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UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE VIA VARIATIONAL
CALCULUS ON MODULATION SPACES

NUNO C. DIAS, FRANZ LUEF AND JOAO N. PRATA

ABSTRACT. We approach uncertainty principles of Cowling-Price-Heis-
enberg-type as a variational principle on modulation spaces. In our
discussion we are naturally led to compact localization operators with
symbols in modulation spaces. The optimal constant in these uncer-
tainty principles is the smallest eigenvalue of the inverse of a compact
localization operator. The Euler-Lagrange equations for the associated
functional provide equations for the eigenfunctions of the smallest eigen-
value of these compact localization operators. As a by-product of our
proofs we derive a generalization to mixed-norm spaces of an inequality
for Wigner and Ambiguity functions due do Lieb.

1. INTRODUCTION

A cornerstone of Fourier analysis is the uncertainty principle about the
time and frequency localization of a function. Loosely speaking it states
that a function f(z) and its Fourier transform f(w) cannot both be sharply
localized. One of the first quantitative versions of the uncertainty principle
to be put forward was the Heisenberg-Pauli-Weyl inequality:

(1.1)

(e =Pt ) ([ -wnriferas) " Wi,

for any xg,wo € R. In what follows, we will set zog = wg = 0, as this can
be easily achieved by a phase-space translation, which does not alter the
results.

This inequality can be shown to be equivalent to [FoSil:

112
2r
The constant is sharp and we obtain an equality if and only if f is a gener-

alized Gaussian |GrO1].
Cowling and Price [CoPr] have generalized (2] by considering other
norms and other weights. Here we wish to consider the following result

[CoPrl [FoSi.

Theorem 1 (Cowling-Price). Suppose p,q € [1,00] and a,b > 0. There is
a constant K > 0 such that:

(1.3) I |21 fll ooy + I 0l Fllza@y = K| Fll 2@,

(12) lef |22y + loof 72 >
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for all tempered distributions f and f, which are represented by locally in-
tegrable functions, if and only if:

1 1 1 1
(1.4) a>-—— and b>_-——.

2. p 2 q
In the present work we intend to extend the Cowling-Price uncertainty
principle in the following sense. We shall prove, in arbitrary dimension
d > 1, that inequalities of the form

(1.5) 1121 fll o ay + I 1wl Fllpacray = KN Fllagre gey
hold for all f € M(Z’%(Rd) and where the left-hand side may be infinite. Here

M(Z”% (R9) is a certain modulation space to be specified below. Moreover, we
shall prove that there exist functions fj for which we obtain an equality and
which are the solutions of certain nonlinear functional equations. This latter
result is missing in Cowling and Price’s original work.

In addition, we shall also prove that, for certain weight functions 1, ¢, we
have an inequality of the form:

(1.6) 1132y + 165172y = K1 f lasz, e »

where M2, (R?) is another modulation space.

Inequalities (LHILG) can be regarded as generalizations of the Heisenberg-
Pauli-Weyl inequality (L2). Moreover, we shall show that we obtain an
equality in ((LE) for functions fy which are eigenfunctions of a certain positive
compact localization operator and that the optimal constant is related with
its eigenvalues.

One ingredient of our treatment is the work of Galperin and Grochenig
[Gal [GGl [Gr96], where Heisenberg-type inequalities are interpreted as em-
beddings of weighted Lebesgue spaces Lh(R?) and weighted Fourier images
FLI(R?) of weighted L{(R?) spaces into modulation spaces M;’%(Rd)

We denote by L5 (R?) the space of distributions f in the Lebesgue space
LP(R) with finite ||| g, where |l zqae) = ( fea |F(2)P(1+ 2] Pda) 7,

The space FLj(R?) consists of all tempered distributions f € &'(R?) such
that f is in L{(R%) with finite norm Il Framay = H]/”\HLg(Rd).

Modulation spaces were introduced by Feichtinger in 1983 [Fe81l, [Fe(6,
[Fe83B]. Here we restrict the discussion to the following classes of modulation
spaces: M;’%(Rd) and M2 (R?), to be defined below. Loosely speaking,
modulation spaces allow one to encode the decay and integrability properties
of a function on the phase-space.

There are various ways to measure the phase-space content of a function,
e.g. Wigner transform, Rihazcek transform [Co]. We use the matrix coeffi-
cients of the Schrédinger representation 7 of of the Heisenberg group H(d),
m(z,w)g(t) = 2™ g(t — x):

(L.7) Vof(z,w) = (f,m(z,w)g)2 = /Rd F(O)g(t — z)e 2wy,

for f,g in L?(R%). In signal analysis Vyf is known as the short-time-Fourier
transform. If g € S(RY), then the short-time Fourier transform extends to
tempered distributions f € S’'(R%).
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For o, 8 € R and r, s € [1,2] we define the modulation space M (Rd)
the space of all functions such that
(1.8)

gy = ([, ([ 1Warl @+ faherde) ™ 1+ o) aw) ™

o, B

is finite with respect to a fixed non-zero g in S(RY). Note that different
choices of the non-zero window g € S(R?) lead to equivalent norms for
M, " (]Rd) If we want to emphasize the choice of window g, we may some-

tlmes write [ - [ a7m * (R
We shall also consuier the modulation spaces with norm

1/
(1.9) £l ae2, (may = / / m(z,w)Vy f(z,w)] dxdw) 2,

where m(x,w) is an appropriate time-frequency weight (see e.g.[AF]).
We need the following particular case of the results in [Gal [GGI:

Theorem 2 (Galperin-Grochenig). Let o, > 0, 0 < 7,5 < 2 and 1 <
p,q < 00. Suppose that r < p and s < q. If
) >

a—« 1 biﬁ 1
( _l’_ = — ) (_ _l’_ = —

mar{ (1= +). (¢~ 4+ D)} xmas{ (-5 +4) . (2= +4))

with all factors positive, then LE(R?) N FLE(R?) is compactly embedded in
M;’%(]Rd). Thus, there exists C' > 0 such that:

= =
0 =

=S =

(1.11) 11z ey + 1/l Laqray = C||f||M;f'B(Rd)-

As usual p/, ¢, - - denote the Holder duals of p, q,--- € [1, o0]: %—}—I% =1,
etc We also remark that the condition " < p,p’ < r is equivalent to

i
We will resort to this theorem to prove (Theorem [IT]) that inequality (LX)
holdsif 1 <7r,s<2;,8>0;0<a,b<7,andr <p<7';s<q<r and

([CIQ) is valid.

That this extends the Cowling-Price uncertainty principle is now obvious.
Ifweset r=s=2, a=p=0,d=1in (ILI0) , we obtain (L4]). Likewise
([L3) follows from (LE]) and the fact that M&’g(R) = L*(R) [GrO1].

