and the dual spaces of modulation spaces. And the modulation spaces also have
some applications in pseudo-differential operators in [8], [9 [10, 1T, 12],[I3]. Modulation spaces
also have many applications in the analysis of partial differential equations. For example, the
Schrodinger and wave semigroups which are not bouned on neither L? or By , for p # 2, are
bounded on M} (see [14]). So, the modulation space is a good space for the initial data of the
Cauchy problem for nonlinear disperse equations(see [15} 2, [16} [17]) .

As for embedding properties of modulation spaces, Toft in [I8] discussed some of the suffi-
cient conditions of the embedding between modulation spaces and Besov spaces, also, Toft in [13]
discussed the embedding between the LP spaces and the Fourier transform of LP space with the
modulation spaces. Then, Okoudjou in [19] gave some sufficient conditions for some cases of embed-
ding between Sobolev-Besov spaces and modulation spaces by the means of the short-time Fourier
transform. Later, Sugmito and Tomita in [I] gave the sharp embedding between modulation spaces
and Besov spaces when 1 < p,q < oo by means of the scaling of modulation spaces, then Wang
and Huang in [2] extended the condition to 0 < p,q < oo by means of the uniform decomposition
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of frequency space. But they all discuss the case when the indexes of physics space and frequency
space of modulation spaces and Besov spaces are the same. Later, Kobayashi and Sugimoto in [3]
studied the sharp embedding between LP-Sobolev space and modulation spaces using the method
similar to [20]. As for Triebel spaces, Guo, Wu and Zhao in [2I] gave the sharp condition of the
embedding F), — My  when 0 <p < 1.

In this article, we study the sharp conditions of the embedding between Besov-Triebel-Sobolev
spaces and modulation spaces. Let us take Besov spaces for example, in Theorem 1] we get the
sufficient and necessary conditions of the embedding B, = < M4, which is the most general
case of 0 < p,q,po,q0 < o0, also in Theorem (.2, we get the sufficient and necessary conditions
of the embedding of the opposite side. In the case of 0 < p,q < 1, the dual of Besov spaces and
modulation spaces are different, so we cannot just get the opposite side by the method of duality.
Instead, we use the method of the uniform decompositions of frequency space to get the result as
desired.

We explain the organization of this paper. We give some basic notations and properties of the
spaces we need in the next preliminary section. In section 3, we give some lemmas we need in the
proof, especially for the case of 0 < p, g < oo we discuss in section 4. The embedding between Besov
spaces and modulation spaces is considered in section 4. We mainly use the method of uniform
decomposition in [2]. Then we study the embedding between LP Sobolev spaces and modulation
spaces in section 5, as we can see, there are four conditions totally. In section 6, we consider the
embedding Triebel spaces and modulation spaces which is sometimes equivalent to the embedding
of Sobolev spaces by Littlewood-Paley theory. In the last section, we give the sharp embedding
relationship between the Fourier L" spaces and modulation spaces.

2 Perliminaries

2.1 Basic natation

The following notation will be used throughout this article. For 0 < p, ¢ < 0o, we denote
1 1 1 1
o(p,q ::d<0 ———/\—+——1>,
(P, q) ( . p) ( i )
1 1 1 1
T(p,q) = d(O\/— —\/—+——1>,
(P, q) ( . p) ( i )

where a A b = min {a,b},a Vb= max{a,b}.

We write .7 (R?) to denote the Schwartz space of all complex-valued rapidly decreasing infinity
differentiable functions on RY, and .#’(R%) to denote the dual space of .7 (RY), all called the space of
all tempered distributions. For simpliﬁcation we omit R? without causing ambiguity. The Fourier
transform is deﬁned by Zf(&) = fRd e~ ¢d¢, and the inverse Fourier transform by
F1f(x) fRd £)e™ede. For 1 p < 00, we define the LP norm:

ity = ([ 1sew)”



and [ f||,, = esssup,cg, |f(7)]. We also define the LP Sobolev norm :
1 Flhwes = || = 20721 .

Recall that the Sobolev spaces is defined by W*P = {f € .7’ : || f||yys.0 < 00}. And the Fourier
L? is defined by FLP = {f e H]EH < oo}.
P
We use the notation I < J if there is an independently constant C such that I < CJ. Also we
denote I =~ Jif [ < Jand J <I. For 1 < p < oo, we denote 1/p+1/p' =1, for 0 < p < 1, denote

P = 0.

