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Ultradistributions and
Time—Frequency Analysis

Nenad Teofanov

Abstract. The aim of the paper is to show the connection between the theory
of ultradistributions and time-frequency analysis. This i1s done through time-
frequency representations and modulation spaces. Furthermore, some classes
of pseudodifferential operators are observed.

1. Introduction

The aim of the paper is to illustrate the natural connection between time-frequency
analysis and the theory of (tempered) ultradistributions. This is done by the use
of the so called time-frequency representations, Theorems 3.8 and 3.9. Another
result is the definition of certain Gelfand-Shilov type spaces within the framework
of modulation spaces, Proposition 4.3.

Pseudodifferential operators serve as yet another example which demon-
strates how the combination of the techniques may lead to new results, Theorem
5.5. They are a traditional tool in micro-local analysis, [5], [33], [39], [51]. However,
the use of the techniques of time-frequency analysis in the study of pseudodiffer-
ential operators lead to a new insight into their properties. Not only some classical
results are generalized, e.g. the Calderon - Vaillancourt theorem, but also the scope
of the theory has been enlarged. More concretely, operators whose symbols are non
smooth, or the ones whose symbols may grow faster than polynomials are studied
by the use of time-frequency analysis techniques, [19],[21], [22], [46], [47].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notation. A
survey of test function spaces is given in Section 3. Subsection 3.3 contains main
results of the first part of the paper. Modulation spaces and their connection to
certain test function spaces is given in Section 4. In the last Section we study the
action of pseudodifferential operators on modulation spaces.
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2 N. Teofanov

2. Basic Notation

By N, Z, R and C, we denote sets of positive integers, integers, real numbers and
complex numbers respectively, and Ng = NU{0}. By R (N), d € N, we denote
set of d—dimensional real numbers (nonnegative integers). Euclidean norm of €
R? is given by |z|= (27 + -+ x?l)l/z, and (z) = (1 + |z|*)/2. For multiindices
o, B € N& we have |a| = a1 + -+ ag, al = aql-agl, 2% =27 24, v € RY,
and, for g < o.z,.i.e. B <aj,je{1,2,.. 5 d}, (g) = (gi) ~~~~~ (g:) The letter C
denotes a positive constant, not necessarily the same at every appearance. Dual
pairing between a test function space A and its dual A’ is denoted by {(-,-) =
a{-,Ya. By f we denote the reflection f(z) = f(—=). The operator of partial
differentiation D is given by

1 ao\™ L9\
D¥=D=D{...DY¢ = | — — e —
e ! d (271'1' 31‘1) (271'1' 3xd)

for all multiindices o € N¢ and all z = (x1,...,2q) € R?. If f and ¢ are smooth
enough, then the Leibnitz formula holds

D(fe)(x) =3 (%) DF) (@) DD g(a).
> (3)

By Q we denote an open subset of R?. The space of infinitely differentiable func-
tions on € is denoted by C'*°(Q2). Throughout the paper, the integrals are taken
over R%, or R, unless otherwise indicated. L?(R?) is the Hilbert space of square

integrable functions with the inner product (f,g) = [ f(2)g(x)dz = (f,7). By || /]|
we denote norm of f € L?(R?). The Fourier transform of an integrable function

f 1s defined by

@) = () = [ e pe)de, ¢ RY
Translation and modulation operators, 17" and M are defined by
Tf()=f(—x) and M.f()=e"f(:), reR"
The following relations hold
M, T, = VM, (T f) = My f. (Mo f)=Tof, w.y€R" f.ge L*(RY).

3. Test Function Spaces

We suppose that a reader is familiar with the ”classical” Schwartz test function
spaces D(2), £(Q), S(R?) and their duals, D'(Q), £'(2) and &' (R?), [41].
We have D(Q2) — £(Q) — &'(Q) — D'(R), and
D(RY) — S(RY) = ERY) = &'(RY) — §'(RY) — D'(RY),
where ” A < B” means that A is dense subset of B and that the inclusion mapping
is continuous.
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S(R%) and &'(R4) play a particularly important role in various applications
since the Fourier transform is a topological isomorphism between S(R4) and S(R4)
and extends to a continuous linear transform from &'(R?) onto itself.