We shall prove the second inequality (eq.(L@])) in Theorem For this,
we shall require another compact embedding theorem due to Boggiatto and
Toft [BoTo] (see also [PfT0]) for modulation spaces of the form MY (R?)
(to be defined below in eq.(Z6l)):

Theorem 3 (Boggiatto-Toft). Assume that mi,ms € P(R??), and that
p,q € [1,00]. Then the embedding

(1.12) it MBA(RY) — MPI(RY)

is compact if and only if ma/my € L (R??).
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Here P(R??) is a class of weights which are polynomially moderate (see
Definition [l) and L (R??) is the set of all f € L>(R??) such that

(1.13) ngréo <ess sup|z|2R]f(z)]> =0.

Let us remark that the compactness of such embeddings between modulation
spaces also follows from Theorem 9.4 in [FeGr].

The strategy of the proofs consists of approaching this problem from the
point of view of variational calculus. We will minimize the functional

(1.14) £ 121l ooy + 1| 1wl Fll Lo ray
on the constraint set:
(115)  Q={fe LER)NFLIRY : | fllyre g =1}

In a similar fashion, we will seek to minimize
(1.16) £ 19 1 gty + 16712 g

for f in an appropriate modulation space M2 (R?) and such that || || M2, (RY) =

1, where M2 (R?) is another modulation space, such that M2 (R?) C M2 (R?)
(see Corollary []).

These variational problems will naturally lead to Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions (Theorem [I3] and Theorem [[5, Theorem [I7)).

To prove the existence of minimizers, we start by showing that the func-
tionals (LI4ILTA) are weakly lower semicontinuous (Lemma [2] and Lemma
[). Then we prove that certain subsets of the constraint sets [ are weakly
sequentially compact (Proposition Bl and Proposition [)). This means that
the functionals attain a minimum on these subsets. Finally, we show that
they are in fact minima on the entire constraint sets (Theorems [[1] and [I2]).

An essential tool in this last step is a generalization of an inequality for
Wigner and radar ambiguity functions due to E. Lieb. In [LI] Lieb proved
that

(117) JACG. Dz 2) = CU ey 9]0 gy

where 1 <r < 2;r <p,p’ <r’, C > 0is a constant and A(f, g)(z,w) is the
radar ambiguity function:

(1.18) A(f,9)(z,w) = eIV f(—x,w).

In Theorem [6 and Corollary [l we shall prove an extension of this inequality
to arbitrary dimension d > 1 and mixed-norm spaces:

(1.19) IACf, D zzs, ey = Cllf L@y |9l Le @ay

for appropriate values of u,v,r, s and where

1
(1.20) ||F||L3fx(R2d)=</ (/ |F(x,w)|rdw> dx) .
R4 R4

We also determine the sharp constants and the functions which saturate

ID).

Each of these subsets is the intersection of a closed ball and the constraint set.
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NOTATION

We denote by S(R?) the space of Schwartz test functions and by S'(R%)
its dual - the space of tempered distributions. The duality bracket is (f, g)
for g in some functional space B and f in its dual B’. The inner product in a
Hilbert space H is (-,-);,, which is linear in the first argument. The Fourier
transform of f € L?(R%) is given by

(1.21) flw) = 5 flz)e 2wy

where

(1.22) TWw=Tiw + - Ty,

for all x = (21, ,24), w = (w1, - ,wq) € RY. We shall also use the
notation:

(1.23) () =1+ |z|.

Notice that the notation (x) is more commonly used in the literature for

the Japanese bracket (z) = (1+ ]m\Q)l/ ?, which is equivalent to our weight
(C23). We shall nevertheless use the weight ([L23]) as it will make our
derivations simpler.

If there is a constant C' > 0 such that A(f) < CB(f) for all f in some
set, then we write A(f) < B(f). It A(f) < B(f) and B(f) < A(f), then we
write A(f) < B(f). If a sequence (uy,), in some normed space X converges
strongly to some u € X, then we write u, — u, and if it converges weakly,
then we write u,, — u.

We denote the compact embedding of a functional space A into B by
AcCcCB.

2. MODULATION SPACES

Definition 1. A weight in R? is a positive and continuous function m €

Lf;’c(]Rd). Given two weights m and v, m is said to be v-moderate, if

(2.1) m(z +y) < Cm(z)v(y), v,y € RY,

for some C > 0. We denote by P(RY) the set of all weights m which are
v-moderate for some polynomial weight v.

Definition 2. Given a window g € S(R%)\ {0}, we define the short-time
Fourier transform of f € S(RY) by

(2.2) Vof (,w) = (f, m(z,w)9) [2(Rra) = /Rd F()glt — z)e 2mitw it

This extends to f € S'(RY), if we use the duality bracket:
(23) ng(x,w) = <fa 7T(CC, W)§>

To study the time-frequency content of a function or tempered distribution,
we shall consider the mized norms:

1
(2.4 \rFr\L;ﬁ(de):( L ([ iraera) dw> ,
Rd R4
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and

1
(2.5 \rFr\Lg,sARw):( L ([ iraera) dx) ,
Rd R4

for F e S'(R*) and 1 < r,s < oo, with the obvious modification for r or
s = 00.

Given a weight m € P(R??), the modulation space My, (R?) is defined as
the set of all f € S'(RY) such that
(2.6)

s =
- S

1 laggecaty = bVl ooy = ( L (L msemiz.ora) dw>
We shall write MT

5., when r =s and M"™®, when m = 1.

If instead of the order of integration (2.4]), we use the alternative order
([35), we obtain the so-called Wiener amalgam spaces W (FLP, £9) (R%),
which were introduced in [Fe83A]. The Fourier properties of these spaces
for separable weights are explained in [Fe90].

Among the modulation spaces we find for instance L?(R%), or the Sobolev
spaces H*(R?), the Feichtinger algebra So(R%) = M1 (R?) [Feg1], but also
the spaces Mg”sﬁ(Rd) mentioned in the Introduction. Indeed, for m(z,w) =
(z)*(w)?, then M};"(R?) = M;’%(Rd) as in (L])). For the particular choice
of weights vy(z,w) = (1 + |z|* + \w[2)s/2, and 7 = s = 2 we obtain the so-
called Shubin class spaces (Qs(RY),|| - |lq,). Notice that these spaces are
denoted by Mgs in [Gr01]. Special versions of the form M?2 are also given

in [AF].
For future reference, we state the following Proposition (Proposition 11.3.1
in [Gr01]):
Proposition 1. Let g € S(R%)\ {0}.
(1) If m(x,w) = m(x), then M2 = L2,.
(2) If m(z,w) = m(w), then M2 = FL?,.

