arXiv:2109.08859v1 [math.CA] 18 Sep 2021

NOTES ON BILINEAR LATTICE BUMP FOURIER MULTIPLIERS
TOMOYA KATO, AKIHIKO MIYACHI, AND NAOHITO TOMITA

ABSTRACT. We consider the bilinear Fourier multiplier operator with the multiplier writ-
ten as a linear combination of a fixed bump function. For those operators we prove two
transference theorems, one in amalgam spaces and the other in Wiener amalgam spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

For o0 € L>®(R™ x R™), the bilinear Fourier multiplier operator T, is defined by

T,(fu, fo) (@) = / / ) (6 6) Fr(60) Fal€a) dErde,
reR"  fi,fo € S(R"),

where j?l, }; denote the Fourier transforms.
Let X1, Xo, and Y be function spaces on R" equipped with quasi-norms || - ||x,, || - ||x.,
and || - ||y, respectively. If there exists a constant C' € [0, 00) such that

T, (f1, fo)lly < Cllfillxill follxe, freSNXy, faeSNXy,

then we denote the smallest possible C' by [|T,||x,xx,—y. If there exists no such finite
constant C', then we define ||T, | x,xx,—y = 00. We shall simply call |7, | x,xx,—y the
operator norm of T, in X; x Xy —» Y.

The bilinear Fourier multiplier operator was introduced by Coifman—-Meyer [3|, [4} [5, 6] and
there have been many works. In the present article, we shall be interested in the multiplier
of the following special form. For a € ¢*°(Z"™ x Z") and ® € C§°(R" x R™), we define

oa0(&1,&) = Z alpir, p2) (& — 1, & — p2),  &1,& € R™

1,2 €EL™
For notational convenience, we write the corresponding bilinear operator as

The =1,

Oa,d "

The multiplier 0,4 can be considered as a test case of more general bilinear Fourier
multipliers. It was considered in some form or other in several papers. In the papers
[14], 15], the authors used the estimates for operators of the form 7, ¢ as key tools to prove
boundedness of bilinear singular integrals with rough kernels. A study wholly focusing on
0.0 Was given recently by Bridnkova-Garafakos-He-Honzik [2], where the authors call ¢
the lattice bump multiplier. The main result of [2] gives estimate for the operator norm of
Too in LPY x LP> — [P 1/p=1/p1 + 1/ps, in terms of ||al|s~ and the cardinality of suppa
(see Theorem 1.2 and Remark 1.1 of [2]), which generalize the estimates given in [14] [15].

Date: December 27, 2021.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B15, 42B35.
Key words and phrases. Bilinear Fourier multiplier, lattice bump Fourier multiplier, transference theorem,
amalgam spaces, Wiener amalgam spaces.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.08859v1

2 KATO, MIYACHI, AND TOMITA

In [20, 21], 22], the present authors considered bilinear Fourier multipliers o satisfying the
estimates

|02,0,0(61,62)| < CasW (&1, &)

with a fixed nonnegative function W, and gave some sufficient conditions on W for T, to
be bounded in L2-based amalgam spaces and in Wiener amalgam spaces. The results of
[20], 21}, 22] imply the estimates for the operator norm of T, ¢ in terms of the absolute values
|a(p1, p2)|, which cover the estimate of [2].

In the present article, we shall not consider any particular estimates of the operator norm
of T, & but we shall consider some transference theorems for I, . The transference theorem
was first given by de Leeuw [7], who proved that, under certain condition on the multiplier
m(§) on R, if the Fourier multiplier operator 7}, is bounded in LP(R), p € [1, o0, then the
periodic Fourier multiplier operators T4 ¢ € (0, 00), are uniformly bounded in L?(T),

. m(e-)
where T}, and Trz??;) 4 are defined by

-~

T, f(x) = / () (€)de, z € R, e S(R),

and
Tns(ofde(x) = Z e m(ep)F(p), = €T=R/Z, FeC™T)
WEZ
(F () denotes the Fourier coefficient of F). The converse to this theorem was given by Igari
[17, Theorem 2] and Stein—Weiss [24, Theorems 3.18 in Chapter VII]. Transference theorems
were also given in several different settings; see [23] 18], 25] [, 8, 19]. Transference theorems
for bilinear Fourier multipliers were given by Fan—Sato [9].

The purpose of the present article is to give two transference theorems for the bilinear
operators Ty, o. With a € (>°(Z" x Z"), we shall associate two other operators. One is the
bilinear Fourier multiplier operator TP°d that acts on periodic functions and the other
is the bilinear operator S, that acts on sequence spaces. Under certain conditions on P,
we shall prove that T}, ¢ is bounded in amalgam spaces if and only if 7;P*°? is bounded in
corresponding L? spaces, and T ¢ is bounded in Wiener amalgam spaces if and only if S, is
bounded in corresponding ¢? spaces. Precise statements will be given in Theorems [l and [3

Most of the techniques used in the present article are in fact well-known in the theory
of transference theorems. More directly, our arguments are modifications of those given in
20, 21, 22].