In order to deal with particular problems in applications various generaliza-
tions of the Schwartz type spaces were proposed. We give here only a very brief
and incomplete list in order to make our aim more transparent. More precisely, we
restrict our exposition to Gevrey classes and certain Gelfand-Shilov type spaces.
Their duals are spaces of ultradistributions.

Starting with the work of Beurling [2] and Roumieu [40] several theories of
ultradistributions are developed, e.g. Denjoy-Carleman-Komatsu [30], Beurling-
Bjorck [3], Braun-Meise-Taylor [4], Cioranescu-Zsidé [10]. The notion of equiva-
lence of ultradistribution theories allows to transfer results from one theory to an-
other. This includes, for example, topological properties, repesentation and struc-
ture theorems, behavior under various integral transforms, hypoellipticity, see [9],

[6], [18], [27], [30], [34], [39].

3.1. Gevrey Classes

Gevrey type spaces fill the gap between the space of analytic functions A(£2)
and the space of infinitely differentiable functions C'°°°(€2). This turns out to be
particularly important in the study of operators whose behavior differs in C'*™ and
analytic framework (local and microlocal analysis). Recall, the space of analytic
functions is defined by

AQ) ={feC™Q) | (YK @Q)(3C > 0)(Fh > 0) sup [0°F(x)] < ChI*l|a|!}.

rzeK

K E 2 means that K is a compact subset of Q. For 1 < s < 0o we define a Gevrey
class by

G Q) ={feC™(Q) | (VK € Q)(3C > 0)(3h > 0) sup 0% ()] < ChI¥a*}.

we denote by G(£2) a subspace of G*(§2) which consists of compactly supported
functions. We have A(Q) <= Ny»1G*(2) and U,>1G*(Q) = C(Q).

For 1 < s < oo the Gevrey class £153(Q) (resp. £)(Q)) consists of all
f € C=(Q) such that for any compact set K in  there are constants h and C
(resp. for any h > 0 there is a constant C) such that

sup |8% f(x)] < ChI*alte.
rzeK

DIHQ) (resp. DIH(Q)) is the space of all f € E11(Q) (resp. f € £6)(Q)) with
compact support under a natural locally convex topology. The corresponding dual
spaces (£0)(Q))" and (D) (Q))" are spaces of Beurling ultradistributions, while
(E1:1(Q))" and (D1#}(Q))’ are spaces of Roumieu type ultradistributions, see[31].
Common notation for both projective and inductive limit is * in the upper index
(instead of (s) or {s}). The ultradistributions spaces are a generalization of the
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corresponding Schwartz distribution spaces since
E () = E(Q) and D(Q) = D(Q)
imply D'(Q2) < (D*(R2))’ and &£'(2) — (£*(Q)). Also, (£*(Q)) — (D*(R))'.

Remark 3.1. e Global definition, with Q = RY, is obtained by taking the
supremum over R%.
e One may use |a|*l*l or T(s|a| + 1) instead of |a|'*, [39, Proposition 1.4.2].
e Weighted ultradistribution spaces (D3.(R%))/, s > 1, are studied in [6].
e Likewise D(R?) and £(RY), spaces D*(R?) and £*(R%) are not invariant
under the Fourier transform. Their behavior under the Fourier transform
is given by Paley-Wiener type theorems, see e.g. [39, Paragraph 1.6].

The last remark is a motivation for the study of other generalizations. The
idea is to obtain Beurling and Roumieu type spaces invariant under the Fourier
transform, i.e. to define a natural counterpart of the space of tempered distribu-
tions in the framework of ultradistributions.

3.2. Gelfand-Shilov Type Spaces

For the sake of simplicity we skip the definition of Gelfand-Shilov type spaces S,
5P and WM™ and refer the reader to [17], [23], [25].