3. LIEB’S UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE FOR MODULATION SPACES

The radar ambiguity function is given by:

(3.1) A(f, )z, w) = /Rd f (t - g) g <t + g)e*%iw'tczt.

Let us remark that the ambiguity function and its Fourier transform - the
Wigner transform - can be extended to (S{)(Rd), [ - Hsa) , since it is evaluated
by taking a tensor product, then an automorphism of phase space R?¢ and
then a partial Fourier transform. All these are well defined operators for the
Feichtinger algebra (So(R?), || - [|s,), and extend, by duality, to S{(R?) in a
unique way (see [FeHo90l [FeHo14l [Hol).

It is straightforward to obtain the following properties.

(3.2) A(f,9)(z,w) = A(f, ) (~w, ).
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From [BJ) it follows that
(3.3) A(f,9)(z,w) = eIV f(—x,0) -
Lieb proved (Theorem 1 in [L1]) the following theorem:

Theorem 4 (Licb). Letr > 2. If f € LP(R) and g € L' (R) for ' < p,p/ <
r, then:

(3.4) 1A, )2y < [H O p)Y || Fllo@ 9| o gy

where H(r,p) > 0 is given by:

/
pp - — _ /
(35) e =B 2l p|

with the convention 0° =1 when r =p orr =p .

This inequality is sometimes called Lieb’s uncertainty principle, as it im-
plies a lower bound on the measure of the support of A(f,g) [Gr01].
Lieb also proved a reverse inequality (Theorem 2 in [L1]).

Theorem 5 (Lieb). Assume that, for a.e. fized x € R, the function t —

f(t— %)g(t—i—%) is in LY(R) for almost every v € R. Let 1 < r < 2
and assume that 0 < |[[A(f,9)|[Lr@e2) < oo. Then f,g € L“(R) for every
r <u <r'. Moreover, for any p with r < p,p’ <r’, we have that:

(3.6) IAGS @2y = [H o) 110 @) 191 1o -
Remark 1. The constant H(r,p) can be expressed as:

Cﬁ, Cli r/r!
(3.7) H(r,p) =C/, < TC’ T') ,

where, for 0 < p < oo, C) is the Babenko-Beckner [Bal Be|] constant, which
reads:

pl/p
(38) Cp - Wa

for p # 1 and p # oo, and
(3.9) C1=Cx=1.
Remark 2. The constants in ([B.413.6]) are sharp. Lieb also proved that one

can obtain an equality in ([3.4) for p,p’ > 7’ and in [B.6]) for 1 < r < 2 if and
only if f, g are certain matched Gaussians.

The purpose of this section is to generalize inequality ([B.6]) to arbitrary
dimension d > 1 and for the mixed norms || - [[;rs ey and [| - [|17s m2ay

(of. ().

Remark 3. A generalization of inequality ([B.4]) for modulation spaces was
derived in [CoNi].

We shall prove the following generalization of the reverse Lieb inequality:
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Theorem 6. Assume that t — f(t+ %)fq\(t— %) is in L'(RY) for a.e.
w € R%  Notice that under these circumstances the definition of A(f,g)
makes sense, in view of (32). Let 1 < r,s < 2 and assume that 0 <
I[ACf Dl|ys, (m2ay < 0o. Then 7.3 € L*RY) for every 0 < u < r'. More-

over, for every pair u,v such that 0 < u,v <71’ and

1 1 1 1
3.10 B T T
( ) U + voS + r!’
we have:
(B11) A 91z meay = B, s, w0 Fll ey 18] o ey,
where

CoyyprClyri \ ¥
(3.12) B(r,s,u,v) = C% <#> .
(78/r,

The constant in (F11)) is sharp and for 1 <r < 2, 0 < u,v < r’, we have
an equality if and only f,q are Gaussians of the form:

Flw) = exp[—w- (|4 +iB)w + ¢ w+1]
(3.13)

G(w) = exp—w - (j0/|A — iB)w+ 7 w+7]
where A is a real, symmetric, positive-definite d x d matriz, B is a real,
symmetric d x d matriz, ¢,¢ € C%, 4,7 € C, and:

(3.14) = =L p = 1)

ur —u—r’ ur— v —1r

Here m' and n' are the Hélder duals of m = % and n = 3, respectively.

From this theorem and its proof we obtain the following two corollaries:

Corollary 1. Assume that t — f(t—%)g(t+3%) is in L'(RY) for a.e.
r €RY Let 1 <75 <2 and assume that 0 < ||A(f, Dlre, eay < 0o. Then

f,g € LY(RY) for every 0 < u < r'. Moreover, for every pair u,v such that
0 < u,v <7’ and (FI0) holds, we have:

(3.15) [ACS, 9l Lrs, (m2ay = B(r, s, w, 0)|[ || puwayl|9]| Lo ey,
where
Cu r’~u/r! dfr
(3.16) B(r,s,u,v) = C% <#> .
(78/r/

The constant in (Z18) is sharp and for 1 < s <2 and 0 < u,v < r’, we have
an equality if and only f,g are matched Gaussians of the form (Z13[3.17)

with f,q replaced by f, g, respectively and w replaced by x.

The proof of this corollary follows exactly the same steps of the proof of
Theorem [@] (see section 3.2).

Corollary 2. Let 1 <75 <2; 1 < p,q < oo and g € S(R?)\ {0}. Assume
that f is such that 0 <||f||g arr.s@ey < 00 and || f||zpmey < 00, || fllLa@may <
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. Then f, fe L*(R?) for every 0 < u < v'. Moreover, for every 0 < v <
r’, such that (ZI0) holds, we have:

~ 11 g, 0175 (meY
(3.17) N pumay < —=
Le®D B(T7Sauav)||g||L“(Rd)
and
I1£ 11 g,1ms (Rey
(3.18) e ey < ’
L*(R%) B(?",S,u,’l))HgHLv(Rd)

where B(r, s,u,v) is given by (312).

Proof. By assumption, we have ]/”\6 LY(RY) and § € LY (R%). It follows by
Hoélder’s inequality that the function ¢ — f (t + %) §(t — %) is in L'(R?)
for a.e. w € R Also, from (B3] we have

oo > Hng,Mns(Rd) =
s/r /s
(3.19) = (fua s Vo )" )™ =

= [|[VofllLps meay = [[ACf, 9l Lrs, m2ay

By Theorem [@] we obtain (B17). Eq. (I8 is an immediate consequence of
Corollary [l and the fact that (cf.(3.2])):

(3.20) IACS, Dl Lzs, meay = [|ACf, DI s, (meey-
O

To prove Theorem [B we shall need to recapitulate some classical theorems
in harmonic analysis.