Throughout this article, we use the following notations: (z) = (1+|z|?)/2 for z € R"; Q =
(—1/2,1/2]™ is the unit cube centered at the origin; KQ = (—K/2, K/2]" for K € (0, c0);
the Fourier transform of f € S(R") is denoted by J/C\OI" by F f; the inverse Fourier transform
is denoted by F~1; for m € L°>°(R™), the linear Fourier multiplier operator is defined by

mD)f(e) = [ EEmfie) s, we R e SE).

2. THE CASE OF AMALGAM SPACES

In this section, we shall give our first main theorem, which concerns the operator norm of
T, ¢ in amalgam spaces.
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We begin with the definition of amalgam spaces. For p,q € (0, 00|, the amalgam space
(L, ¢7) is defined to be the set of all measurable functions f on R™ such that

a/py 1/q
w2 (o) ) e

kezm

[ #llran) = ||[[2a(z = B)f@)]

Lg(R™)

where the representations of || - ||z» and || - ||« need the usual modifications if p = oo or
q = 0. For properties of amalgam spaces, see Holland [16] or Fournier—Stewart [12].

For a complex valued L!-function F' on the torus T" = R"/Z", we define its Fourier
coefficient by

~

F(p) = / F(z)e ™" dy, pe 7"

(Although we use the same notation ~ to denote both the Fourier coefficient and the Fourier
transform, we shall use capital letters to denote functions on T", which will help the reader
to distinguish the Fourier coefficient from the Fourier transform.) For a € (> (Z" x Z™), we
define the operator TPeri°d by

Taperiod (Fla Fg)(l') _ Z 62“”'(”1"'”2)&(#1,Mz)ﬁ(ﬂl)ﬁ(/ﬁ)a

1,2 €L

xeT", F,F,eC™(T").

For any a € (*(Z" x Z™), the operator T.P"°? is a bilinear mapping from C*°(T") x C°°(T")
to C*°(T™). For py,pe,p € (0,00], we define

HTaperiod <F17 FQ) HLP(']T”)
[ E3 ) zov (o) (12 o2 (my

||Taperiod ||Lpl < LP2—sLp = SUp {

Fi,F, € C™(T") \ {O}} .

Finally, to give our theorems, we need some condition that assures the map a — 0,4 to be
injective. For this we introduce the following: we say that a function ® € C5°(RY) satisfies
the condition (B) if there exists a point £” € R? such that

£ ¢ U supp ®(- — p) and (&%) # 0.
pez\ {0}

Now the following is the first main theorem of this article.

Theorem 1. Let & € C{°(R"xR") satisfy the condition (B) and let p1, pa, p, 1,42, q € (0, 0]
satisfy 1/q1 + 1/qo > 1/q. Then there exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) depending only on
n,pi1,pP2,P,4q1,492,4, and (I)7 such that

C_lHTapOriOd HLPl X LP2 [P S HTa,<I>||(LP1 L91)x (LP2 092 )—(LP £9) S CHTapOriOd HLPl X LP2 [P
for all a € (>(Z" x 7).

Before we give the proof of this theorem, we give some remarks.

Remark 2. (1) The amalgam space (L, (?) coincides with the Lebesgue space L if p = q.
Hence the following assertion is a special case of Theorem [It If & € C§°(R™ x R™) satisfy the
condition (B) and if py, pa, p € (0, 00| satisty 1/p; +1/ps > 1/p, then there exists a constant
¢ € (0,00) depending only on n, py, ps, p, and @, such that

TP oy sy o < | To.0|lLr1 xir2—re < c|| TP Loy o2 s 1o
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for all a € £>°(Z" x Z™), where the spaces LP', LP?  LP in the quasi-norms of T;P"°d and T, &
are the spaces on T" and on R", respectively.
(2) The latter inequality

1Tl (o1 0myx (172 092y (10 0y < || TPV | o1 x o2y o

in the conclusion of Theorem [ holds for all ® € C3°(R™), without the condition (B). This
will be seen from the proof to be given below.

(3) The assumption 1/¢; +1/g2 > 1/q in Theorem [] gives no essential restriction. In fact,
T, with a nontrivial o € L>®(R" x R™) has a finite operator norm in (LP*, (%) x (LP? (%) —
(LP,07) only if 1/g1 + 1/q2 > 1/q. For a proof of this fact, see Lemma [@] in Appendix.

Now we shall proceed to the proof of Theorem [II The proof is a modification of the
arguments given in [20, 2I]. We shall divide the proof into two parts, proof of the latter
inequality and proof of the former inequality. In the proofs, a(uq, o) denotes an arbitrary
sequence in £ (Z" x Z™). We use the letter ¢ to denote positive constants with the same
properties as ¢ of the theorem. Notice that ¢ in different places may not be the same constant.