Definition 3.2. Let there be given o, > 0, and A, B > 0. Gelfand-Shilov type
space Sg’f = Sg’f(Rd) is defined by

Sox =AF ECT(RY[(AC > 0) sup [o"09](2)| < CATP*BY*, ¥p,q € NE}.
z€

We introduce the following notation for projective and inductive limits:

o _ o0 . . a,B oL . o, B

Yg = Sﬁ,o = proj A>1(%,HB}>0 S@A ;o Sg = 1ndA>lé%>0 54

S§ s nontrivial if and only if e+ > 1, or a4+ = 1 and o > 0, [17]. Spaces

a > 1/2, were introduced and studied in [34]. Note that E%;, if defined as
1/2

1/2

EO{

above, is trivial. An alternative definition of 377 based on the Hermite expansions
is given in [34]. We have

Y5 = S5 = S.
For the proof of the following theorem we refer to [17]. See also [9], [27] and [34].

Theorem 3.3. Let there be given o, 8 > 0. The Fourier transform s a topological
isomorphism between SE and S§ (F(S8) = S§) and extends to a continuous lin-
ear transform from (S2)" onto (S§)'. In particular, if o = 8 and o > 1/2 then
F(Sg) =53

Similar assertions hold for 5.
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Therefore we obtain a family of Fourier transform invariant spaces which
are contained in §. Corresponding dual spaces are, due to this, called tempered
ultradistributions (of Beurling or Roumieu type).

Further on we will use the notation §(®) = e, Sted = S8, and §*, * means
(a) or {a}.

The relation between Gevrey type spaces and Gelfand-Shilov type spaces is
given by the inclusions

D*(RY) — S*(RY) — £*(RY).
In particular, G§(R?) — S%(R%) — G*(R?), a > 1.

Apart from being invariant under the Fourier transform, spaces &* have an-
other important property. Namely, for 1/2 < o < 1, 5% and X% are subspaces of
the space of analytic functions (hence do not contain compactly supported func-
tions except f = 0). However, the spaces are ”sufficiently rich” in the sense of [17].
On contrary, Gevrey classes can not jump in the quasi-analytic case.

Remark 3.4. e Quasi-analytic Gelfand-Shilov type spaces are essential for
the ultradistributional approach to hyperfunctions, [8]. For example, S7 is
known as the Sato test function space for a space of Fourier hyperfunctions.

e For an abstract harmonic analysis approach to Gelfand-Shilov type spaces
we refer to [26].

e For a relation between the spaces of type WJJ\%X (studied in [25]) and
Gelfand-Shilov type spaces, see [27].

3.3. Time-Frequency Representations

In this subsection we give a characterization of §* by means of time-frequency
representations. Although Theorems 3.8 and 3.9 are not completely new results
we present them not only to make the exposition self contained, but also in or-
der to emphasize the role of time-frequency analysis techniques in the study of
ultradistributions.

The following theorem gives a beautiful symmetric characterization of §*. It
has been reinvented several times, [9], [23], [27], [37].

Theorem 3.5. Let there be given s > 1/2. The following conditions are equivalent:

a) f€ Sist (resp. [ € 86 s> 1/2)

b) sup |z¥f(x)| < Chl*at® and sup |€° f(¢)
reR4 £eR4
every) h, k > 0;

¢) sup |z%f(x)] < Chl*lat® and sup |0° f(x)
zER4 reRA
every) h, k > 0;

d) sup |f(a:)|eh|x|1/s < oo and sup |f(€)|ek|§|l/s < o0, for some (resp.
reR4 teRE
every) h, k > 0.

< CEPIB1 for some (resp.

< CEP18Y for some (resp.

Proof. For the proof of the inductive limit case see [9]. Projective limit case is

observed in [27]. O
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The following definition collects some of the most important time-frequency
representations.