3.1. Some results in harmonic analysis. The first result is the Hausdorft-
Young inequality:

Theorem 7 (Hausdorfl-Young). Let r € [1,2]. If f € L"(RY), then f €
L™ (RY), and:

(3.21) 11 o gy < CEL ey,

where Cy is the Babenko-Beckner constant (2.8[Z.9). There is obviously a
converse result. Suppose that [ exists and f € L"(RY). Since <]?) (x) =
f(=x) then f € L" (RY) and

(3.22) 11l (may < CﬁlHﬂ\Lr(Rd)-

Equality is achieved in (321) and in (322) when 1 < r < 2 if and only if f
is a Gaussian of the form

(3.23) f(z)=vyexp(—x-Az+c-x),

with v € C, A is any real, symmetric, positive-definite d x d matriz and
c € C% Forr =1 we can obtain an equality for many different functions.
For r =1" =2 an equality holds for all functions (Plancherel’s Theorem,).
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The sharp constant in (32I) is due to Beckner [Be|] and under some
more restrictive conditions to Babenko [Ba]. The criterion for equality was
obtained by Lieb [L.2].

The second inequality is due to Young. It applies to the convolution of
two functions:

(3.24) (f x9)(x) = /Rd f(@ = y)g(y)dy.
Theorem 8 (Young). Let 1 < m,n,r < oo with
f € L™RY and g € L™(RY), then fxg e L"(RY) and

CinCn \*
(2 ) 11l ey

+1 =1+

=S =

If

1
m

(3.25) f > gllzrgay <

Here Cy,, Cy, etc denote the Babenko-Beckner constant as defined in (Z.3[3.9).
Equality in (324) holds for m,n > 1 if and only if

f(z) =yexp[-m/(z — T) - A(x — F) — ik - x]
(3.26)

9(z) =Fexp[-n'(z — %) - A(x — &) + ik - 7]

where v,7 € C, T, %,k € R and A is any real, symmetric, positive-definite
d x d matriz.

The sharp constant in Young’s inequality was obtained independently by
Beckner [Be] and by Brascamp and Lieb [BrLl].

The reverse inequality was first obtained by Leindler [Le]. Its sharp ver-

sion was derived by Brascamp and Lieb [BrL]. A simple proof can be found
in [Bar].
Theorem 9 (Leindler). Let f and g be non-negative, real-valued functions
on R? that are not identically zero and assume that fx g € L"(RY) for
0<r<1. Let0<m,n <1 besuchthat L +1 =1+21 Then f € L™(R?)
and f € L™(R?), and we have:

CnChp

d
(3.27) 17 % gl z( ) 1711 ey 1]

FEquality holds in (3-27) when 0 < m,n < 1, if and only if
f(x) =vyexp[=|m'|(z — 7) - A(z — 7)]
(3.28)
g(x) =7yexp[-|n|(z — T) - A(x — )]
where v,7 € RT, T, € R? and A is any real, symmetric, positive-definite
d x d matriz.

Finally, we shall also use the following extension of Cauchy’s functional
equation to quadratics:

Theorem 10 (Lieb). Let &, 1 be complex-valued, Lebesgue measurable func-
tions on R? that satisfy |£(t)] = |n(t)| = 1, for a.e. t € R Suppose there
exist functions p : RY — R? and v : R? — R (which are not a priori mea-
surable) such that for a.e. w € R? the following holds for a.e. t € RY:

(3.29) ¢ <t + “5’) 0 (t - g) = exp [ip(w) - t +iv(w)].
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Then there exist a real, symmetric d x d matriz A, £,7 € R? and ~,5 € R
such that:

E(t) = exp (it - At +i€ -t + i)
(3.30)
n(t) = exp (—it - At + i1 - t + i)

Conversely, if £, n are of the form (3.30), then (3.29) holds.

The proof of this theorem is basically the same as that of Lemma 4 in
[L1] with the obvious adaptations to d > 1.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [6. We are now in a position to prove Theorem [Gl

The proof follows essentially the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 2 of

[L1]. R _
Since by assumption, for a.e. fixed w € R?, the function t — f (t + %) g (t — %)

is in L1 (R?), then by (BI3:2) we conclude that A(f,g) is the Fourier trans-
form of this L' function. We can thus use ([3.22) in Theorem [T (with p = 1)
to obtain:

s [ aGaeerazcr ([ F(+5)a(o-5)ra) ’

for a.e. x € R% Notice that the left-hand side of ([@331)) is finite for a.e.
r € R4 since by assumption A(f,g) € Lyi(R*)). The integral on the
right-hand side can be written as:

32 J@) = [ 1F(e+5)1 (= 5) rat= (1 <) (),

~

where (f)"(¢) = f(=¢).
It follows from (B3T1B:32]):
(3.33)

A, 912, moay = CF
R

From the Leindler inequality, we thus get:

d

1
S E “ ! /\7,,/ i,
7o) = G T * 1

S SO
1ACF, Dl oy = 8 (L) 1T 1o gy 1 8T 1y =
(3.34)

e

C’mC’n s 7 ~
= G4 (%)™ Fll o gy N o gy

where 0 < m,n <1 with

1 1 !
(3.35) LI A

m n s
We thus recover (BI1) with 0 < u = mr’ < ¢/, 0 < v = nr’ < ¢/ and
% + % = % + % Notice that if r = s, then u, v are conjugate to each other,
as in Lieb’s inequality (B.0)).
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From Theorem [7] we have an equality in (3.31]) for 1 < r < 2, if and only if

(. BZ3)):

(3.36) f(t + g) g <t - %) = Mw)exp [~ - C(w)t + c(w) - 1]

for a.e. w € R%, and where A\(w) € C, C(w) is any real, symmetric, positive-
definite d x d matrix and ¢(w) is any vector in C.

On the other hand, we have an equality in (334) for 0 < u,v < r’ (or
equivalently, for 0 < n,m < 1) if and only if

()] = exp [=[m|(w = €) - Alw = ) + 4]
(3.37) .
[§(w)] = exp |—[n'|(w = x) - Alw =)+

where A is a real, symmetric positive-definite matrix, ¢,y € R%, 5,5~ e R,
and:

— — _ _u(r=1)
m' = mnil - ugr’ - uztril)fr
(3.38)
—1
n' = nﬁl - vi)r’ = U(Ur(il)zr

Since these functions never vanish, we may safely define

_ @ i@
(339) =i = Eon

By a simple inspection, we conclude that £ and 7 satisfy all the conditions
stated in Theorem [0 for p(w) = Im (c(w)) and v(w) = —iln (A(w)/|A(w)]).
We conclude that:

¢(w) =exp (—iw- Bw+ig-w+ip)
(3.40)

N(w) = exp (iw - Bw +ih - w + ip)

where B is any real, symmetric d x d matrix, g,h € R? and p, p € R. From

~

Flw) = )| f(w)| and §(w) = n(w)|g(w)], and EIDEA) we recover [EI3),

which concludes the proof.

