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WILSON BASES AND ULTRADISTRIBUTIONS
NENAD TEOFANOV

ABSTRACT. We give a characterization of Gelfand-Shilov type spa-
ces of test functions and their dual spaces of tempered ultradistri-
butions by the means of Wilson bases of exponential decay. We of-
fer two different proofs, and extend known results to the Roumieu
case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Wilson bases were constructed by I. Daubechies, S. Jaffard, and J.
Journé in [§] to overcome constraints arising from the Balian-Low the-
orem, and soonafter shown to be unconditional bases for modulation
spaces, see [12]. By combining the Wilson bases and tools from time-
frequency analysis, approximate diagonalization of different classes of
pseudodifferential operators is obtained in [23,24]. Wilson bases of
Meyer type were used in the study of gravitational waves, cf. [320]. We
refer to [2] for recent construction of orthonormal Wilson bases in mul-
tidimensional case which overcomes a deficiency of the tensor product
construction used in e.g. [24,25].

Gelfand—Shilov spaces were initially introduced for the analysis of
solutions of certain parabolic initial-value problems [I3], and thereafter
applied in different contexts when precise estimates of global decay
and regularity are needed, see [14] for an overview. Recently, Hermite
expansions of Fourier transform invariant Gelfand—Shilov spaces, and
more generally Pilipovié spaces, are considered in [31], see also [19,21].

In this paper we give a description of Gelfand—-Shilov spaces and their
dual spaces of tempered ultradistirbutions in terms of Wilson bases.
This extends some results from [22] given for Beurling type Gelfand—
Shilov spaces. Both Wilson bases and Hermite functions are orthonor-
mal bases for L?(R?) consisting of functions which are well localized in
phase—space (time—frequency plane). From such perspective our results
are expected. However, due to the specific structure of Wilson bases,
the proofs are based on entirely different arguments then those related
to the Hermite basis which utilize recursive relation between Hermite
functions and the fact that they are eigenfunctions of the harmonic
oscillator.
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Instead, we apply the powerful general theory of coorbit spaces,
[T0,11]. The key auxiliary result is the fact that Wilson bases are un-
conditional bases for coorbit spaces, [12]. We modify and simplify the
approach from [22] related to Beurling case, and provide detailed proofs
since the more involved Roumieu case contains nontrivial modifications
of arguments given there. As a consequence of our results, we recover
the well known relation between Gelfand—Shilov spaces and modula-
tion spaces. Furthermore, if that relation is taken as granted, we give
an alternative proof of our main results without an explicit reference
to coorbit spaces.

Since both proofs are essentially based on the exponential decay
of elements of Wilson bases and asymptotic behavior of the STFT,
the techniques from the present paper can be modified to include
other time-frequency representations and also more general (for exam-
ple anisotropic) spaces of test functions and their distribution spaces.
Such investigations are out of scope of the present paper and will be
the subject of our future work.

We end the introduction by recalling basic notation which will be
used in the sequel.

Notation. Operators of translations and modulations of a given func-
tion f are respectively given by T,f(-) = f(- — z) and M,f(-) =
e?™ f(.), x,y € RL The notation A — B means that the topolog-
ical spaces A and B satisfy A C B with continuous embeddings. We
write A(0) < B(#), 8 € Q, if there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
A(0) < cB(0) for all 6 € Q.

The scalar product in L?(R?) is given by

(f,9) = » f(x)g(x)dz,

and |- [ = ().

The Fourier transform of an integrable function f is given by

A~

=16 = [ e s, g B

It extends uniquely to a unitary operator on L?(IR).

Let ¢ € L?(R?) be fixed. Then the short-time Fourier transform
(STFT) Vuf of f € L*(R?) with respect to the window function ¢ is
defined by

Vof(2,6) = Z(f o —2))(&) = (f - Tu0) (€)

=/, fW)o(y — x)e ™ dy = (f, McT,0), x,§ € R (1.1)
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Let fi, f2, 01,00 € L*(R?). Then Vo, Ii € L2(R*), j = 1,2, and it
satisfies the following orthogonality relation ( [15, Theorem 3.2.1]):

<V¢1flvv¢2f2> = <¢27¢1><f17f2>7 (12)

whence ||V, f|| = |||l - || f]]. The following fundamental identity of time-
frequency analysis ( [6L15]) is often used:

Vof(z,€) = e ™SV f(€, —x), 2,6 €R™ (1.3)