Definition 3.6. Let g € LZ(R%)\ {0}. The short-time Fourier transform of a signal
f € L}RY), known also as the Gabor transform, is given by

(31) Vg = [ TGEE R0, 2 e R

The cross ambiguity function (the Fourier-Wigner transform) of f and g¢ is
B2 AL = [ Dt - Dt a6 R

and the cross Wigner distribution of f and g is

B3 W= [t Dgle - ), g R

The quadratic expressions Af := A(f, f) and W f := W ([, f) are called the (radar)
ambiguity function and the Wigner distribution of f.

For various applications of the time-frequency representations in signal anal-
ysis and in harmonic analysis see [16], [19], [20], [22], [24], [25], [27], [49] and the
references given there.

For f,g € L*(RY), following relations hold:

A(f,9)(w,8) = €™V, f(x,€),
W(f,9)(x, &) = 2% ™8V, f (22, 2€),
W(f,9)(z,&) = (FA(f,9))(z,€), z,&€R

Thus, for our purpose, it will be enough to choose one of the representations. We
consider the cross Wigner distribution. The choice is made due to the role which
it plays in the theory of pseudodifferential and localization operators, see the next
section.

Proposition 3.7. We list here some of the properties of the cross Wigner distribu-
tion.
a) W(f,g) maps S(RY) x S(R?) into S(R? x R%) and extends to a map from
S'(R) x 8'(RY) into 8'(R? x RY).
b) For fi, f2,91,92 € L*(RY), the Moyal identity holds:
(W(f1,91), W(f2,92)) = (f1, f2){91,92).

o) W (f.9)llo < 2°IIA1llgll-
d) W(f,9)(=,&) = W(f,9)(=¢, ).
e) W(f,9)(x,&) =Wy, f)(x,€).
For the proofs we refer to [16], [19], [49].
The space Eig = 81/?) is not included in the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.8. Let f,g € S*(R%). Then W(f,g)(z,€) € 8*(R? x R%). The same is
true for the Fourier—Wigner transform and the short-time Fourier transform.

Proof. The proof for the case f = g, i.e. for the Wigner distribution W (f, f) is
given in [7] for S1*} and in [27] for §*. We follow the proof of Proposition 3.7 a)
given in [49] and give the proof in two steps.

Step 1. Obviously, f,g € 8*(R?) implies that f(z)g(t) € S*(R* x RY), that
is
(3.4) sup |zt? 0700 f(x)g(t)] < ChlIFIBIHIIHIN o slel . gslal |y sl 51l

r,teR4
for some (resp. all) A > 0. Here we use | - |*I'l instead of | - |!* for the convenience,
see Remark 3.1. Recall, S* denotes §*) or §15} s > 1/2. Let us show that, under
the same assumptions ¢(x,t) := f(z + %)g(x — %) € $*(R? x R4). By Theorem
3.5 ¢) we need to show
sup [2t%p(x,1)] < ORI |qplel. gel?l,
r,teR4

and
sup (9507 p(x, 1) < CklTHP|a]lel . gel7]
r,teR4
for some (resp. every) h, k > 0. The first inequality easily follows from assumptions
on f and g and a change of variables:

" "
sup |x%t” f(x + 9@ =)= sup |(y— t/2)*t" f(y)g(y — 1)
z teRH y,teR

< 27l sup Iy =t =)* (=)l ((y =) = )’ F(y)aly —1)]

=271 sup (y—2)*(z = 9)’ FW)9(2)] < Cap sup |(z — )" f(y)a(2)].
y,z€R4 y,z€R4

Now, (3.4) implies sup |x°‘tﬁg0(x,t)| < C’hlo‘l‘i'lﬁl|oz|s|°‘| - 318l for some (resp.
r,teR4
every) h > 0.
In order to prove the second inequality recall that in the definition of §* we
may take |o|*|*! instead of a!*. The Leibniz formula gives

ozofete.0l =1 X X (§) () getmoton sta + 12020 gt - 1/2)

d<ay<p 7

< Cap sup |020] f(z+1/2)0700] " g(x —1/2)].
z,teR4
Now, m*"n’" < (m + n)s(m+") and (3.4) imply
sup 10207 (i, ] < CHH el 17
z,teR4