Proof of the latter inequality of Theorem [1. Here we shall prove the inequality

(21) ||Ta,c1>|| LP1 091 ) x (LP2 092 )—(LP 04 S CHTaperiOd ||LP1 X [P2—sLP-
( )% ( )= )

Here we don’t need the condition (B).

First we follow the methods of Coifman—-Meyer [4, [5] to write T, ¢ as a superposition of
simple operators of product forms.

Take a number K € (0,00) that satisfies supp® C 271K Q x 271 KQ and take a function
¢ such that

¢ € CrR"), ¢(€)=1on 27'KQ, supp¢ C KQ.

Since supp ® C 271K Q x 271 K(Q we use the Fourier series expansion on KQ x KQ to write
® as

gl’ 52 Z b kl 27riK*1(§1'k1+§2~k2)’ (61’62) c KQ X KQ’

ki1,ko€Z™

where {b(k1, ko)} is a rapidly decreasing sequence. Multiplying this by ¢(&1)¢(&2), we have
D(&1,&2) = Z bk, o) €2 K MGkt k) ¢ Yy £,

k1,ko€Z™
(2.2) = > bk, ko), ® bk,) (610 E2),
k1,ko€Z™
where
(¢k1 ® ¢k2)(£17£2> = ¢k1 (£1>¢k2(£2)7
D, (§5) = TR, j=1,2.
Thus
0a,0(&1,&2) = Z Z a(p, p2)b(kr, k2)(Pr, ® ¢ry) (&1 — 1, Ea — pi2)
k1,k2 p1,p2
(2'3) = Z b(kl’ k2)ga,¢k1®¢k2 (€1> 62)

k1,k2
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Since the sequence {b(kq, ko)} is rapidly decreasing, in order to prove (21)) it is sufficient to
prove the estimate

(2.4) 1T, 60, @n, | (LP1 00y x (272 ,092) s (1o ,00) < €[TR || L1 2 1o
1@k, 11( )% ( )= ( )

recall that ¢ should not depend on k1, ks.

Now let fi, fo € S(R™). To calculate the (L, ¢?)-quasi-norm of a function, it is convenient
to write the variables of R" as 4+ p with x € ) and p € Z". Thus let x € () and p € Z".
We have

Ta¢k1®¢k2 f17 f2 T+ p)

- Z / a(p, p )27ri(:v+p)-(£1+§z)

i, MZeZn 51 526Rn

X ry (61— 1) Ony (€2 — 12) 1 (61) Jo (&) dErdEy

. / 0(jir, i) 2P €1+ oa)

1, €ZN £1,62€R™

X Qry (1) Pry (§2) 1 (1 + 1) f2(E2 + p12) dEadEs
= (%)
Here notice that e?™#(11+12) = 1 since p- (1 + po) are integers. We write

e2m'(x+p) (Grtprt+batp2) 627rix- (&14+€2) 627rix- (n1+p2) 627rip- (&1+&2)

. : . 1 1
_ 2z (upiz) 2mipeEr 2mipeE Aol aga NN
—e 1H2) o 12mip-E2 Ea a!(2m) €] gﬁ 5!(2m) Py,
where the sums are taken over all multi-indices a and 3. Thus

2mi)lel (27)1Al o
5 St ) L i

Bi,p2 o, B
= ().

We define Fy, o, Gry.pp € C°(T") so that their Fourier coefficients are given by

(i o) (1) = / PTG (6) € Til6r + p) ey, p e T

n

(Ghapp)" (1) = / 0, (8) &) Fal&a + ) dEy, € TN

n

Then

2mi)lel (2mi)lBl o
() = 323 alym, o) a,) : 5l> B (B N (10) (G ) (12)
p1sp2 0B ' ’

@mi)lel (2md) Pl o e
- Z al 5[ Z s Tap d (Fk‘l,p,on Gkg,p,a)(x)-
a,f ’ ’
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Thus we obtain

1, 1Pl OPry (fh f2)(x + p)

27rz | 27rz 18l :
= Z 2T (B Gl po)(z), ©€Q, pEL

From the last formula, we have

o o, (s a0y = || Tacoy 6, (s )@ + 9|

:w

(2

(2mi)lel (2mi) 8l
Z al 5! zot? Tap d (Fkhﬁvm Gk%/”a)(x)

a,B LE(Q) 03z
(271')' ‘(2 151 period 1
< {Z;( o 1T B G ) O i
= (k% %)

with € = min{p,q,1}. We set 1/¢; + 1/go = 1/s. Our assumption implies 1/s > 1/q
and hence the embedding ¢¢ < 7 holds. Thus, the definition of || T.P"? || w1 w1r2 10, the
embedding ¢* < (7, and Holder’s inequality with exponents 1/¢; + 1/q2 = 1/s yield