By X1 (R?) we denote the Gelfand-Shilov space of smooth functions
given by:

fe (R < ||f(z)e"]| Lo < 00 and || f(w)e" || < 00, Vh >0,
(1.4)
and its dual space is denoted by X/ (R9).
If ¢ € $1(R?), then M¢T,¢ € %1(R?), so by (L)) it follows that the
STFT can be extended to ¥} (R%), and restricted to ¥, (R?).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall the Wilson bases, weight functions, coorbit
spaces and Gelfand-Shilov type spaces. We also prove some auxiliary
results (Lemmas and 2.3 and Theorem [2.5]) which will be used in
Sections 3] and [l

2.1. Wilson bases. Following the idea of K. Wilson [33], Daubechies,
Jaffard and Journe constructed a real-valued function v such that

[W(x)| < Ce !, (&) < Ce ™l 2,6 e R, (2.1)

for some constants a, b, C' > 0, and obtain an orthonormal basis (ONB)
{10 hengmez, of L?(R), where

wO,n@j) - an(ﬂf),
Vin() = V2R(MT, j000(x)), 1+n € 27,140, (2.2)
Yin(z) = V2S(MT, 20 (x)), l4+n€2Z+1,1+#0,

see [§]. From (21)) it follows that

[Win(z)] < Cem ™l i, (6)] < Ce™l 2 ¢ € R, (I,n) € Ny x Z,
(2.3)
for some constants a,b,C' > 0 depending on [ and n, and {t¢,,} is
therefore called the Wilson basis of exponential decay.
Equivalently, (22]) can be written as g, = T,,¢ and

Vn(z) = V2 cos 2mlaip(x — %), l+ne2Z,1#0,
BTl V2sin2mlag(x — B), [4+n€2Z+1,140.

2
3



Moreover, following Grochenig [15], we may rewrite (2.2]) as

Yon(z) = T (z), and
1
V(1) = —=Topp(My+ (1) M)y (x), (I,n) €N Z.
V2
To obtain an orthonormal basis of L?(R?), Tachizawa in [24] consid-
ered d—dimensional Wilson basis given by the tensor product

wl,n('r) = wll,m <x1> ® w127n2 (.Tg) K- wld,nd<xd)7

v = (21,29,...,24) € R 1= (I, ly,..., 1) € N n = (ny,ng,...,ng)
€ Z4. I oy, (7r), k =1,...,d, are Wilson bases of exponential decay,
then we have

()] < Cem e, (€] < Ce M 2,6 € RY, (1,n) € NE x 22,
(2.4)
for some constants a,b, C' > 0, depending on [ and n.

The tensor product Wilson bases are 2¢—modular, i.e. their elements
have 2¢ peaks in frequency, which may have undesirable consequences
in applications, see [2] for details. That motivated, Bownik et al. [2]
to construct a family of orthonormal Wilson bases with 2¥—modular
covering of the frequency domain with £ = 1, ..., d. The tensor product
Wilson bases turned out to be the special case of their construction.

2.2. Weight functions. A weight on R? is a positive function w €
L2 (RY) such that 1/w € L2 (R?). The weight w on R? is called mod-

loc loc
erate if there is a positive locally bounded function v on R? such that

w(z+1y) < Cuw(z)v(y), z,y€R? (2.5)

for some constant C > 1. If w and v are weights on R? such that
(25) holds, then w is also called v-moderate. If v can be chosen as
polynomial, then w is called a weight of polynomial type. The set of all
moderate weights on R? is denoted by Zx(RY).

The weight v on R? is called submultiplicative, if it is even and (2.5])
holds for w = v. From now on, v always denotes a submultiplicative
weight if nothing else is stated. In particular, if (2.5]) holds and v is sub-
multiplicative, then it follows by straight-forward computations that

o(0) Sw(r+y) S w(@)v(y), 26)

v(w+y) So@ly) and o(@) =v(-z), yeR"
If w is a moderate weight on R?, then there is a submultiplicative

weight v on R? such that (ZF) and (Z6) hold, see [16,[30]. Moreover if
v is submultiplicative on R?, then

1<So(z) S el (2.7)
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for some constant r > 0 (cf. [16]). In particular, if w is moderate, then
wx+y) Swx)e™ and el <wz) < zyeRE (2.8)

for some r > 0.
We will consider only weight functions w satisfying Beurling-Domar’s
non—quasianalyticity condition

Zn_Q logw(nz,ny) < oo, z,y € R (2.9)

n=1

The most important examples of weight functions which satisfy (2.9)
ate (1+ [a])*, (1+ [yl)*, (1+ [z] + [y[)?, e+, oy € RY, s > 0,
v € (0,1).