for some (resp. all) k > 0.
Therefore, p(z,t) € S*(R? x R4).
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Step 2. Now, we show that ®(x,¢) = /e_zmtggo(x,t)dt € S*(RY x RY) if
¢ € S*(RY x RY).
Again, we use Theorem 3.5 ¢) and show that

sup |2%Pd(x, £)| < ChleH18lg15 815 and sup |3§‘3§<I>(x,€)| < CEPlats pre
z,teR4 z,teR4

for some (resp. every) h,k > 0. Integration by parts gives

|x°‘€ﬁ/6_2””§go(x,t)dt| = |/(—l)ﬁDfe_%”Exo‘go(x,t)dt|

= |/e_2””5x°‘ngo(x,t)dt| < C/(l—|—t2)_d(1—|—t2)dx°‘8f3go(x,t)dt|.

Since ¢ € 8*(R* x RY) we have |(1 + t2)%2°0 p(z,1)| < Ch2+atb (2d)sals g1s
for some (any) h > 0. Then, an easy case studies examination shows that for some
(resp. for all) h > 0, sup |¢%¢Pd(x,&)] < ChleH1Bl 15 g1s
r,£eR4
For the second equality, we have

0207 [ e (o, tyde = | [ (=2min)? 70 ol )1

= |/(zm)lﬁle—%“ﬁtﬁag@(x,t)dt| < |2m|lﬂl|/e—2m€(1+t2)—dtﬁag¢(x,t)dt|,
where ¢ = (14 12)%p. Now ¢ € 8* implies that 1 € S* hence

[t7 0% (2, 1) < ChlHPla1egts = sup |aga§q>(x,g)| < CkPlatspre.
z,£€R4

Theorem 3.8 1s therefore proved in a general case for transforms of the type
fe‘zw”ggo(x,t)dt with ¢ € 8*. In particular, the assertion holds for the cross
Wigner ditribution as claimed. Proofs for the Fourier Wigner transform and the
short- ime Fourier transform are analogous.

Note that Theorem 3.8 for the inductive limit case and the short-time Fourier
transform is proved in [23], see also [19, Section 11.2]. The main difference is that
we use Theorem 3.5 ¢) which allows to estimate actions of multiplication and
differentiation separately. O

Theorem 3.9. Let g € S*(R?) and let f € SI*(Rd). If the cross Wigner distri-
bution W(f,g)(x,&) (resp. the cross ambiguity function or the short-time Fourier
transform) belongs to 8* (R4 x R%) then f € 8*(RY).

Proof. We combine the ideas of the proof of similar assertions given in [23] and [7].
Firstly, we show the inversion formula for the cross Wigner distribuiton in the spirit
of [19, Section 3.2]. First, note that, for given g1, g2 € L%(R%) and (g1, g2) # 0,

1 .
1y = st [ [ W (0o, b Moo, e L(R),




Ultradistributions and Time-Frequency Analysis 9

is a bounded functional on L?(R?) and therefore it defines a unique function

feL’(RY),
(3.5) f(t)= Qd//64””5W(f,g)(x,&)Mngzxﬁ(t)dxdg

such that I(h) = (f, h), for all h € L*(RY).
Let us show that for all f € L%(R%) the following inversion formula holds

1 .
ol / / AT (f, g1) () €) Mg T godde

(91
Actually, (3.5), the Moyal formula and

W(fa g)($a g) = <fa 2de4ﬂ—ix§M2§T2xg>

imply

~ 1
(Fhy = s / / W, 92) (@, €)W (h, go)dede = (f, h),

Thus f = fin L%(R%). Moreover, it can be shown that f € S(R%), [19, Proposition
11.2.4].

We are now in a position to show that f € S*(R¢). We will again use Theorem
3.5. Now it is convenient to use part d) of the Theorem. Therefore, we need to
show that sup |f(a:)|eh|x|1/s < oo and sup |f(w)|ek|w|1/s

ze€R weR

every) h, k > 0.