H HTapcriod (Fkhmav kapﬂ) (x)

2(Q) g;l)(Zn)
= H HTaperiOd HLPl ><LP2—>LPHFklvPvaHLP1 (Q)HGkaPvBHLPZ(Q) @)
< H HTaperiOd HLP1 X LP2—LP HFkhp’aHLl’l(Q) HGkMﬁHLPz (@ [l gg 2y

<N N g [ | o ] g o 11208 20 g g

Hence

(27‘-)‘@' (27‘-)‘6' erio
(# xx) < {Z ( ol Bl HTap ‘ HLP1><LP2—>LP
o,
€N 1/e
é?(zn)) } '

<c <a)N(1 + K)‘a|||f1||([,p1,gq1),

X HHFth,aHLm(Q) Hka,aHmz(Q)

et (Z)

Thus, if we prove the estimates

(25) H HFklvpvaHLpl (@) Zgl (Zn)

(2.6) HHszmﬁHLPz(Q

< c (BN (L4 K foll o2 a2

Nlege @)
with NV depending only on n, p1, p2, q1, ¢2, then we obtain
||Ta7¢k1 ®Pkqy (fl> f2) || (LP,L9)

< ||\ TP O oasrra ol fill (e ey || fol | zp2 a2y
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AS (O @ +K>'B)E}l/e

| |
" al 15

= ¢ |12 | o xpra s 1o || full (zrn oo || fol 2Pz 02),

which is the desired estimate (2.4)).
Thus our task is to prove (2.5) and (2.6). By symmetry, it is sufficient to prove one of
them. We shall prove (2.5]). Here we use the Poisson summation formula

Z 27r2y,wf 51_'_,“ Ze 2miéq-( m+u (x—l—y)
HEL™ vezn

(for this formula, see for example [24] Chapter VII, Section 2| or [13, Section 3.2.3]). Using
this formula, we can write Fy, ,.(x) as

ljkl,p#y(ﬂf) = :E:: (l:k1,p,a>/\([ﬁ)€2ﬂiu'x

/JGZ"

= S [ s @) file +wds

pezn n

_ Z / e2mip-&1 ¢k1 )5 —2miéy- (90+V)f1 (x 4 V) &,

vezn

=) FHomE) &) (p—z—v)filz+v).

VEZL™
For z € () and for each N € N, we have

[F (00 (&) (0 — 2 = )] = [FH (S 99(6)E7) (0 — 2 —v)|
= |F (€N (K oy + p— 2 = v)]

<cun ‘s‘up H@’Y (¢ 51)513‘)“Lé (K 'key+p—x—v)™N
'Y 1

< o ()N (1 + K) UKk +p— )™
and hence

| Fripa(@)] < g ()N 1+ )Y (K4 p =)™ | fue +v)]

veZL™
= cang ()N (L+ K)N S (K + o) M| filw + p = ).
oeLn

Set €; = min{1, p;, 1 } and choose N € N so that ;N > n. Then

H}}Fkl,p,a(x)HLil(@ 1 (zn)

D KR+ o) iz +p— o)

[ dSYAL

< c{a)N(1 + K)

LY Q)

o 1/e1
)

£ (zm)
<ec (a>N(1 + K)'a‘

. ( Z (KK + 0)_61NHHf1(93 +p— U)HL?(Q)

oEL™
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1/e1
= c(a)V(1 + K)"'( > (K 7k + a>—“N) (R

oezn
< c{a)N (1 + K fill o @),
which implies (ZI). Now the latter inequality of Theorem [ is proved. O
Next, we prove the former inequality of Theorem [Il
Proof of the former inequality of Theorem 1. Here we shall prove the inequality
(2.7) TP 1o pras e < | Tua || (per pa)x (192 ,092)— (Lo 09)-

From the assumption that ® satisfies the condition (B), there exist a point &Y € R* and
a sufficiently small € > 0 such that

(2.8) ©(£°) # 0,

(2.9) 16— €% <26, uEZ, n#0 = ®(€—p)=0.
We write £° = (£9,£9). We then take functions 6,6, € C5°(R") such that
210)  suppdy C {€ R || € < o}

(2.11)

// 2T TP (€1, 65)0,(£1)02(&2) drdéy| > 1 for all z € Q.
R"XR"
Hereafter we write

(2.12) g(z) = // XM TR €5)01(&1)02(&2) dérdéo.
-

Take arbitrary Fi, Fr € C°(T"). We define fi, fo € S(R™) so that their Fourier transforms
are given by

F©) =Y FWoE-v), R, j=12
vezLr
or equivalently by

fi@) = 3 B (F10,)(@) = Fi(a)(F0)(x), j=1,2

(recall that E denotes the Fourier coefficient of F}). Then, since F} is a periodic function
and F 16, is a function in S, we have