2.2 Modulation spaces

Let 0 < p, g < oo, the short time Fourier tranform of f respect to a window function g € . is
defined as (see [4]):

Vol (@.€) = | f(t)g(t =)™ dr.

And then for 1 < p,q < 0o, we denote
Hf”Mgﬂ = [[Vgf(2,€) <§>SHL2L§ )

where () = 1+ [{]. Modulation space M, are defined as the space of all tempered distribution
f € " for which HfHng is finite.

Also, we know another equivalent definition of modulation by uniform decomposition of fre-
quency space (see [6]).

Let o be a smooth cut-off function adapted to the unit cube [~1/2,1/2]¢ and ¢ = 0 outside the
cube [—3/4,3/4]¢, we write o} = (- — k), and assume that

Z op(§) =1, V€ € R,

kezd

Denote 0(£) = o(€ — k), and Oy = .# " 10}.%, then we have the following equivalent norm of

modulation space:

1Fagg, = 190 18812z g gy

We simply write M, , instead of ng. One can prove the M, norm is independent of the
choice of cut-off function o. Also M} , is a quasi Banach space and when 1 < p,q < oo, M, is a
Banach space. When p, ¢ < oo, then .’ is dense in M . Also, M, , has some basic properties, we
list them in the following lemmaf(see [2, 22]).

Lemma 2.1. For 8,580,51, € R,O < P,P0,P1,9,90, 91 < o0,

(1) if so < s1,p1 < po,q1 < qo, we have Myt — Mg



(2) when p,q < 0o, the dual space of M, , is MP_’iI"'

(3) the interpolation spaces theorem is true for My ., i.e. for 0 < 6 < 1 when

7q’

1 1-6 0 1 1-6 6
— = _|_ —

o »m 4 @ @

9

s=(1—-0)so+0s1,

we have (MSO M#31 )G:Ms'

Po0,q07 ~ " P1,91 p,q’

(4) when q1 < q,5+d/q > s1+d/q, then we have M, — M, .

2.3 Besov-Triebel spaces

Let 0 < p,q < 00,5 € R, choose 1 : R? :— [0, 1] be a smooth radial bump function adapted to
the ball B(0,2): ¥(§) =1 as [£] < 1 and ¥(§) =0 as [£] = 2. We denote (&) = (&) — ¥ (2), and
i (&) = p(277¢) for 1 < j,j € Z, ¢o(€) =1 — Zj>1 ©;(€). We say that A; = F 1, F are the
dyadic decomposition operators. The Besov spaces B, , and the Triebel spaces F}; , are definied in
the following way :

B = {1 e S @Y 1l = 2 12351

< oo} ,
¢
j=0

<00 .
Ly

One can prove that the Besov-Triebel norms defined by different dyadic decompositions are

320

B, = {f € SRl = 1276,

all equivalent(see [23]), so without loss of generality, we can assume that when 1 < j, ¢;(§) =1
on Dj; = {§ cRY: %2j <l < %2j } for convenience. Also, Besov-Triebel spaces have some basic
properties known already(see [23] [7, 22]).

Lemma 2’2' Let 87 81782 E R70 < p7p17p27q7 q17q2 g w7

(1) if @ < g2, we have B;m = B;,qu sz,ql = sz,qz ;

s+¢e S s+¢€ S .
(2) Ve >0, we have Byt = By gy Fpor = Fp o

s s s .
(3) Bp7p/\q - Fp,q - Bp,qu}

(4) if pr < p2,51 —d/p1 = sa — d/pa, we have By! , — B2 ;

(5) if p1 < p2,51 —d/p1 = s — d/p2, we have Fy! =~ F32

(6) when 1 < p,q < oo, the dual space of By, is Bl;fq,, the dual space of Fj , is Fp_,;,;

7) the interpolation spaces theorem is true for BS  and F? , i.e. for 0 <0 <1 when
Dq

P’
1 1-6 0 1 1-6 0
s=(1—-0)so+06s1, —= +—, - = + —,
p Do p1 q q0 q1
we have (358740’ B;},‘h)@ =By (szg,qm szf,m)e =Fyq

(8) when 1< p < oo, Fy=W5P, Ffy s WL W™ s FS_,.
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3 Some lemmas

In this section, we give some useful lemmas and propositions proved already, which will be used
in our proof.