Note that eh|t|1/SM2§T2xg(t) = Mngzxeh”"'zx'l/sg(t). The inversion formula
implies

< oo, for some (resp. for

1/s 1 riz .
sup el 7|2d//64 SW(F, 91)(x, €) Mag Topgadud€|
teRd <91,92>

< sup |2d//e4ﬂix5W(f,gl)(gg,g)ehuﬂl/sM%T%eh't'l/sg(t)dxd&’
teR4

< C//e—lexll/se—k|2x|1/56h|2x|1/5dxdg < 00,

since W(f,g1) € S*(R? x R?) and g € §*. In order to prove

klwll/s

sup [£(w)]e41"”" < oo

wER
we use (M1 g(t))(w) = Tog M_2y§(w) and the same arguments as above. O
Remark 3.10. Theorems 3.8 and 3.9 are proved in [23] for the inductive limit

case and the short-time Fourier transform. The proof for the Wigner distribution

W(f, f) is given in [7].
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3.4. Tempered Ultradistributions

This subsection is given for the sake of completeness, having in mind that Gevrey
and (non-quasianalytic) Gelfand-Shilov type spaces might be considered as special
cases of the following construction [30].

Let (M,) = (Mp)pen, be a sequence of positive numbers which satisfies some
of the following conditions:
(M.1) (logarithmic convexity) ]\41,2 < Mp_1Mp41, p€EN;
(M.2)" (stability under the action of differential operators) There exist positive
constants A, H such that M, 1 < AH? Mp;
(M .2) (stability under the action of ultradifferential operators) There exist positive
constants A, H such that

My < AH? min OSquMp_qu, D, q € Ny;

(M.3)" (non-quasi-analicity) >° . MMp—;l < 00;
(M .3) (strong non-quasi-analicity) There exists A > 0, such that

N M,y My
E < Agq , ¢ €N.
S M, M,

We assume Mg = 1. Obviously (M.2) = (M.2)', (M.3) = (M.3)".
The so-called associated function for a sequence (M,) is defined by

My

M(p) = sup In i
P€EN, P

, 0<p<oo.

Properties (M.1) — (M.3) can be expressed via the associated function. It plays an
important role in the proofs of properties of ultradistributions, see [30, page 29].
We give the definition in one dimension for the sake of simplicity only.

Definition 3.11. Let there be given A > 0, and a sequence (M, ) such that (M.1) —

(M .3)" holds. The space SISMP) = SISMP)(R) is the space of smooth functions f on

R such that
ho‘+f6|l‘0‘f(ﬁ)(l‘)|
sup sup ————2 < o0.
7€R o,fEN, Mo Mg

It is a Banach space with the norm
at+pB

Cmeo(f) = sup 2% F ) ()]0, € S,

a,peN, MaMpg
Let SMp) and SIMr} be a projective (when h — oo) and an inductive (when
h — 0) limit of SISMP), and SEMP}, respectively. Dual spaces of S(M») and §1M»}
denoted by S'Mz) and SI{MP}, are then spaces of tempered ultradistributions of
Beurling and Roumieu type respectively. They are studied in [25], [9], [27], [30],
[31], [34], where one can find expansion of the elements of S(Mr) S{Mp} and

their duals via Hermite functions, as well as their characterization through the
Fourier transform, the Wigner distribution and the Bargman transform. Structural
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theorems, continuity of ultradifferential operators, the Hilbert transform and the
convolution are studied there as well.
The following inclusions hold

DM (R) = SM)(R) = S(R) = L?(R) = &' (R) = & M)(R) = D M)(R).

Remark 3.12. o If s > 1 examples of (M,) sequences which satisfy some of

the above conditions are M, = p!*, M, = p°?, M, = I'(sp + 1), where

I' denotes the Gamma function. Therefore spaces &* of the preceding
paragraph are examples of spaces obtained by the above construction.

e Spaces D* and £* and corresponding weighted versions are introduced and

studied within the above approach in [6], [30], [31], [35], [36].