If w € Z5(R?) then the weighted L?(R?) space, L2 (R?) is given by

feLi®RY) & Iflle = [l fwll < co. (2.10)

2.3. Coorbit spaces. For the purpose of this paper we focus our at-

tention to subexponential weights of the form wy, 4(+) = e s> 1,
h > 0.

Definition 2.1. Let there be given s > 1, h > 0 and ¢ € ;(R?) \ 0.
The coorbit space CoY"*(R?) is defined by

Coy™*(RY) = {f €X|(RY) |

lleane = [ ([ Ve (o Pdo)e " g < o0}
(2.11)

In other words, f € CoY™*(R?) if F(§) = / \Vaf(z,&)|Pdx €
12, (R (cf. (ZI0)). ’

This terminology (and notation) is justified by the general theory
of coorbit spaces developed in [10,[11], see also [7] for a more recent
survey.

From the results given there, it follows that CoY’*(R¢) is a Banach
space invariant under translations, modulations, and complex conjuga-
tions. Moreover, CoY " is independent on the choice of ¢ € 3;(R%)\ 0,
see e.g. [7, Proposition 3.2 ii)].

We will use the following simple results.

Lemma 2.2. Let s > 1, h > 0, and ¢ € (R \ 0. Then f €
CoY™*(RY) if and only if

N 1/s
/(/ Vi f (y, m)[Pdn)e* " dy < oo. (2.12)
R4 R4
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Proof. Since different elements ¢ € %;(R?) \ 0 give rise to the same
space CoY™*(R?) we may take the Gaussian ¢(z) = o(z) = e~™’. By
(L3) and the change of variables we have:

/ ([ |Vof(x,€)Pdz)e? s dg
Rd ]Rd

B /R</R Vi (o, €) )" de
:/ </ Vol (=€) Pdr)e™€! ™ dg
R JRA

:/ </ Vi f (y, ) [2dn)e® o1 dy.
Rd ]Rd

Thus f € CoY"*(R%) if and only if (2I2) holds true. O
We write
feFCoY™RY if feCoY™(RY. (2.13)

(According to the general theory of coorbit spaces it follows that .#CoY"*(R?)
is a coorbit space as well.)

Lemma 2.3. Let there be given s > 1 and h > 0. Then we have
a) f € CoY™ (RY) if and only if f(x)e"""* € L2(RY).
b) f € FCoY™*(RY) if and only if f(£)e"E"* € L2(RY).

Proof. We again choose ¢(z) = e~™ in the definition of CoY"™*(R%)
and follow the idea of the proof of [I5, Proposition 11.3.1]. By (LI
and the Plancherel theorem we formally have

[ Watt.6Pde = [ 17010~ o)

2hl2Y* s a moderate weight, it follows that

Since e

_ 1/s 1/s _1/s 1/s 1/s
= 2hIulM® 2RI < Rhlt—ulllT < BRI RISy e R

cf. (2.4). Therefore,

/ |f(t)|262ht|1/sdt/ b (w) e~ 2 gy
Rd e
< 2 2 _2h|t—u|l/s
~ /Rd /Rd MOINEOIE dtdu
= [ [ r@ioe - a)pe= drda
Rd JRd

1/s wll/s
< / (6P gy / () 22
]Rd Rd
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and a) follows.
Part b) follows from a) and the arguments given in the proof of
Lemma [2.2] O

From the general theory of coorbit spaces it follows that Wilson
bases of exponential decay are unconditional bases for CoY"*(R?) and
FCoY"s(RY), [12,22]. The precise statement is the following.

Theorem 2.4. Let there be given s > 1, h > 0, and the Wilson basis
of exponential decay {t1 ., ienomez. Let CoY™*(R?) and FCoY™*(R?)
be given by 21I1)) and [ZI3) respectively. Then we have:
a) the Wilson basis {11 }ienynez of exponential decay is an uncon-
ditional basis for the coorbit spaces CoY™*(RY) and FCoY™*(R?).
b) Every function f € CoY™*(R?) has the unique expansion

f= Z Cnin where ey = (f,hin), 1€No,neZ, (2.14)

leNpg,n€Z

and

> (Zlc n|2> e (2.15)

=0 \n€eZ
¢) Every function f € FCoY"*(R?) has the unique expansion of

the form [214) and

> (Sl i <o 216)

=0 neL

Proof. The proof is omitted since it follows by the arguments given
in the proof of Theorem 4 in [12], where polynomial type weights are
considered instead. The subexponential type weights considered here
are treated in [22], see Theorem 4.4 and Remark 4.5 given there. [

Theorem 2.4] is the main auxiliary result which will be used to prove
representation theorem for Gelfand-Shilov spaces, Theorem B.1] a).