The following Bernstein’s inequality is very useful in time-frequency analysis (see [22]) :

Lemma 3.1. [Bernstein’s inequality] Let 0 < p < q < o0,b > 0,& € R%. Denote L%(g b =
{f e LP: supp f C B(S,R)}. Then there exists C(d,p,q) > 0, such that

£l < Cdp, ) RU PV | £,
holds for all f € L%@ ) and C(d,p,q) is independent of b > 0 and & € R%,

Also, by using the Bernstein’s inequality, we can get the following Young type inequality for
O<p<l:

Lemma 3.2 ([7]). Let 0 < p < 1, Ry, Ry > 0,&1,& € RY, then there exists C(d,p) > 0, such that
I1£1 % lglll, < C(d, p)(Ry + Ro)™ P~V || ] || g]

,9 € LY

holds for all f € L%(g B(é2,R2)"

1,R1)

By the definition of O and A ; operators, we know that they are all convolution type operators,
so by the Lemma above and the usual Young’s inequality, we have:

Corollary 3.3. For 0 < p < o00,1< 4,0,k € Z% there exists C > 0 independent of k, j, such that

120 f|
18811,

clefl,
CllA; 1l -

NN

Finally we recall a result known already, which is the special case of Theorem [£.I] and Theorem
4.2

Proposition 3.4 ([2]). For 0 < p,q < 00, s € R, we have
(1) Biqu - Mp,q Zf cmd Only ZfS > T(p7 q);
(2) Mpq— By, if and only if s < o(p,q).

Proposition 3.5. ([3]) Let 1 < p,q < oo,s € R, then WP — M, . if and only if one of the
following cases is satisfied:

(1) 1<p<q,s=7(pq);
(2) p>q,5>7(p,q);
3) p=1,g=00,s = 7(1,00);

(4) p=1,q# 00,5 >7(1,q).



4 Embedding between Besov spaces and modulation spaces

In this section, we consider the embedding with the form By < M, ,. If we got the sufficient

and necessary condition of this embedding, then the embedding B! , < Mj , can be done in the

same way.

Our main result is:

Theorem 4.1. For 0 < p,q,po,q0 < o0, s € R, the embedding B, .. — My 4 is true if and only if

one of the following two conditions is satisfied:
(1) po<p,q < ¢8> 71(po,q);

(2) po <p,q0 > ¢, > 7(po,q)-

As for the other side of the embedding between Besov spaces and modulation spaces, we also
have:

Theorem 4.2. For 0 <p,q,p1,q1 < o0, s € R, the embedding My, — B, , is true if and only if

one of the following two conditions is satisfied:
(1) n = b, q1 = q,S < U(FI,Q);

(2) b1 217,% <gq,5< J(p17q)‘

Remark 4.3. If we regard the Besov space as a special a-modulation space when o = 1 as stated
in [24], the result above is coincident with the Theorem 1.2 in [2])], where the authors got the full
characterization of embedding between a-modulation spaces.

For a special case when py = qo = 2, which means that B, , = H?®, the classical Sobolev

spaces, then we have

Corollary 4.4. Let 0 < p,q < 00,5 € R, we have

(1) the embedding H® — M, 4 is true if and only if one of the following two cases is true:
<P2<¢,520;

<p,2>q,s>d(1/qg—1/2).

(2) The embedding M, , — H? is true if and only if the following two cases is true:

7q<27s<0;

<2
<2,g>2,s<d(1l/q—1/2).

p
p
4.1 Proof of Theorem [4.7]

In this subsection, we prove the Theorem [£.Il For sufficiency, by using the lemmas above, we
can easily prove it. As for necessity, it may be much more difficult. Here, we mostly use the way
in [[2]] to prove it.



4.1.1 Sufficiency

7(p0,q).

Use Lemma 2.2] we know that for any case in .}, we have B, , < By, ; then by Proposition

B4, we know that Bp2? < My, 4; also by Lemma 2.1 we have M, , — M, 4.
4.1.2 Necessity

If we have By < Mp,, then we have

1 Natyy S 0y o ¥ € By (4.1)

Then we can take some different kinds of f into (4.]) to get some restrictions of indexes.