(2.13) 1fill s ooy @my < cllFjllpesmy, 5= 1,2
On the other hand, from (2.9) and (2.10), we have

Gan(€1,62) J1(61) fa(&2)
— ( Z a(pin, p2) P& — 1, & — M2))

X M(l’jg:ﬁ(l/l)el(& - 1/1)) (Vze%n Fy(v2)0a (&2 — V2))

= Z a(p, Nﬂﬁ(ﬂl)ﬁ(ﬂz)@(gl — 1, &0 — p2)01 (&1 — p1)02(&2 — pa)

W1, 42 €L
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and thus
Lol fle) = 3 alu ) Fi(u)Fa) [[  cmetesen
1,2 €EZ™ R™ xR
X D(& — p1, & — p2)01 (&1 — 1) 02(E2 — o) d&rdEs
(2.14) = D alp, i) Fr () Fa(p) 2™ 0 +12) g ()
1,2 €EL™

= T (Fy, By)(w)g(x).
From this and (2.11])-(2.12), we have
(2.15) oo (fro fo) (@) 2 | TP (R, B) ()], o€ Q.
Now from (2.I5]) and (213)), we obtain

T2 (P, Bo)ll o) < I Taa(frs f)lleri@) < I Taw(frs fo)ll oo enyeny

< [ Taollze ey (wr2 002) (o 0 | fill (oo eny @[] f2l ez 002y )

< || Toall (o em)x (zr2 02y (Lo 0y | F1 | por ooy || o || 2oz (oo,
which implies (2.7). Now the former inequality of Theorem [Ilis proved and proof of Theorem
[ is complete. O

3. THE CASE OF WIENER AMALGAM SPACES

In this section, we shall give our second main theorem, which concerns the operator norm
of T, ¢ in Wiener amalgam spaces.

We begin with the definition of Wiener amalgam spaces. Let k € C3°(R™) be a function
satisfying

> H(g—k;)' >1 forall &ecR"

kezn

Then for p,q € (0, 00], the Wiener amalgam space W4 = WP4(R") is defined to be the set
of all f € 8'(R™) such that

1l = (150D = £)£ @)l gz

It is known that the definition of Wiener amalgam space does not depend on the choice of
the function k up to the equivalence of quasi-norm. It is also known that the embedding
WrLat — JJ/P222 holds if 0 < p; < py < oo and 0 < ¢ < ¢ < oo. For these facts, see
Feichtinger [10] [I1], and Triebel [26].

We write X(Z") to denote the set of all functions b : Z" — C such that b(u) = 0
except for a finite number of p € Z". For a € (*(Z™ x Z™), we define the bilinear map
Se: X(Z™) x X(Z™) — X(Z") by

Salbiybo) () = Y alp, pz)ba(p)ba(p2),

H1+p2=p
weZ", bybs EX(Z”)

For ¢1, g2, q € (0, 00], we define

< 00.
Li(R™)

||Sa(bla b2)||gq(zn)
|bl ||€‘11 (zZn) Hb2||€‘12 (zm)

‘ by, by € X(Z”)\{O}}.

nwmmw:mb



10 KATO, MIYACHI, AND TOMITA

The following is the second main theorem of this article.

Theorem 3. Let & € C5°(R"xR") satisfy the condition (B) and let py, pa, p, q1,G2,q € (0, 0]
satisfy 1/p1 + 1/ps > 1/p. Then there exists a constant ¢ € (0,00) depending only on
n,pi,P2,P, 41,492, 49, and (I)i such that

C_IHSaHqu X 092 — 04 S HTa,<I>||WP1,q1 xWP2:92 5T P:q S CHSaHqu X 092 — 04
for all a € (>(Z" x Z").
Before we give the proof of this theorem, we give some remarks.

Remark 4. (1) The latter inequality

HTa@ mevfn X WP2:92 5 WP:a < CH SCLHZ‘“ x£92 — 09

in the conclusion of Theorem [ holds for all ® € C3°(R™), without the condition (B). This
will be seen from the proof to be given below.

(2) The assumption 1/p; +1/ps > 1/p in Theorem Bl gives no essential restriction. T, with
a nontrivial o € L*(R™ x R") has a finite operator norm in W?n4 x Wr»% — WP only if
1/p1 + 1/pa > 1/p. For a proof of this fact, see Lemma [7]in Appendix.