2.4. Gelfand-Shilov spaces. Gelfand and Shilov introduced the spa-
ces of type 9, for the analysis of solutions of certain parabolic initial-
value problems. A comprehensive study of those spaces which are af-
terwards called Gelfand-Shilov spaces is given in [I3]. We focus our
attention to the case when regularity and decay are controlled by the
so called Gevrey sequences M, = p!*, when s > 0, and refer to e.g. [29]
for an overview of a more general situation.

Let 0 < s be fixed. Then the (Fourier invariant) Gelfand-Shilov space
S,(R?) (E,(R%)) of Roumieu type (Beurling type) consists of all f €
C>(R?) such that

220P f(x
, sl .

Son = sup
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is finite for some h > 0 (for every h > 0). The semi-norms || - [[s,,
induce inductive limit topology for the space S,(RY), and projective
limit topology for ¥,(IR%). Thus the former space becomes an LS space,
while the latter space is an FS space (Fréchet-Schwartz space) under
these topologies.

The space S,(R?) # {0} (Z,(R?) # {0}), if and only if s > £ (s > ).

The Gelfand-Shilov distribution spaces S,(R?) and X/, (R?) (also known
as spaces of tempered ultradistributions) are the dual spaces of S,(R?)
and Y,(R?), respectively.

We have

S12(RY) — T, (RY) — S (RY) — 2, (RY)

= F(RY) o S (RY) = Ti(RY (2.18)

1
= S{(RY) = TLRY) = S (RY), 5 <s<t

The Fourier transform .# extends uniquely to homeomorphisms on
S'(R%) and on Y/ (R?). Furthermore, .% restricts to homeomorphisms
on S,(R?) and on Y (R?). Similar facts hold true when the Fourier
transform is replaced by a partial Fourier transform.

Fourier transform invariance of S,(R?%) and ¥,(R¢) follows from the
following result which also gives a characterization of Gelfand-Shilov
spaces in terms of coorbit spaces.

Theorem 2.5. Let there be given s > 1. The following conditions are
equivalent:

a) f € S,(RY) (f € B(RY));
b) there exists h > 0 (for every h > 0)

sup |f(x)|eh‘x‘l/s < oo and sup |f(§)|eh‘5‘l/s < o0; (2.19)
rER? £ER4
c) there exists h > 0 (for every h > 0) such that
f € CoY"* (R N .ZCoY"*(RY).

Proof. a) < b) is well known, and holds for all s > 0, [4,[I7,[18§].

b) < ¢). By d—dimensional version of [22] Theorem 2.2], it follows
that the sup-norms in (2.I9) can be replaced by Lik’s—norms, i.e. for
every k > 0 we have

/|f($€)|2e2kxl/sd:c<oo and /|f(§)\2e2k|£|l/sd§<oo. (2.20)
R4 R4

This, together with Lemma 2.3] gives
fEX(RY & fe€CoY™(RY)N.FCoY™*(RY)

for every h > 0.
For the Roumieu case, by slight modifications of the proof of [22]

Theorem 2.2], it also follows that (2Z.I9) holds for some h > 0 if and
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only if (2.20) holds for some k > 0. Again, Lemma imply that this
is equivalent with f € CoY"*(R%) N .ZCoY"*(R?) for some h > 0, and
the proof is finished. O

Note that, since the equivalence between a) and b) in Theorem
holds even if s = 1, if ¢ satisfies (21]), then the Wilson basis elements
Yrin, | € Ng, n € Z, given by ([Z.2) belong to S;(R?), cf. Z3).

The restriction s > 1 when proving b) < ¢) in Theorem 2.5] comes
from Definition 2.1l In fact, in the general theory of coorbit spaces, as
presented in [I0,11], an important role is played by BUPUs (bounded
uniform partitions of unity) consisting of compactly supported smooth
functions. In such setting, coorbit spaces consist of non—quasianalytic
functions.