(1) Choose 1 € .7, such that supp n C [~1/8,1/8]¢, denote f = .1y, for VA < 1, take fy(z) =
f(Az) into [@I). By the choose of 7, we know that supp .Z f\ C A[—1/8,1/8]¢, which means

that
f)n k= 07 f)\v k= 0)
Orfr = Njfa=

So, take fy into (&I), we have | fil, < llfall,,, which means that Ad/p < \=d/po_ Take
A — 0, we have pg < p.

(2) Denote A; := {k € Z% : k + [-3/4,3/4] C D;}, for £ > 10, choose k; € Ay, take fr = .F n(-—
ke), 1 is just the function in (1). Then we know that supp .7 f, C k; + [~1/8,1/8]% C Dy, so

we have
fe, J=14
fo, k =k ,
Ok fe = 0. htk Djfe=q0fe, 0<|j—{, <3;
9 Z; .
Then by Corollary [3.3] ,we have
el = I1fell, ~ 1
1fellsg, . = |2 1255l
Bho.a0 Tl

< 29| felly = 2%
Then take the estimate above into ([@I), we have 1 < 2%,/ > 10, so we get s > 0.

(3) Take f; = . 'y, then by Corollary B3], we have

Vfellag,,, = ||1Exsell,

o = [1owsel,

_ ag—1 ~ otd/q.
ol

_Nlogs A
1fellgy, . = |2 1235 5el,

= 2 12541,

¢ ~ olls+d(1=1/po))
w <27 || fellp, = 27 Py

290 )
J =21l 0o <3

Take the estimates above into (1), let £ — oo, we have s > d(1/pg + 1/q — 1).



(4) When pg > 2, choose 1 € .7, such that supp 7/ C [—1/8,1/8]%, take fy(x) = D keA, ektn(z—k),
then fg(g) — ZkeAe e—ik(&—k)ﬁ(g—k), so we know that supp fg C UkGAg k+[-1/8,1/8]¢ C Dy,
so by the orthogonality of A;, Oy, we have:

eken(z — k), k€ Ay e =5
, else;
0, 17—l > 3

Then we have

fellay,, > [I0sely ||, = 2%
keA,
’ ' 2 1-2
”fZHB;;O,qO = HQJS 12 fell ,, o = HQJS 14 fell,,, 0 <2 fell,,, < 2% LFll2/P L2
g li—Clloo<3

By the orthogonality of L? space, we have
1/2

Well= [ 3 Itz — 02|~ 202

keAy

Also by the fast decay of n, we have

fe@) <D @ -k <Y A+l —k) ™V <1

keAy kezd

Combine the estimates above, we have ||f| 5z S 2/+4/P0). Then take it into (@I]), and
D040
put £ — oo, we have s > d(1/q — 1/po).

(5) Combine case(2)-(4), we have s > 7(po, q). In contrast with the necessary condition we need
in Theorem (4.1l we only need to prove that if B;ézjo’q) — M, 4, then we have gy < ¢.

(5.1) When 7(po, q) = 0, take f = >, asfo, where f; in case (2), then by the same calculation,

we have

1 lagy, = Naellens 10 S el -

Take the estimates into ([1I), we have ¢y < g.
(5.2) When 7(po,q) = d(1/po+1/q—1), take f =", arfs, where f; in case (3), then by the

same calculation, we have

Wy, = | Zur] | lZaeDm ]
Z wlle 1T rllg, ’
g = 27| 2 cetsifell || < 37 Jaieed™ Uasserslly |
£ poll g0 1] (o <3 J
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< Z Ha5+j2]d(1_1/p0)2]T
€]l o <3

< Haj2jd/q

a0 a0 °
Zj Zj

Take the estimates into ([II), we have ¢y < g.

(5.3) When 7(po,q) = d(1/q — 1/po), take f = >, arfe, where f; in case (4), then by the
same calculation, we have

1flla,,, = Zazﬂkfz > l‘zazﬂkfz
¢ Plleg ¢ Plltica,
_ -1 w |l 27
= |||as 171, , ‘ “’H‘W .,
keA; 04 J
J
155, = |27 | D2 aedsfe < ) HaHZVIIAjfmIIpO o
¢ pollgo  Il<3 ’
J
| o g
< 37 Joees Ufeslly 27 o S [Jes2 2Py = a2
J J

llelloo <3

Take the estimates into ([@II), we have ¢y < g.