In the proof of the latter inequality of Theorem [3, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let ¢ € C3°(R") and let g, € S'(R™), p € Z™. Suppose the Fourier transform
of each g, has a compact support and suppose there exists a number K € (0,00) such that
diam (supp ¢) < K and diam (supp g,) < K for all p € Z™. Then for each p,q € (0, 0]
there exists a constant ¢ depending only on n,p,q, K, and ¢ such that

Lg(R™)

<

HH‘P(D - “)gu(z)Hez(zn) HgN(I)HZZ(Z”)

Lz (R™)
Proof. We use the following two well known facts. Firstly, if the Fourier transform of f €
S’'(R™) has a compact support and if R is a positive real number satisfying diam (supp f) <
R then for each r, s satisfying 0 < r < s < 00, there exists a constant ¢ depending only on

r, s, and n such that

(3.1) R™*|| fllzseny < R (| f]| 1rcemy-
For a proof of this inequality, see for example [27, Proposition 1.3.2]. Secondly,
(3.2) lr@ ||, < |15@ o], if 0<p<a<o,

Yy x

which holds for all LP and LY quasi-norms defined on any o-finite measure spaces. The
inequality (B.2]) can be easily proved by the use of Minkowski’s inequality for integrals.
Now let ¢ and g, be as in Lemma Bl We write

(D — 1)gu(x) = / T F ) (y)gul — ) dy.

From our assumption, the Fourier transform of the function y — (F'¢)(y)g.(z — y) has a
compact support of diameter not exceeding 2K . Thus by (B we have

/ ) Y (F o) (y)gu(x — ) dy

lo(D — p)gu(w)| =

Ly

< [ F e~ )l dy < e [(F )0l )



NOTES ON BILINEAR LATTICE BUMP FOURIER MULTIPLIERS 11

for any e satisfying 0 < e < 1. Taking € so that ¢ < min{1, p, ¢}, we use (8:2)) to obtain

(D = mgu@)]l

L
< nerc|[INF D)W gulx = )l g |
< netc|[NF Q@@ = llgl]|, = neac | F 0l e |l
Y x
Lemma [Bis proved. O

Now we shall prove Theorem [Bl The proof is a modification of the argument given in
[22]. We shall divide the proof into two parts, proof of the latter inequality and proof of the
former inequality. In the proofs, we assume a € (>°(Z" x Z"). For nonnegative quantities A
and B, we write A < B if there exists a constant ¢ with the same properties as the constant
¢ of Theorem Bl Also we write A ~ B to mean that A < B and B < A.

Proof of the latter inequality of Theorem[3. Here we shall prove the inequality

(33) ||Ta,<1>||Wp1vq1 X WP2:92 5 WD.a < CHSQHZ‘“ x£92 — (9 -
Here we don’t need the condition (B). By virtue of the embedding WP < WP4 5 < p, it
is sufficient to show it in the case 1/p; + 1/ps = 1/p.

Take K and ¢ in the same way as in Proof of the latter inequality of Theorem [Il In the
present case, we take ¢ so that it satisfies the additional condition

Z d(E—m)>1 forall £€R"

mezm™

Then we have

1l = | |6(D = ) f ()

GllLr

for each r, s € (0, o00].
We use the same representations as in Proof of the latter inequality of Theorem [Ik

O(&,&) = > bk ks) by ® bk, (1, 62),

k1,ka€Zn
0a,0(81,62) = Z b(klak2)0a,¢k1®¢k2(€1>€2)
k1,ko€Z"

(see (2:2) and (23)). Recall that {b(k1, k2)} is a rapidly decreasing sequence. Hence in order
to prove (B3] it is sufficient to prove the estimate

(34) HTa,¢>k1®¢k2 me,ql X WP2:92 —sWPa < CHSaHqu % 092 _s0q

(with ¢ independent of &y, ko).
Let fi, fo € S(R™). We have

Ta7¢k1®¢k2 <f17 f2)($) = Z // . a(:uh qu)ezﬂim'(fl‘l'&)
nX n

1,2 €EL™

X P (61— 1) Dry (€2 — o) o (1) Fo(&2) dErdEy
(35) = Z CL(,Ul, ,u2) g/lﬂ,kl (I)gig,kg (I)a

1,2 ELM™
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where
gzj, () = ¢k, (D — ) fi(x) = e 2Kk “ip(D — ) fi(x + Ky), 5 =1,2.

Notice that g oy J = 1,2, satisfy
(36)  suppF(g, ) C 1T IC—pl S 1,
(3.7) Hngj,kj x HZZJJ = HH¢(D —Mj)fj(ib’—i-K—lkj)HzZJJﬂ P

notice that the quantities in (3.17) do not depend on ky, ks.
From (3.4]), it follows that

(3.8) SUPD F (95, 1, Ivgkn) © LC T — 1 — o] S 1}

Let x be the function used in the definition of the quasi-norm of Wiener amalgam spaces.
Then, since k has a compact support, we see that x(D — u) (g}“,klgi%b) # 0 only if |uy +
— p| < 1. This fact and (B.5) yield