From definitions of CoY™*(R?), ZCoY"*(R?) and Theorem 27 c)
it follows that Gelfand-Shilov spaces are essentially characterized by
the decay estimates of the short-time Fourier transform. Note that the
estimates given in Proposition below employ the sup-norm (L*-
norm) whereas in Theorem ¢) the L?-norm related to CoY"*(RY)
and .ZCoY™*(RY) is considered instead. (In fact, any LP—norm (1 <
p < 00) can be used, see [21].)

Proposition 2.6. Let s > 1 (s > 1), ¢ € S;(RY)\ 0 (¢ € Z,(RY)\0)
and let f be a Gelfand-Shilov distribution on R?. Then the following is
true:

a) f € S,(RY) (f € L,(RY)), if and only if

Vi f (2, 6)| S e Ty ¢ e RY, (2.21)

for some r >0 (for every r > 0).
b) f e S(RY) (f € L(RY)), if and only if

Vof (2, Ol S W87,z g e RY (2.22)
for every r >0 (for some r >0).

We omit the proof since the first part follows from [I7, Theorem 2.7]
and the second part from [31, Proposition 2.2]. See also [5] for related
results.

From these investigations and by [30, Theorem 2.3] it follows that
the definition of the map (f,¢) — V,f from L?*(RY) x L*S(R?) to
L*(R??) is uniquely extendable to a continuous map from S’(R%) x
S'(R%) to S!(R??), and restricts to a continuous map from S,(R?) x
S,(R%) to S,(R??). The same conclusion holds with ¥, in place of S,
at each place. Therefore, Definition 2.1l can be appropriately modified
to include ultradistributions f € Si(R?) (or f € YL (R?), and we will

use such extension from now on.
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3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we discuss Wilson bases expansions in the context of
Gelfand-Shilov spaces and their dual spaces of tempered ultradistribu-
tions.

Theorem 3.1. Let s > 1 and let there be given a Wilson basis of
exponential decay {1, }iengnez-

a) If [ € S,(RY) (f € u(RY)) then
F=Y2 (fthin) i, (3.1)

leNg n€Z

with the unconditional convergence in Ss(R?) (in X4(R?)) and

Z |Cl,n|2€2k(‘"/z|+‘”)”s < oo, forsome (for all)k >0,
1eNg,n€Z

where ¢, = (f, Y1), | € Ng, n € Z.
b) Conversely, if (¢in)iengnez s a (double) sequence such that

S feaein Y < o, (3:2)

leNg,n€Z

for some (for all) k > 0, then there exists a function f € S,(R?)
(f € Ls(RY)) such that BN holds with ¢, = (f,¥1n), | € Ny,
n € 7.

Proof. a) We prove the Roumieu case, since the Beurling case is given
in [22, Theorem 5.1 a)]. Let f € S,(R?%). By Theorem 2.3 ¢) we have
that

f € CoY"* (R N .ZCoY"*(R?)

for some h > 0. Then, from Theorem [24] it follows that (2.I5]) and
(210)) hold for that constant i > 0. Therefore,

h 1/s
O (e

leNg,n€Z
< Z eyl 2520 gy 25
1eNg,nEZ
SO laalEM YT M) < o,
1€Ng,n€Z 1€Ng,n€Z
so that

1/s
S Jea e < o

1eNg,neZ

for k = h/2. The unconditional convergence follows from Theorem 2.4

a).
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To prove b), we note that ([B.2]) obviously implies

> feal e < oo

1€Ng,nEZ
and
Z |clvn|262k|l|l/s < 00,
1€No,nEZ
so that

F=>cuthin € CoY™ (RY) N FCoV™* (RY),
1eNg neZ
and since the Wilson basis is an ONB we have that ¢, = (f, ¥in),
I € Ny, n € Z. Now, by Theorem 5 we conclude that f € S,(R¢), and
the proof is finished. O

For the proof of Theorem B.3 we need a simple lemma on divergent
series. We note that a similar argument is used in the proof of [34]
Theorem 9.6-1]. To be self-contained we provide the proof in Appendix.

Lemma 3.2. Let (a,,)nen, be a zero convergent sequence of non-negative
numbers such that
Z a, = +00.

n€eNp
Then there exists an increasing sequence of integers my, Il € N, such
that

mlfl

1< > a,<3.

n=mj_i

Theorem 3.3. Let s > 1 and let there be given a Wilson basis of
exponential decay {1y n}iengnez-
a) Bvery f € SI(RY) (f € ¥/ (RY)) has a unique expansion

f = Z <f7 wl,n>wl,n

IENg,n€Z
in S'(RY) (in X.(R?)) and
Z |Cl7n|2672h(\n/2|+\l\)1/s < 0, (33)

1eNg,neZ

for every (for some) h > 0, where ¢;,, = (f,%in), | € No,n € Z.

b) Conversely, if (3.3) holds for some sequence (cip)ienynez and
for every (for some) h > 0, then there exists f € S{(R?) (f €
Y/ (RY)) such that

f = Z Cl,n,lvz)l,n

1eNg,n€Z

in S\(RY) (in ¥ (R%)). .