4.2 Proof of Theorem

In this section, we prove the Theorem 4.2l Because we consider the case when 0 < p, ¢ < oo, we
can not only use the duality to prove it. Thanks to the wonderful method in [[2]], also combining
the construction in the proof of Theorem [4.1] we can prove this theorem as well.

4.2.1 Sufficiency

By Lemma 2.1} we have M, , — M, ,; by Proposition B.4] we have M, , — Bgl(’z;uq); finally by

Lemma 7, we have BoL-?) < B3, for any case in Theorem

4.2.2 Necessity
If we have M, , — B, then we have

p1,91?
T . (4.2)

Just like the proof of Theorem BT we can take some different kinds of f into (£.2)) to get some
restrictions of indexes, and in some cases, we can take the same f as in [4.1.2]

(1) Take fy in the case (1) in 412l into ([£.2]), we can get p < p;.

(2) Take f; in the case (2) in ELZ, we have |fely,, ~ 1, and [fllp, > 2%|2cfll,, =
Pa P1,91 p1
2t Hfg||p1 ~ 2¢5. Then we have s < 0.



(3) Denote B; = {k € Z: k+ [-3/4,3/4] N D; # 0}, choose g € ., such that supp g C Dy,
then denote go(-) = g(27¢-). Take f, = .F 'gy, so supp .Z f; C D,. So by Corollary B3] we
have

< QZd/Q;

~

Vfellag,, = [106sel||,, <1 el
]

éq

q
keB ¢

keB,

Y4 Y4 (s+d(1—
el > 2 N0edill, = 2 el = 2-40=1/00),
Take the estimate into ([£2]), let £ — oo, we can get s < d(1/p1 +1/q — 1).

(4) Take fi(x) = 3 ca, etey(2=k), we can choose a << 1 such that | fell,,, = 204/ (see [2)),
then by the same calculation of case (4) in EE1.2] we have

p,q ™

l(s+d ld
fllsy > CLCHI: Ifyly, <2,
Take the estimates above into (4.2]) and put £ — oo, we have s < d(1/q — 1/p1).

(5) Combine case(2)-(4), we have s < o(p1,¢). In contrast with the necessary condition we need

in Theorem 2] we only need to prove that if M, , — Bgl(,’flll’q), then we have ¢1 > q.

By the same way in the proof of Theorem (1], take f = > ayfe, fr in case (2)-(4), we can get

laell,, < llaell,, which means that ¢1 > q.

5 Embedding between Sobolev spaces and modulation spaces

In this section, we can get the sufficient and necessary conditions of the embedding between L"-
Sobolev spaces and modulation spaces. We consider the most general case of this kind of embedding
with the form like W*" — M, ,, which is the general case of Proposition where r = p. Also,
we consider the case when 0 < ¢ < oco. Unlike the proof in that proposition, we mostly use the
uniform decomposition of frequency space and the Theorem 1] we get in last section.

Our main result is:

Theorem 5.1. Let 1 < p,r < 00,0 < g < 00,5 € R, then W*" — M, , if and only if r < p and

one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) r>q,s>71(rq);

(2) 1<r<q,s>71(rq);

(8) r=1,g=00,5>7(r,q);

(4) r=1,0<g<o00,8>71(r,q);

Remark 5.2. As the can see, the sufficient and necessary conditions we got in the theorem above
is the same as the result in Proposition [3.4] The index p here only make sense in r < p. The

reason of this may be that the modulation space have good embedding property of the index p like in
Lemma [21.

10



Figure 1: the four cases of (1/r,1/q) in Theorem [E.1]

As for the other side of this kind of embedding, we also have:

Theorem 5.3. Let 1 < p,r < 00,0 < g < 00,5 €R, then M, , — W?*" if and only if p < r and

one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(1) r<q,s<o(rq);

(2) g<r<oo,s<o(rq);

8) r=00,0<q¢g=1,s <0o(rq);

(4) r=00,1<g< 00,8 <0(rq);

5.1 Proof of Theorem [5.1]

In this subsection, we prove Theorem [B.Il By the Proposition B35 we can easily prove the
sufficiency. As for necessity, we mainly construct some funcions to the embedding estimates to get

some restrictions of the indexes.