(39) H(D - :U’) (Ta,¢k1®¢>k2 (fh f2)) = H(D - :U/)hu,kh/@

with
ﬂ:klykZ Z Z (/’L17/’L2>gi17klgfbg,k)2’

[7|S1 patpe=p+7

~ || fillwraes;

By (38), the Fourier transform of hj,j, 4, has a compact support of diameter < 1. Hence
(3:9) and Lemma [ imply

| Teseson, (s ) s = 16D = 1) (Tasnyomn, (F1s £2) @l |

_HH (D — 1) hy gy o (7 Heq

Using the definition of ||.Sg|| a1 x a2 e« and Holder s inequality w1th exponents 1/p; + 1/py =
1/p, we obtain

~ HH kalvkz Heq

1@,

=D° D alm,m)g), s (@)g5, (@)
TS mtpz=pt Gl
S Y. alm m2)gh, 4 (2)g2, 4, ()
— Zq
H1tp2=p #llLE
< || Sallens < —eall gy s () et NG @lesz ||,

< ||Sa||éq1><£q2—>zq Hg,lﬂ,kl qul Hgi%kz(x)ug;% P2

o

Now combing the above inequalities with ([B.7)), we obtain

HTa,¢k1®¢k2 (f1> fQ)Hqu ~ ||S ||Zq1 ng2_>gq||f1||wp1 a1 ||f2||Wp2 92
which implies ([3.4]). Thus the latter inequality of Theorem [3is proved. OJ

Next, we shall prove the former inequality of Theorem
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Proof of the former inequality of Theorem[3. Here we shall prove the inequality

(3'10) HSaqul spa2 00 < C ||Ta,<1>||wp1»q1 X WP2:92 5/ P:a

Since & satisfies the condition (B), by the same reason as in Proof of the former inequality
of Theorem [T, we can take £ = (£9,£9) € R?" and functions 6,6, € C3°(R™) that satisfy

2.3), 2.9), @.10), and @II).

We take a function k € C3°(R") such that
Z/ﬁ(f—,u)zl for all £ € R"
WEL™
and
1 if p=0,
0 otherwise.

(3.11) M<2e:>mg—mz{

where € is the number in (2.9). Such a k certainly exists if € is chosen sufficiently small.
Now let by,by € X(Z"). We define f, fo € S(R") through Fourier transform by

&)= b —v), R

vVEL™
From (2.10) and (B.I1]), we have
RE =& = wF©) =rE =& —m) Y b(») bi(1)0;(€ — 1)
veL™
and hence
K(D — & — p) fi(x) = bj(n)e* ™ F10;(x).

Thus

[ fillwesos = |[[(D =& = wfi@)] ] .,
(3.12) z

= [Ibsem =705 |, = Wosllens 1705002 = elbgllss

On the other hand, just in the same way as we obtained (214 in Proof of the former
inequality of Theorem [I, we obtain

a<I> fl,fz Z Z :ula,u2 bl Vl b2 V2 // 2m:c (é1+&2)
R xR"™

1,2 EL™ vy ,Vva €ELT

X (I)(fl — p1,8§2 — ,uz)el(fl - V1)92(§2 - Vz) d§d§
(3.13) = Z alpin, pra)by (p1)ba (pg) €271 12) g ()

1,2 €Z™

with g(z) given by (2I2). Observe that
(e tth) () C {& + &+ + pa | & € supp by, & € supp by, }
C{e+&E++m+p|¢eR [C] <2}
Hence our choice of k (see (B.I1])) implies that
p=pt e = R — & —p) =1 on supp F(e2 g (a)),
p# itz = K(E—E —& —p)=0 on supp F (2 Ug(r)),

supp F
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and hence

T e27rimv(u1 th2) € if + = M,
K(Dy — &) — €3 — 1) (62 (m+uz)g(gj)) - 9(x) H1 ‘M2 H
0 otherwise.
This relation and (3.I3) imply
K(Dy =& = & — ) Taw(f1. f2)(2)

- Z a(pu, p12)by (1) ba(p2) €7 g (z).

H1tp2=p

Recall that |g(z)| > 1 on @ (see (ZIT])). Hence
1 To.0(f1, fo) llwea
~ |[[5(De = & = & — W Taw(fi, f2)(@)|

Ly

D alp, p2)bi (i)ba(p2) €7 g ()

p+pa=p Gill e
=11 > alpr, p2)br(m)ba(p2)|| Nlgller
1+ pa=p b
> Z a(p, p2)bi(p1)ba(p2)|| = [1Sa(br, b2)| e
p1+p2=p £,

Combining the above inequalities with ([B.12]), we obtain
1Sa(by, b2)lles S N Ta.0(f1, f2)llwra
< ||Ta,<1>||Wp1’q1 XWP2"12—>WM||f1 ||Wp1,q1 ||f2||wpzvq2
S [Taellweaxwrzaz sweal|by[lea [[b2] oz,

which implies (8.10). Now the former inequality of Theorem [3]is proved and hence the proof
of Theorem [3]is complete. U

4. APPENDIX
Here we give proofs of the facts mentioned in Remark 2 (3) and Remark @ (2).

Lemma 6. Let 0 € L¥(R" x R"), 0 # 0, p1,02, P, q1,G2,q € (0,00], and suppose T, is
bounded in (LP*, 07) x (LP* (%) — (LP £7). Then 1/q <1/q1 + 1/¢o.