4. COWLING-PRICE TYPE UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE
In the sequel we shall consider functionals of the form:
(4.1) P =1 121 poay + 1 1l Fll o ey
Proposition 2. Let 1 < p,q < oo and a,b > 0. The functional 32:% is
continuous and convex in LE(RY) N FLI(R?).

Proof. Convexity is obvious. The rest is an immediate consequence of the
fact that the functional is just the natural norm (in the spririt of H. Triebel
[Tt83]) of the function space L5(R?) NFLJ(R?), and is therefore continuous.

O

Before we continue let us make the following observation:

Lemma 1. Let 1 < p,q < oo and a,b > 0. The space L5(R?Y) N FLI(R?) is
reflexive.
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Proof. Since L (RY) and FL}(RY) are reflexive, so is G = L (R?) x FL(RY),
when we use the usual product norm ||(z,y)||xxy = ||z]lx + ||ly|ly for the
product of normed vector spaces X xY and dual bracket ((z*,y*), (z,y)) xxy =
(x*,xyx + (y*,y)y, for (x*,y*) € X' x Y’ (z,y) € X x Y. Then the set
K={(f,9) €G: f=g}is a closed subspace of G with respect to the pre-
vious product topology. Therefore, K is reflexive. Since L5 (R?) N F Lg(Rd)
is isomorphic to I, it is also reflexive. U

Notice that this also follows from an old result concerning dual spaces of
sums and intersections of Banach spaces (when both are embedded contin-

wously into S’'(R%)) [LiRa].

To avoid a proliferation of indices, we shall use in the sequel the notation
(4.2) Bi(RY) = LL(RY) N FL{(RY), By(R?) = My 5 (RY)

with indices a,b,p,q,r,s,a, 3 to be specified. Moreover, we shall assume
a fixed window g € S(R%)\ {0} for the norm of the modulation space

M R9)
We denote by Bj(R) the closed ball of radius R > 0 in By (R9):
(4.3) Bi(R) = {f € BiR") : [|flls, ) < R}

Proposition 3. Let 0 < r,s <2, a,3,a,b >0 and 1 < p,q < oo. Suppose
that r < p and s < q, and that inequality (I.10) holds with all factors non-
negative. If, for R > 0, the set

(4.4) UR) = { [ € BiR) : |/l = 1}
is nonempty, then it is a weakly sequentially compact subset of By (R?).

Proof. Suppose that U(R) is nonempty. Let (f,), be an arbitrary sequence
in U(R). Since Bi(R?) is reflexive (Lemma[ll), we conclude that (f,,), has a
weakly convergent subsequence, say (gx)x with gi — g for some g € By (R%).
Since Bi(R) is convex and closed, we have by Mazur’s Theorem that g €
Bi(R). It remains to prove that ||g||s, ®d) = 1. As Bi(R?) is compactly
embedded in By(R?) (see Theorem ), the sequence (gx)x has a subsequence
(hy); converging strongly in Ba(R?) to some h € Bo(R?). By the continuity
of the norm, we have: [|h[|g,rae) = lim—oo |[lu]|g,@®ey = 1. We conclude the
proof by showing that h = g a.e.. Since (h;); is a subsequence of (gi)x, we
have for all u € By(R%):

My o0 (U, g = Tu)2 = (u, g)2 — limyy o0 (u, hu)2 =
(4.5)

= (u, ) — limyo0(u, u)1 = (u, g)1 — (u, g)1 =0,
where (-,-)1, (-,-)2 denote the duality brackets in Bj(R%), By(R%), respec-
tively, and where we used the fact that u € B5(RY) C B} (R?) and g,h; €
Bl(Rd) C BQ(Rd).

On the other hand, since (h;); converges to h strongly in Ba(R%), it also

converges weakly, and thus:

(4.6) llir&@t, hl>2 = <u, h>2.
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From (ZHI4.0]), we conclude that
(47) <u’g - h>2 =0,
for all u € By(RY), and hence g = h a.c.. O

Lemma 2. Assume the same conditions as in the previous Proposition. If
U(R) is nonempty, then the functional 3{;33 1s weakly lower semicontinuous
inU(R).

Proof. The closed ball Bi(R) is a convex and closed subset of B (R?) . Since
§21 is convex and continuous, it is weakly lower semicontinuous on Bj(R).

On the other hand, U(R) is a weakly sequentially compact subset of By (R%).
Then the restriction of §'{ to U(R) is also weakly lower semicontinuous. [

Theorem 11. Let 1 < r,s <2, a,3>0,0 < a,b <71 andr < p <7/,
s < q < 1. If, in addition, inequality (II0) holds, with all factors non-
negative, then the functional

(4.8) DL =1 12l fll oray + 1| |wl® Fll oqay
attains a minimum n
(4.9) Q={f e LER)NFLIRY : [|f]laremn =1}

Proof. Let Cg > 0 denote the sharp constant in the Galperin-Grochenig
inequality:

(4.10) Cor = LA NGO ,
/113, (rety

where the infimum is taken over all f € By(R%)\ {0}. Consequently, there
exists f1 €  such that

(4.11) Ca <|lAlls,re) < 2Cc-

Let

(4.12) M:max{ap_l,bq_l,O} ,
p q

and

1
= +
B(T787q7u)HgHL“(Rd) B(nsapav)HgHL“(Rd)

(4.13) Rg =2M ( + 20G> ,

where 0 < u,v < 7’ are such that:

1 1 1 1

(4.14) -+ —=—+-
qg u r

From ([LII), we conclude that f; € B1(Rg), and hence U(Rg), as defined
in ([@4) is nonempty. By Proposition Bl it is weakly sequentially compact
and 32’3 is weakly lower semicontinuous therein. Consequently, there exists

1 1 1 1
—F ==+
S p v r s

a minimizer fy of g’z in U(R¢). It remains to prove that fy is a minimizer
everywhere in ).
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Suppose that ap > 1. We then have from the inequality |z + y|* <
21|z |t + |y|t) for t > 1:
(4.15)

£ llz @) = (Jpa(l + [2)P|f (@) Pdz) 7

1/p
<2008 (11 gy + 1 et W gy) < 2 (1ot + 1 o1 1)

Alternatively, if ap < 1, then we obtain again:
(4.16)

111 2@y = (Jpa(L + )| f (2)Pdz)

1/p
< (1B oy + 1 121 pgay) <22 (W Nlzogesy + 1 11l zorey

In the same fashion, we have:

(4.17) 17 lzsgey < 24 (11 oy + 1 ol Fllzogay)
Altogether, we conclude that:

[1£ 11y zay = 11l 2y + 111l g eay
(4.18)

<27 (I llzocasy + WPl aqeey + S25101)
If f is such that || f||g, gae) > Rg, then:

11 pmay + Hﬂ\m(Rd) + 3L > 27 fll gy ey
(4.19)

1 1 2)
> Bosailegs, T Boswollolgems T 2CC

But, in view of the trivial inequality Hng,Mr,sB(Rd) > || fllg,arms (ray for all
a, 8 > 0 and of Corollary 2 this entails: ’

(4.20) w1 >2Ce > || Allsyw) = S0 L] = 804 Lol
which concludes the proof. O

5. AN UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE IN THE HILBERT CASE

In this section, we deal with the more specific case where r = s = p =
g = 2. All the functional spaces involved become Hilbert spaces. The
advantage is that we can slightly generalize our construction and consider
weights other than the powers |z|* and |w|®. Moreover, as we shall see later,
the minimizers are given by the eigenvalue equation of the inverse of a certain
compact localization operator.

Let us start with the following definition.

Definition 3. Given some weight mg € P(R??), we call a pair of continuous
functions 1, ¢ € L (RY) mg-admissible weights if

loc

m(z,w) = /Imo(z,w)] + [¢(2)]? + [o(w)[?
satisfies m € P(R*) and ™2 € L (R*).
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Let us remark that the conditions of the previous definition imply that
|t(x)] — oo and |¢(z)| — oo at a polynomial rate as |x| — oo.

A simple consequence of this definition and of the compactness theorem
is the following.

Corollary 3. Let (1, ¢) be mg-admissible weights. Then we have the com-
pact embedding

(5.1) MZ(R?Y) cc M2, (RY).
For future reference, we consider the following alternative norm.

Lemma 3. Let (v, $) be mo-admissible weights. Then the norm || - || y2 (ray
s equivalent to

(5.2) 11 0m0 = 1 Wasz, ey + 1S 72y + 165172 gay-

Proof. Following the same steps of the proof which leads to Proposition [I]
(see the proof of Proposition 11.3.1 in [Gr(1]), we obtain

1713 amp = 1B gy + 190 By + 107 g
(5.3) <1,y + 1 e oy + 17 B ey =

= Jream?(2)|Vo f(2)12dz = || £ 132 ay-
O

Notice that we can associate the norm || - ||y,¢,m, to the inner product:

(uav)¢,¢,m0 = Jpoa mo(2)*Vyu(2)V, Vyu(z)dz+
(5.4)

+ Jpa (@) Pu(@)o(z)de + [pa |o(w)PU(w)d(w)dw
such that (u,w), 4 0 = Hu”i@mo' Thus, the space B¥¢™0(R?) of measur-
able functions f with finite || f||y,¢,m, < 00, endowed with the inner product
(-, -)w7¢7m0, is a Hilbert space and:
BYomo(RY) = M2 (RY) .

We shall now follow mutatis mutandis our proof of weak sequential com-
pactness (Proposition []) for this case. In the sequel we shall always assume
that (1, ¢) are a mg-admissible set of weights with my € P(R??). Let us

denote by F}g’d)’mo the following closed ball of radius R > 0:
(5.5) By = {1 € MERY : |flyomo < R}
Proposition 4. Let R > 0. If the set

(5.6) Ut = {r e BRO™ Wl ey = 1}

is nonempty, then it is a weakly sequentially compact subset of M2 (R?).
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Proof. Suppose that Ug"é’mo is nonempty. Let (f,), be an arbitrary se-

quence in U;é’d)’mo. Since M2 (RY) is reflexive (it is a Hilbert space), and the
norms || - [|pz2 mey and [ - [|y,¢,m, are equivalent, we conclude that (f,), has
a weakly convergent subsequence (g ), say

(5.7) 9k — 9,

for some g € M2 (RY), and by Mazur’s Theorem g € Pﬁ’qb’mo. It remains

to prove that ||g|[p2 (e = L From Corollary Bl we conclude that the

sequence (gx)x has a subsequence (h;); converging strongly in Mgm (RY), say

||hi — hHanO (rdy — 0, for some h € M2 (R?). By the continuity of the norm,

we also have Hh”ano (ray = 1. The proof is complete if we show that g = h.
Recall that M2 (R?) is a Hilbert space with inner product

6.9 (w0l = [ mhEVsu( Vo).

The mapping (u,v) = (u,v) 2 (ga) is a sesquilinear form on BY@mo(RY) x
mo

BY:@mo(RY) = M2 (RY) x M2 (R?). Moreover, it is bounded as we now prove.

Since mg(z) < m(z) for a.e. z € R?*, we have from the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality and Lemma
(5.9)

Vou(z)Vyv(z)| dz

(, 0) gz, )| < Jpoa m?(z)

< Vgulle, (roay [Vavlle, meay = lullarz, ey 10llaz, ma) < llygmo 0]lyp,gmo -
By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a bounded linear operator
A M2 (RY) — M2 /(R?), such that
(5.10) (u, ’U)M’rgno ®) = (AU 0)y 4 s

for all u,v € M2 (R?).
Let u € S(RY). Since my € P(R?*¥), we have that S(R?) is dense in
M2 (R?). We then have:

(5.11) (e =g, u)nrg, may = (Alht = 9)sw)y g, -
If we take the limit | — oo, the right-hand side of the previous equation

vanishes, while the left-hand side becomes (h — g,u) p2 (ga)- Since S (R9) is
mo
dense in ano (RY), we conclude that h = g a.e. O

Remark 4. Since B0 (R%) may be identified with the modulation space
M%(Rd), we have a concrete realization of the operator A in the preceding
proof as a localization operator. Recall that a localization operator with
symbol ¢ and window g € S(R?) is of the form

Asf= [ oz,w)f,m(z,w)g)m(z,w)g drdw.
R2d
If we take for o the weight mg/m, then Afn o/m is an isomorphism between
M2 (R?) and M,?ﬂo (RY) by the results in [GTT, [GT2.
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Next, we define the functional F¥#™0 : M2 (R?) — [ 0,00 ),
(5:12) § (] = 167 2oy + 16Faqaty = 1B imo — £
We then have:

Lemma 4. Let R > 0 be such that U}é’d)’mo as defined in Proposition [4] is

nonempty. Then, the functional FH*™0 is weakly lower semicontinuous in
Uﬁ7¢7m0.