5.1.1 Sufficiency

When 1 < g < 00, by Proposition [3.5] in any case of (1)-(4), we have W*" < M,. .; so, if r < p,
by Lemma 2.1l we have M, , — M, ,.

11



When 0 < ¢ < 1, which could only happen in case (2) or (4), then we have s > 7(r,q) =
7(r,1) —d+d/q. Take € > 0 small enough, such that s > 7(r,1) —d+ d/q+ ¢, then by Proposition
B3] we have W — M%q_d%. Then by (4) in Lemma 2.1] we have M%q_dJre — M, 4, as desired.

5.1.2 Necessity

If we have W*" < M, ,, then we have

1£ar, . S 1 g (5.1)

(i) Choose n € .7, such that supp n C [~1/8,1/8]%, denote f = F 1, for VA < 1, take f(z) =
f(Az) into (B.1)), we have || fall, = [ fallwsr S [[fxllar,, = [[fx]l,; so we have r < p. Therefore,
when r = 0o, we know that p = oo, this is the case in Proposition

(ii) When 1 < r < oo, by Lemma [2.2] we have B; .o < Fy — W*" < M), ;, so when r < 2, we
have B}, < My, by Theorem [AI], we know that if » < g, then s > 7(r,q); if r > ¢, then
s> 71(r,q).

When r > 2, we have B}, < M, also by Theorem B, we know that if 2 < ¢, then
s = 7(r,q); if 2> q, then s > 7(r,q).

iii) We prove that W7(9" < M is not true for any 2 < ¢ < r < p, in which case 7(r,q) =
P
d(1/q — 1/r), for convenience we also denote it by 7.

If not, we have W™" < M, ; which is equivalent to L" < M, 7. So we have

1 llagr < IS (5.2)

Choose n € ., such that supp /) C [~1/8,1/8]%, take f(z) = > ,cz4 are™n(z — k), then
f(6) = > hezd are®*E=F)j(¢ — k). Then by the orthogonality of O, we have

ikx /
are™n(x —k); k=K;
Dk’f = {

0; k#E.
So, we have HfHM;T,Z ~ ||(k)7T ak”éi‘
By the orthogonality of L? space, we know that

1/2

17 = | X Jase™ne = | = lanls.

kezd

By the rapidly decrease of i, we know that

@I < Y larl In(z = k)| < llakllge D (0 +le = k)™ S llak] e -

kezd kezd

So we have ||f|l < ||ak||gzo, then by interpolation, we have || f||,. < ||ak||££.

12



Take the two estimates into (5.2), we have ||(k) " a| < ||ak\|££, which is equivalent to

q/r

SR TS | Y B

kezd kezd

So we know that {(k)~7?} € £(/9)', which is equivalent to 7¢(r/q)’ > d, so we have 7 >
d(1/q — 1/r), which is a contradiction.

(iv) We prove that when 7 =1 < p,0< g < 00,5 =7(1,q) = d/q, W' — M, , is not true.

If not, we have W%%! < M, , < M, , which is equivalent to L' < M, iiq/q, ie.

1N yzera S (5-3)

Choose 1 € . such that # = 1 on [—1,1]%, for 0 < ¢ < 1, take f(z) = t~%(z/t), then f =1
n 1[—1,1]%, denote K; = {k € Z% : k + [-3/4,3/4]4 C }[-1,1]¢}, then we have

—d —d —d
e 10 1= (O = WA Y (O
keEKy
Also, ||f|l; = lInll; = 1. So, take the two estimates into (5.3), we have H(k:>_d/q p <1,
kEK:
take t — 0, we have H (k>_d/q . < 1, which is a contraction.
kezd

In fact, we already get the result as desired. To be specific,from (i,ii) we can get the necessity of
the condition (2)(3); the necessity of condition (4) can be got by (ii,iv); as for condition (1), when

g<r<2orr>2>q, the necessity is proved in (ii), when 2 < ¢ < r, the necessity is proved in

(iii).

5.2 Proof of Theorem [5.3

When 1 € g < 0o, we can get the result as desired just by duality of Theorem 5.1, so we only need
to con81der the case 0 < ¢ < 1, which could only happen in case (2) or (3). Also, we know that
o(r,q) = 0 in these cases.

Sufficiency: by Lemma [2.I] and dual of Proposition 3.5, we can get M, , — M, 1 — W*" when
s < 0.