Proof. The Beurling case can be proved by making appropriate changes
if the proof of [34, Theorem 9.6-1], cf. [26]. However, since the proof
for the Roumieu case contains nontrivial modifications of Zemanian’s
proof, we provide it here.

b) Let (B3] holds for some h > 0, and let f = Z CrnWin-

1€No,neZ

If ¢ € S,(RY) then we have
‘<f7 ¢>| = |< Z Cl,n’l/}l,n7¢>‘

1eNg,neZ

SIS e BRIV UEHI g

1eNg,neZ
< ST fapale MBI MBI )
1€eNg,neZ
n s\ % n sy L
S D anfer™BEHVEC S (o) feEHDT)
1eNg,neZ 1€Np,n€Z

Since ¢ € S;(R?), by Theorem Bl a) it follows that we can choose
h > 0 such that

Z |<¢l,n,¢)|2@2h(|%\+|1|)1/s < oo,
1eNg,n€Z

and for such choice of h > 0, by ([B.3)) it follows that

_ n 1/s
S leal?e U < oo,
leNg,n€Z

and we conclude that |(f, ¢)| < oo, so that f € S.(RY), and b) is
proved.

Before we proceed we note that (3:3) implies that |¢;,,| < Cehlz 1D
for every h > 0, and all | € Ny, n € Z, that is, the (double indexed)

sequence (|cl7n|e’h(|%H‘”)Us)lerez is bounded for every h > 0.
a) Let f € S!(RY) and consider Z Clnin With ¢, = (f, Y1n),

1eNg,n€Z

1 €Ny, ne€Z If g €S, (RY) then by [B.1]) we have
|< Z Cl,nwl,na ¢>| = | Z Cl,n<wl,n>¢>|

1eNg,n€Z 1eNg,neZ

= | Z <f7 <¢a,¢)l,n7 >77Z)l,n>| = |<f7 Z <¢a,¢)l,n7 >77Z)l,n>|

1eENg,nEZ leENg,nEZ

1/s

= [(f, )| < oo,

so that the expansion is unique and

< Z <f7 wl,nh/}l,n, Z <¢7 wk,m>wk,m> = Z mcl,n < 00,

leENg,nEZ k€Ng,mEZ leENg,nEZ
12



where a;,, = (¢, V1), | € No, n € Z.

Next we prove that the sequence (e—k(\%IHH)”SQ,”)[GNO,%Z is bounded
for every k > 0.

We give the proof by contradiction: suppose that there exists ky > 0
such that the sequence (e’k°(|%H‘”)l/scl,n)leNO,neZ is unbounded. Then
there exists a sequence of increasing (by components) indices (1, nm ) men
such that

¢ kol |+ 7)1/

|t mm| = m m €N,
Next we consider the sequence (a;,) with the following properties

(1) @ncin = |ancinl,

- nmpnt/s 1

(2) lai,, n,| = e Follml+1282D) =

(3) ai, =0 when (I,n) # (I, Nm)-
This gives
leNy,neZ

- Z ko (=51 +lim )1/ = 2ko(lbm 41552 D1 1 Z 1 < 00.
m2 m2
meN —~

By Theorem B b) it follows that ¢ = ZleNOmeZ i, € Ss(RY), so
that ZleNmneZ Q1 Clp < 00. On the other hand,

Z mcl,n - Z |al,ncl,n|

leENg,n€Z 1eNg,n€Z
— nm |\1/s ]_
= Y el DY Z > 3 1 = o,
m
meNg meNg

which gives the contradiction.

Thus, we conclude that the sequence (e’k(‘%H'”)l/scl’n)leNo,neZ is bounded
for every k > 0.