Proof. Take a function ¢ € S(R") such that supp @ C {|¢| < 1} and |p(z)] > 1 for z € Q.
Take a Lebesgue point (£, o) of o such that (&, m9) # 0 and define f. and g. for 0 < e <1
by
f(© = (M€= &), Gn) =B (n—m)),
fe(z) = M0 %p(ex),  g(x) = M p(ex).
Then 1g(ex) < |fo(z)] = |ge(x)| S (1 + €|z|)™ with any N > 0. From this we easily see

that erH( ~ e /1 and }|QEH(LZJ27M) ~e e for 0 < e < 1.

LP1,091)
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On the other hand, T, (f., g.)(z) is written as
T,(fog)le) = [ [ 0 (ae,n) = (6o, m) F(€)g.n) ded
/ / 2wt g (g0 no) F(€)Gu(n) dédn = A+ B, say.

Since (&y, 7o) is a Lebesgue point of o, the term A tends to 0 uniformly in z € R" as
¢ — 0. For the term B, we have B = o(&y, o)™ +m)p(ex)?, and hence our choice of ¢
implies |B| > |o(&,m0)|1g(€ex). Hence for all sufficiently small € we have |T,(f, gc)(x)| >
27 Yo (&, m0)] 1g(ex) and thus

|75 (fe. ge)

(Lpga) — HHTo(feage>(Z+p>HLzzJ(Q

) Z;I) (Zn)

~ |o (&, 10)| €.

2 H [1o:(€0,m0)| 1o (= + p)) HLZ(Q)

5z
If T, is bounded in (LP*, (%) x (LP2 (%) — (LP £7), then the inequalities obtained above
imply e /9 = O(e_"/q1 e_”/‘“) as € — 0, which holds only when 1/¢ < 1/q; + 1/go. O

Lemma 7. Let 0 € L*R" x R"), 0 # 0, p1,p2,p,q1,92,q9 € (0,00], and suppose T, is
bounded in WPt x WP292 — WP4. Then 1/p < 1/py + 1/pa.

Proof. Take ¢, (£0,m0), fe, and g, in the same way as in Proof of Lemma [6l
To estimate the quasi-norms of f. and g. in Wiener-amalgam spaces, take a function
r € Cg°(R") such that 3 ;. (£ —p) =1 for all £ € R" and that

€| <1/10 = k(§) =1 and k(£ —p) =0 for pe "\ {0}.

Then, for 0 < € < 1/10, we have k(D — &) fe = fe and k(D — &y — p) fe = 0 for p € 2"\ {0},
and thus

~ H HFL(D —& — M)fe(x)HzZl(Z")

LB (R)

~ e_n/pl .

— | @) — |ete)
Similarly we have ||ge ||,y pp.qp & € /7> for 0 < e < 1/10.

To estimate the WP4-quasi-norm of T, (f., g.), we take a function k¥ € C§°(R") such that
K(§o+mno) # 0 and Y cpn K(§ — p) > 1 for all £ € R™. Then

Lz' (R™) Lz' (R™)

R(D)T, (f.. 90)(z / / 2mis N 4 )o(E,n) ()G () dEdn
- / / i (Et [%(s T n)o(En) — (€ + 1) (o o) | (€)u(n) dédn
" / / T ENE (G +n0)o (G, o) Fu(E)G(n) dedn = A+ B, say.

Since (o, M0) is a Lebesgue point of K(§+n)o (£, n), the term A tends to 0 uniformly in z € R"
as € — 0. For the term B, we have B = &(& + o) (&y, mo) ™ otm) o (ex)2and hence | B| >
(& + m0)a (€0, m0)| 1g(ex). Hence for all sufficiently small € we have |&(D)T,(f., gc)(z)| >
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2-1 |%(£0 + 7]0)0'(50, 7]0)‘ 1Q(€LL’) and thus

7o (e 90l = IFD = oo 8@ g
> [[RD) Lo (fer 9 @) | g ey 2 |70 + m0) (0.0) | Lo(ew)

~ [R(& + no)a(€o,mo)| € P

Lg(R™)

If T, is bounded in WPr% x WP2492 — JW/P4 then the inequalities obtained above imply

e = O(e‘"/ple_”/m) as € — 0, which holds only if 1/p < 1/p; + 1/ps. O
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