Necissity: if we have M), < W*" which is equivalent to M, 7 < L". So, we have

1l S 0l -

For any k € Z9, take f(z) = e”mn( ) into the equation above, where n € . and supp 71 C
[~1/8,1/8]¢. Then we have 1 < (k)~*, which means that s < 0.
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6 Embedding between Triebel spaces and modulation spaces

In this section, we mainly study the embedding F}; , < M, ,. We first consider a special case

like Fjo < M, 4, which is just the same as Proposition[3.5/in some cases. And using this embedding
and interpolation method we can get the result we need.
As for special case, we have:

Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < p,q < oo, then Fj, — My, if and only if one of the following conditions
is satisfied:

(1) ¢=p,s>7(p,q);

(2) ¢<p,s>7(pq).

As for the other side of this kind of embedding, we also have:

Theorem 6.2. Let 0 < p,q < oo, then My, 4 — FJ, if and only if one of the following conditions
is satisfied :

(1) ¢<p,s<opq);

(2) ¢>p.s<ap.q).
Then, our main result is:

Theorem 6.3. Let 0 < p,po,q < oo, then Fy . < My, if and only if po < p and one of the

following conditions is satisfied:
(1) Po < q,s 2 T(FO;Q);

(2) po>q,s>7(po,q).
As for the other side of this kind of embedding, we also have:

Theorem 6.4. Let 0 < p,p1,q < oo, then My, — Fj . if and only if p1 > p and one of the

following conditions is satisfied:
(1) P1 2 q,s g U(th);

(2) p1 <q,8 <o(p1,q).

6.1 Proof of Theorem

For 1 < p < oo, we know that F}Jo =~ W*?, so by Theorem 6.1 we get the result as desired.

For 0 < p < 1, we know that FJ, = h;, the local Hardy space, so by the result in [20], we get
the result as desired.

For p = oo, if we have F3, 5 < M, 4, then by Lemma 2.2] we have W°* — F3 , < M, 4, then
by Theorem [5.I we have the condition as desired. As for sufficiency, in condition (1), by Lemma
22, we have F3 , < By ., then by Proposition B.4, we have BY, ., < Moo o0; in condition (2),

by Lemma 2.2] we have F3, , < BS, . — Bgc/,f{], then by Proposition 3.4, we have Bgc/,f{] — Moo 4.

14



Figure 2: the two cases of (1/po,1/q) in Theorem [6.3]

6.2 Proof of Theorem

By the same discussion in the proof of Theorem [6.1] we only need to consider the case when p = co.
Also, when 1 < g < oo, by duality, we can get the result as desired. When 0 < ¢ < 1,p = o0, we
have o(p,q) = 0.

Sufficiency: by Lemma 2.1l we have My 4 < My 1. By Theorem 6.1 we have F o — M o,
by duality, we have My, 1 < Fig 2, so we have My, ¢ — Foo o < F§o72 for s < 0.

Necessity: if we have Mo ¢ — F3, 9, then by Lemma .2 we have F3, , < BS, .. By Theorem
4.2 we have s < o(00,q).

6.3 Proof of Theorem

6.3.1 Sufficiency

For condition (1): by Lemma 22| we have F5 = < BS . then by Theorem A1, we have

Po,q P0,q’
S
Bog = Mpg.

For condition (2): by Lemma 2.2l we have F; =< By , < B;O(‘:Df’q)Jre for some 0 < ¢ << 1,
then by Theorem EI] we have B;(SZO’IIH€ — My 4.

6.3.2 Necessity

If we have F; < M, 4, then we have

1 lagy S 170gs - (6.1)
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(i) By the same method as in subsection B.I1.2] we can get py < p.

— F*

000G vo.q < Mp.q, then by Theorem [4.1] we have s > 7(po, q).

(ii) By Lemma 2.2 we have B,

(iii) When pg > ¢ > 2, by Lemma 2.2, we have WP ~ F> o — Fj < M, 4, then by Theorem
.01, we have s > 7(po, q).

(iv) When 2 > py > ¢, by a similar proof of Proposition 3.2 in [2I], we have H2jd/qajH£;,_ <
H2j(5+d(1_1/po))aijo, then we have s > d(1/q + 1/pp — 1).