Finally, we prove that (8.3]) holds for every h > 0. Again we give the
proof by contradiction. Suppose that there exists hg > 0 such that

o b= D e elEHIY = oo, (3.4)

leNg,n€Z leENg,nEZ

Since (e’ho(‘%H'”)I/Scl’n)leNo,neZ is bounded, it follows that (b,) is a

zero convergent sequence. By Lemma it follows that there is an
increasing sequence of indices (I,,, 7, )men such that

Ilm—1 mnm—1

1< S % e s
j=l

m—1 k=Nm_1

13



By choosing

— —2ho (| & |+14])1/* 1
ik = Cjie (I31+15D —,
we obtain

Im—1 nm-—1

12.2h0 (15 +15DY°
§ § |aj ke 2

J=lm—1 k=nm—1

Im—1 nm-—1

o1 3
Z Z Ic; |2 2051+ — <

m m?’
.] =lm—1 k=nm—_1
for every m € N, where we used (8.3]). Thus,
n 1/s
} : ‘al,n‘2€2h0(‘2‘+|l|)
1eNg,n€Z
2 2ho (| Z[+]I)1/* 2 2ho (| Z[+]I)1/*
=3 Ja [Pl ST S (g, 2Rl
j<lo k<no Jj=lo k>no

<C’+Z%<oo.

By Theorem Bl b) it follows that ZleNO’neZ s € Ss(RY), and
therefore

Z mq,n < Q0. (36)

1eNg,n€Z

However, by using the left hand side inequality in (B.5]) we obtain

Im—1 nm-—1

> > laikeid

J=lm—1 k=nm—1

Im—1 nm—1

=N Y gttt L

m
.]lmlknml

3=

for each m € N; so that
_ 1
E A nCin = E |al,ncl,n| > E |al,ncl,n| > E E = 00.
leNg,n€Z leENg,nEZ 1>lg,n>ng meN

This is a contradiction with (B.6). We conclude that the assumption
(B4) can not hold. Therefore

Z _ n 1/s

leNg,n€Z

for every h > 0 which completes the proof.
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4. ALTERNATIVE PROOF VIA MODULATION SPACES

Modulation spaces, originally introduced by Feichtinger in [9], are
recognized as appropriate family of spaces when dealing with problems
of time-frequency analysis, see [1LI6l9,[15], to mention just a few refer-
ences. A broader family of modulation spaces, including quasi-Banach
spaces when the Lebesgue parameters p, ¢ belong to (0, 1) is studied in
e.g. [32].

Let there be given ¢ € 31(RY)\ 0, p,q € [1,00] and w € Px(R*?).
Then the modulation space MP4(R?) consists of all Gelfand-Shilov dis-
tributions f € ¥} (R?) such that

eze = ([ ([ Wt @yt o de)™ag) " <oe a1

(with the obvious changes if p = 0o and/or ¢ = c0). If p = ¢ we simply
write MP instead of MPP and if w = 1, then we set MP9 = MP4 and
MP = M>.

If w i v-moderate, then the spaces MP? are (quasi-)Banach spaces
and different choices of ¢ € M\ 0 give rise to equivalent (quasi-)norms
in ([4J), and so MP? is independent on the choice of ¢ € M [32
Proposition 2.1].

For p,q € [1,00) and w € Z5(R??) the dual of MP4(R?) is Mf;f/ (RY),
Where%+§ :%+$:1.

For a given weight w € 25 (R?*?) we put @ for the (double) sequence
@(n,l) = w(s,1), (n,1) € Z x No. By 127, p,q € [1,00], we denote the
space of sequences (a;,)n)enyxz for which the norm

oo

Hal,n”lgq _ (Z(Z |al,n|p@<n7 l)p)q/p) 1/p

=0 nezZ

is finite.
The next theorem is analogous to Theorem 2.4l Tt follows from [15]
Chapter 12.3] so we omit the proof.

Theorem 4.1. Let p,q € [1,00], w € PE(R*), and let there be given
a Wilson basis of exponential decay {¢in}tienynez- Then the Banach
spaces MP4(RY) and (29 are isomorphic. An explicit isomorphism is
provided by the coefficient operator Cy, : MP4(R?) — 27 given by

wa = ((fa wl,n»(l,n)ENoXZ- (42)
By Theorem 1] it follows that
f = Z <f7 wl,n>wl,n
1eNg,n€Z

with the unconditional convergence in MP4(R9) if 1 < p,q < oo, and
weak® convergence in ij’v(]Rd) otherwise.
15



Gelfand-Shilov spaces and their dual spaces can be described as pro-
jective or inductive limits of modulation spaces as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p,q <00, s >1/2, and set

wy(z,w) = M HET S0 2 ¢ e R (4.3)
Then
So(RY) = () MEARY),  (S.)'(RY) = ) MY (RY),
h>0 h>0
a)
- Um. (sR) = (), )
h>0 h>0

Proof. The proof is well known, see e.g. [30, Theorem 3.9] and [2§].