Proof. Consider the maps

(513) (Myf) (1) = (@) f (1), Upf) (@) := (MFF) () = d(w) (),
for every z,w € R% and f € S(R?). They extend to bounded linear operators

M (RY) — L2RY): My fllz@ey = 19f22@ay < 1 lpgamo = 1f sz, ).
Thus, the map f > [[My f||;2(ra) is a continuous and convex functional on

the closed ball E%’qb’mo, which is a convex and closed subset of M2 (R?).

This means that this map is weakly lower semicontinuous in E}g’d)’mo.

On the other hand, by Proposition Ml U}.ﬁ’qb’m“ is a weakly sequentially
compact subset of B¥#™0(R?). Hence the restriction of |M,f]| [2(rd) tO
U;ﬁ’(b’mo C E}g’d)’mo is weakly lower semicontinuous. The product of two

nonnegative weakly lower semicontinuous functionals is again weakly lower
semicontinuous, which entails that [|M. f|2, (ra) 15 weakly lower semicon-
tinuous. The same can be said about Hl/ld)fH%Q(Rd). Consequently, F¥-#mo,
being the sum of these two functionals, is weakly lower semicontinuous in
Uw7¢7m0 D
R .
We next prove the existence of minimizers.

Theorem 12. Let R > 1 be such that Ug"é’mo as defined in Proposition
is nonempty. Then there exists fy € U;ﬁ’(b’mo such that

(5.14) FUomo [fo < §Hemo L],
for all
(5.15) fe={feMARY : Il @ =1}

Proof. The set U}é’d)’mo is weakly sequentially compact (cf. Proposition H).
Moreover, the functional F¥*#™0 is weakly lower semicontinuous (Lemma H).
Consequently, there exists a minimizer fy of F¥'™0 in U;é’(b’m“. It remains
to prove that fy is in fact a minimizer on the whole set 2.

From (5.12)) and (5.I5]), we have:

,,m _ 2
(5.16) FVOm[F] = 1 £ 17 pmo — 1
for all f € Q.
Since fy € U;ﬁ’(b’mo , it follows:
(5.17) FUOma [fo] < B2 1.

] ¢'7¢7m .
On the other hand, if f € Q\U, "™
(5.18) UM [f] > R2 -1,
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and the result follows. O

6. EULER-LAGRANGE EQUATIONS

6.1. The Banach case. In this section, we shall derive an equation satisfied
by the minimizer fy of the functional (48] in the constraint set (£9). We
thus consider the functional

SN =B U+ A (1= 1 lars ey ) =
(6.1)

= | 212 fll ety + 1Tl gy + A (1= 1 arrs gy
where ) is a Lagrange multiplier.

Theorem 13. The minimizers fo of (4.8) in the constraint set (4.9) are
solutions of the equation:
(6.2)

Il £y S 7 £ )2 () e+
el Tty S oo F) o2 F () =

= M IV o)l Ty [Je Vo )l 2V, ) Vi, ) )7 ] )P,

for all w € LEL(RY) N FLYRY), and where

1/r
63 WalClgen = ([ Mf@wrar )

The minimizers satisfy this equation with the smallest possible value of .

Proof. Let u € S(R?). Recall that S(R?) is a dense subset of L5 (R?) N
FL{(RY). For t € R, we have:

I 12120F + t0)ll sy = | 121 oy
(6.4) -
] 1l 1 ey S |11 (@) P72R (flw)u(@) ) da + O(22),

where R denotes the real part of a complex number.
Similarly:

I l?(F+ @)l aggeay = | ol? Flageey+
(6.5) R o
] Jol? Pl Jea o1 )R (Fl)ale) ) do + O(8)
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Finally:
(6.6)
1f +tu||M;”SB(Rd) = [|Vy(f +tu)‘|Lng(R2d) -

= 1 g, ey + I3y ¥

X Jia Vol Co) 5ty | (Vo (2,0l 2R (Vo f (w,0) Vg, ) ) () der| () o+

+0O(t?)

where ||V f (-, w)||1r (ray 15 as in eq.(E3).
The stationarity condition for (G.]) is obtained from the Fréchet deriva-
tive:

(6.7)
0 =Timyyo 3 (€07 [fo + tu, ] — 2% [fo, A])

& |1 12l foll bty Juo 12171 fo @) P2 R ( fo(w)ule) ) da+
Il el ol ey Jea 10171 o) 972 R ( fo(w)l) ) do =

= 20 Jua IV Jols)ll5 gy | Jaa [VaSolw, )72 R (Vy fo(w, w)Vyule,w) ) (@)°7da| (w)*du,
where we used the constraint || fo| M7 (RY) = 1. The result then extends to
LE(RY) N FL{(R?) by density.
Since (6.7) holds for all u € LL(RY) N FLY(R?), then we get in particular
for u = fo:
(6.8) Ao = || ’x‘afOHLP(Rd) + |l ’w‘b]?OHLq(Rd) = ngg [fo] -

If f; is some other solution of (67 with Ag replaced by A1 and fy is the
minimizer, we would get:

(6.9) Xo = 77 [fol < L0E[A] = A
Finally, if we multiply (1) by 7 and add it to the same equation with u
replaced by —iu, we obtain (6.2)). O

6.2. The Hilbert case. We want to minimize the functional
Fromo [ f] = ”¢f”%2(]gd) + H¢fH%2(Rd) = HfH%Z),(b,mo - ”f”?wgno(u@d)

in M2 (R%), subject to the constraint:

(6.10) 1 llaez, ey = 1.
We thus optimize the functional
(6.11) o[£ Al = §20m £+ A (1= I sa))

where A is a Lagrange multiplier. In this section we shall always think of
M2 (R?) as BY:#™0(R?), with the inner product (-, Vip.mp and the norm

|+ llop,,m0-
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Before we proceed, let us recall that the operator A defined in eq. (B.10)
is such that:

(6.12) (, 0) gz, ety = (At V) 6 mg »
for all u,v € M2 (R%) = B¥¢mo(RY).

Theorem 14. The operator A is positive-definite, compact and closed. It
has empty residual spectrum, O belongs to the continuous spectrum and it is
a point of accumulation. Moreover, all remaining spectral values are eigen-
values.

Proof. From the definition of A, we have for all u,v € M2 (R?):
(6.13)
(AU, ). ¢.mo = (u,v)Mgno(Rd) = (U’U)M%O(Rd) = (Av,u)w@,mo = (u, AV)p ¢.mp -

Hence A = A*.
Similarly

(6.14) (Au, )y gmo = l[ulliyz, ey > 0

for all u € M2 (R%)\ {0}. Consequently, A is positive-definite.

That A is closed is a simple consequence of the fact that it is bounded
and defined on the whole of M2 (R9).