(v) We prove that F;O(Zo’q) — M, 4 is not true for any py > ¢,q < 2,p0 > 2, in which case

7(po,q) = d(1/q — 1/po).

If not, we have Flflo(,lq/q_l/po) = M4, also by sufficiency, we have F) < My py < My p,
then by interpolation in Lemma and 2.1, we have szlo(,12/ 2-1/po) M, o which is contra-

diction with case (iii).

Combine the case(i),(ii), we get the condition (1); combine the case (i),(iii),(iv),(v), we get the

condition (2) as desired.
Remark 6.5.

1. As for case (v) in the proof above, we prove it by contradiction using the method of interpola-
tion. Also, we can prove it directly by take some good function into the norm inequality. One
can modify the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [21] to get the result.

2. The proof of Theorem [6.4) is similar to the proof above. For the reader’s convenience, we give
the outline of the proof here. The sufficiency can get by the relation of Triebel spaces and
Besov spaces, then use Theorem[{.9 can get the result. As for necessity, we can use a revised
version of Proposition 3.1,3.2 in [21] directly to get the result as desired.

3. As we can see, the embedding we consider above is not the most general case like Fy
M, 4. I believe that for the general case the sufficient and necessary is the similar to Theorem
[6-3. But I have not proven it yet. The most difficult case left is the same as the open problem
in [21)].

7 Embedding between Fourier L? spaces and modulation spaces

In this section, we consider the embedding Mj, — FL". Because of the orthogonality of
Ok (ok), we can calculate the .# L™ norm easily. Then, we can get the result as follow. Recall that

when 0 < p < 1, we denote p’ = co.

Theorem 7.1. Let 0 < p,q,7 < o0,s € R, then we have M, , — FL" if and only if one of the

following conditions is satisfied:

(1) p<2,g<r<p,s=0;
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(2) p<2,7<pr<gs>dl/r—1/q).
As for the other side of this kind of embedding, we also have:

Theorem 7.2. Let Let 0 < p,q,7 < o0, s € R, then we have FL" — M, . if and only if one of the

following conditions is satisfied:

(1) p=2,p <r<qs<0;

2 p=22,p <ryr>q,s<d(l/r—1/q).
7.1 Proof of Theorem [7.1]

7.1.1 Sufficiency

If we have condition (1), when 1 < p < oo, by the orthogonality of o, Hélder’s inequality of
LP spaces and Hausdorff-Young’s inequality of Fourier transform, we have

|4

o],

~ f = = <
R [ g <11y = 10 < g,

T

< ‘

T < [1oes1,
b o

When 0 < p < 1, by Lemma [B1], we have Haka < 18k fll; < ClIOkf],, then by the same
p/

estimates we can get the result as desired.

If we have condition (2), by Lemma 2T we have M; < M, ., then by the sufficiency of
condition(1), we have M, , — ZL".
7.1.2 Necessity

If we have M , — ZL", then we have

Al <
11 < 15, (7.1)
The conditions we need are contained the following cases.

(i) For any f € .7 with supp f C [—1/8,1/8]%, in this case we have HfHM;q ~ || fll,- So, (1))
means that

|7 s s,

Then by Hausdorff-Young’s inequality on compact set (see Tao’s note of Math 254B, one can
extend the result to the case of 0 < p < 1 with the same proof), we have r < p’,p < 2.

(ii) For any k € Z¢, take f(x) = e'**p(z), where n € . supp 7 C [~1/8,1/8]¢, then we know that
supp f C k + [—1/8,1/8]%. So, we have

1 llazs, = B llnll, = (&)°5 W fllzr = N2, = 1.

Take the estimates into (7)), we have 1 < (k)°, which means that s > 0, which is the result

in condition (1).
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(iii) When r < g, take f(z) = Y,z axe™n(x), n is the same as case (ii). Then we have

f(f) = pezd axN(§ — k). So, we have
1y, = 1K) arllg s | £ ~ llaully

Take the estimates above into (Z.I]), we have Haqu < |I(k)? akHZZv then we have ||(k) ™" bi|| 1 S
k
[[0k[ ja/r » which means that {(k)™*"} € £49/7). So, we have sr(q/r) > d,ie. s> d(1/r—1/q),
k

which is the result in condition (2).

Remark 7.3. The proof of Theorem[7.3 is similar to the proof above, we omit it here.
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