However, we may give a simple independent proof based on Theorem
when p = ¢ = 2. Namely, if we put wy(z) = """ and wy(&) =
eh|§|1/s 2,6 €RY s> 1, and h > 0, then by definition we have

My, (RY) = CoY™* (RY) and M7 ., (RY) = FCoY™*(RY),

see also [22], and the claim follows directly from Theorem 2.3l The same
conclusion for general 1 < p,q < oo holds from embedding properties
of modulation spaces and certain equivalence properties of norms for
Lebesgue spaces. We omit details, and refer the reader to e.g. [28]. O

As noted by Grochenig, the isomorphism Theorem [4.1] can be formu-
lated in different mathematical language. For example, in combination
with Theorem we conclude that there exists a tame isomorphism
between FS spaces X(R?) and Npol%? and between LS spaces S,(R)
and UpolZ?. We refer to [19] for the precise definition of tame isomor-
phisms and related considerations in the context of Hermite functions
expansions instead of Wilson bases.

Now we can present an alternative proof of our main results.

Proof. (alternative proof of Theorems[31l and[3.3) We give the proof
for the Roumieu case S,(R?) and (S,)'(R?). The Beurling case can be
proved by using similar arguments.

Let f € S;(R?). By Theorem E2l it follows that there exists h > 0
such that f € M2 (R?), where wy, is given by (E3). Now, Theorem ATl
implies that

f = Z Cl,nwl,na where Cln = <fa W,n)a

1eNg,n€Z

2,2
l5 1

1/s
E | e 222D < 00 for some  h > 0,
1€eNg,neZ

which proves Theorem B.] a).

and ¢, € ie.
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The converse part follows from the fact that under the assumption

of Theorem 3.1 b) we have
Z Cl,n,lvz)l,n € Mﬁf

1eNg,n€Z

for some h > 0. Therefore, by Theorem it follows that the sum
represents a unique element f € S,(RY), and since the Wilson basis is
an ONB it follows that ¢;,, = (f,¥1.,), and we are done.

Theorem follows by duality. O

Remark 4.3. We note that the proof of Theorems [B.1] and given
here above does not use any reference to the coorbit space theory. It
relies on the representation of modulation spaces by means of Wilson
bases, which follows from the relation between Wilson bases and Gabor
frames, cf. [I5]. Another ingredient is Theorem .2l which can be proved
without the coorbit space theory, see [30, Theorem 3.9].

On the other hand, the proof presented in Section [3 is based on
direct estimates, and does not rely on other results, apart from checking
whether the construction of Wilson bases fits well to the general theory
of coorbit spaces, which is done in [12,22].

We note that in the background of both proofs are decay properties
of the STFT and the exponential decay property of the considered
Wilson bases. Therefore, the techniques from the present paper can be
modified to include other time-frequency representations and also more
general (for example anisotropic) Gelfand-Shilov type spaces, cf. [29)].

APPENDIX: PROOF OF LEMMA

Since > >° , a, = 00, by a small abuse of notation we consider the
subsequence so that a, > 0, Vn € N. Consider the partial sum s,,, =

Zgl a, = M, where my is chosen such that a,, < 1 for all n > mg—1.

Then we have:
M—-1<sp-1 <M <85y <M+1,

Smo — Smp—1 = Omg < 1 and Smg—1 — Smg—2 = Umy—1 < L.
Moreover, Sy, +1 < M + 2.
Now choose m; € N as the minimal index such that
Smy > M + 3.

Thus we have M + 3 > s,,,,-1 > M + 2, and m; — 1 > my Moreover,
Smy = Smy—1 + Qmy, < M + 4.
Therefore we have the following situation:

M spy <M4+1<M4+2<8,,-1 < M+3<s8,, <M+4,

wherefrom

1 <smy—1— 8m, <3.
17



We continue as follows: choose my € N such that my — 1 > my and
M+3<sm, <MA4+4<M+5<58,, 1 <M+6<5,, <M+T.

This gives 1 < 8ppy—1 — Sy < 3.
By choosing m;, [ > 3, in an analogous way, we obtain an increasing
sequence of integers such that
m;—1

1< Z a, < 3,

n=mip—i
which proves the claim.
The same arguments show that for any given € > 0 there exists an
increasing sequence of integers my, [ € N, such that
mlfl

< Y a<e

n=mj_i

Wl M
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