Next, we prove compactness. Let (u,),cy be a bounded sequence in
M2 (R%):

(6.15) Hun|]¢,¢,m0 S C

for some constant C' > 0 and all n € N. Since M2(RY) cc M2 (RY),

(un)pen has a subsequence (vy,),cy Which converges in M2, (R?). It follows
that

|| Av,, — Avai@vmo = (v, — Vm, AV, — vm))MgnO(Rd) <
<N A(on = vm)llaz, e l[on = vmllag, @) <
(6.16) < [ ACon = vm)llarz, ey [on = vmllagz, ey =
= A = vm)lly,6.mollvn — vmllarz, ®e) <

< 2CAllop [lvn = vmllar, ra) »

where we used (G.I5) in the last inequality. This shows that (Avy,),cy is a
Cauchy sequence. Since M2 (R?) is complete, we conclude that (Av,),cy
converges. Since the bounded sequence (uy),,cyy Was chosen arbitrarily, the
operator A is compact.

That all non-zero elements of the spectrum are eigenvalues is an imme-
diate consequence of the fact that A is compact. Eq. (6.I4]) shows that A
is injective. Since A is compact and injective, we conclude that 0 is in the
continuous spectrum and the residual spectrum is empty.
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If the spectrum of A were finite, then A would have to be of finite rank.
But since A : M2 (RY) — Ran(A) is bijective, this is impossible. Hence, the
spectrum is infinite and 0 must be an accumulation point. U

We are now in a position to obtain the Euler-Lagrange equation for the
minimizer fj.
Theorem 15. The minimizer fy of V™0 in M2 (R?), subject to the con-
straint (610) is a solution of the eigenvalue equation:
1

6.17 Afy = .
(6.17) fo R 1fo
Moreover, we have that

(6.18) A=F00m (o]

s such that ALH is the largest eigenvalue of the operator A.

Proof. Notice that we can reexpress the functional (6.I7]) as:

(619) ’Q’w’qb’mo [f7 )‘] = (f7 f)d),d),mo - (Af7 f)w,(b,mo +A <1 - (Af7 f)d),d),mo) )

The stationarity condition is:
(6.20) Jo—Afo—AAfo =0,
which yields (617]).

If we compute the inner product (-, -) bibimo of the previous equation with
fo and use the constraint condition (G.I0), we obtain:

(fos f0)ysme — (AS05 £0) . pmo — A (Afos f0)y gme =0
(6.21) < [ foll3 gm0 — \|fo||?\43n0(Rd) - >\||f0\|?\472n0(Rd) =0

& FYPmo [fo] — A =0,
which is ([GI8).

It remains to prove that =

M1
be some other eigenvalue of A and v, € M2 (R?) an eigenvector associated
with it, which we assume to be in €:

is the largest eigenvalue of A. Let u € R

(6.22) Ave =g, ol @ = 1.
From the previous equation, we conclude that:

(6.23) (1= p)Avy = p (v, — Avy)

and if we compute the inner product of this equation with v, we obtain:
(1= 1) (A, V) 5.y = 18 ((”M’”M)w,axmo - (A%”u)w,qs,mo)

(6.24) & (1-— M)HUMH?WTQHO(RUZ) =/ (HUuH?p,qb,mo - HUMH?\/[,Q,LO(Rd))

P 1 — /’[/ — Msd’,d),mo [UM] 3
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It follows that:
1 1
6.25 Viomo [y ] > FHOMO [fol o = 1> Ao p< ——
625 BT 2 FO () T - 12X S
which concludes the proof. O

It may be more convenient to express the Euler-Lagrange equations in
terms of the inverse A~! rather than A.

Theorem 16. A™! is densely defined in M2, (R?), closed and positive-definite.
Its spectrum consists only of eigenvalues which can be written as a sequence
0<v <wvp <---, with v; — +00. Moreover, all the eigenspaces are finite
dimensional.

Proof. We start by proving that Ran(A) is dense in M2 (R%). Since m €
P(R??), then S(R?) ¢ M2 (R?). Let u € M2 (R%) be such that:

(6.26) 0= (Av,u)w’(b’m0 = (v,u)MgnO(Rd),

for all v € S(RY). Since S(RY) is dense in M2, (R?), we conclude that u = 0,
and thus {Av: v € S(R?)} is dense in B0 (RY) = M2 (RY).

Under these circumstances and taking into account Theorem [[4] we con-
clude that A~! is densely defined, closed and that (A~!)* = (A*)~!. Thus
A~ is self-adjoint and positivity follows immediately.

The statements regarding the spectrum are also an immediate conse-
quence of Theorem M4l We just remark that 0 is a regular value of A~
since its inverse A exists, is bounded and defined on the whole M2 (R9). [

Theorem 17. The minimizer fo is an eigenvector of A~ associated with
the eigenvalue X + 1 = F¥™0 [fo] + 1, which is the smallest eigenvalue of
AL

Proof. The proof follows mutatis mutandis that of Theorem O

Example 1. As a particular example, consider a d = 1 system with Mgm (R) =
L2(R) (mo=1), ¥(z) and ¢(w) = w admissible weights.
We thus have, for all u € Ran(A), v € BY*1(R):
(6.27)
(A_lu,v)L2(R) = (U, 0) 01

& Jo (A7) @)ol@)de = fi (1+ [0(@)P) u@)ol@)de + [ |w]2a(w)5@)dw

& fo (A7) @)o(@)dz = f, (1+ [0(@)) u@)o(@)dz + [, Du(e)Do(z)da,

where D denotes the distributional derivative.
Since S(R) € BY'*1(R), we conclude from Theorem [T7 and (6.27) that

the minimizer fy satisfies:
(6.25) — 5D o(e) + 10(2) o) = Mo(a),

with A the smallest eigenvalue of A™1 — I = —ﬁDz + |v(z)]?.
If, in addition, () is such that | (x)|> € C?*(R), then a well known
theorem shows that the distributional and classical solutions coincide, so
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that fo is a solution of the time-independent Schrodinger equation
1
(6.29) ) 0 (@) + |[9(@)]? fo(x) = Afo().

If Y(x) = x, then all the aforementioned conditions are satisfied, and we
obtain the Schréodinger equation for the simple harmonic oscillator:

1

(6.30) = 13 f0 (@) + 2 fo(@) = Afo(@).
It is well known that a solution associated with the lowest eigenvalue is:
(631) f0($) = 21/46*7@2,
which corresponds to

1
6.32 A= —.
(6.32) 5
And we thus obtain the inequality

. 1
(6.33) lzullZe gy + il fam > 5

for all w with |Ju| 2wy = 1, for which the left-hand side makes sense. This
1s equivalent to the standard Heisenberg uncertainty principle.

Notice that we have chosen to obtain the minimizer with the inverse op-
erator A~ instead of the compact operator A. The latter alternative would

have been much harder to solve [BonTorrl [CaRoTol.
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