4. Modulation Spaces

Modulation spaces consist of functions or distributions whose short-time Fourier
transform satisfies some prescribed decay at infinity as well as some integrability
conditions. They are recognized as the most important spaces in time-frequency
analysis, [19], [13], [1]. The decay of the short-time Fourier transform is controlled
by a weight function, i.e. a non negative locally integrable function on R??. It is
often sufficient to suppose that weights have (at most) polynomial growth. How-
ever, in order to deal with ultradistribution, almost exponential growth should be
allowed.

Definition 4.1. Let v € [0,1). A strictly positive and continuous function w, on
R? x R? is called an exp—type weight if there exist A > 0 and C' > 0 such that

wy (@ +y, & +n) < CPFTHE D w (y ), 2 y,¢,ne R
and wy(z, €1 - &1, €0 Eq) = wy(2,8), e = (e1,...,€eq) € {—1,1}%
A typical example of an exp—type weight is
(4.1) wy(,€) = Pl 4hzlel” 0 e e RY Ry, by > 0.

More generally, (14 ||+ |€|)aeb|x|71'|'c|§|72 is an exp-type weight for any a,b,¢> 0
and vy1,7v2 € [0, 1).

Definition 4.2. Let there be given v € [0, 1), an exp-type weight w,, t € R, and
1<pg<oo Let 0% ge S (ify =0, then 0 # g € S). Then

(12) Myt = {780 |y < oo}

q/p /4
||f||M;ﬂ)g,t = [/ (/ Vo F(z, )" wg(x,g)et(mvﬂﬁlv)dx) d{]

1s called the modulation space.
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M;;‘jg’t is a Banach space [19, Theorem 11.3.5.]. If ¢ = 0, we write My =
M;;‘jg’o, for short. The above definition is independent of the choice of g, 0 £ ¢ €
S/ in the sense that different functions define the same modulation space and
equivalent norms [13].

Modulation spaces M}’ , where 1 < p,q¢ < oo and w(z +y,§ +1n) < C(1 +
|z|+[€])*w(y, n), for some C' > 0 and all z,y,&, 7 € R4, are studied in [1], [15], [19]
and [43]. Obviously, every weight defined in such a way is an exp—type weight. In
particular, for w,(z,&) = (1 + |z| + [€])*, z,&€ € R4, s > 0 properties of pseudodif-
ferential operators whose symbols belong to the corresponding modulation spaces
are given in [22], see also [15], [19], [29], [46], [47] for some generalizations.

Inclusion relations between modulation spaces and other spaces of functions
or distributions (LP, Besov and Sobolev spaces) are given in [13], [19], [28], [46].
Note that for w(z,y) = (1 + |z|+ |y|)*, =,y € RY,

S =proj lim M7, 1<p,¢<oo,
§—r00 ’ -

[14], [47]. Definition 4.2 and Theorems 3.8 and 3.9 imply that an analogous state-
ment should hold for Gelfand-Shilov type spaces if polynomial weights are replaced
by weights of almost exponential growth. Indeed,

Proposition 4.3. Let 1 < p < oo and fiz v € (0,1). Put w,(x,§) = szl +HE)
s € R. We have
SUY) = proj lim M,y S™MY =ind lim MYr+.
§—00 ’ §—00 ’
For the proof of projective limit case we refer to [37]. The inductive limit case
is proved in [23].

5. Pseudodifferential Operators

Pseudodifferential operators in Gevrey classes are studied in [5], [18], [33], [39],
[51]. For operators which map G§(€2) to G*(£2), s > 1, almost exponential (sub-
exponential) growth of corresponding symbols is allowed. This gives rise to op-
erators of ”infinite order” in contrast to ”finite order” symbols which are slowly
increasing at infinity. Depending on the problem at hand various classes of symbols
are introduced. Just to give an example, a class of symbols S;i;’e (RZd) consists of
all functions o € C°°(R?%) for which there exist constants C' > 0 and B > 0 such
that for every £ > 0 there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that

(5.1) sup Dﬁch(m,g) < e ClatPla1le=9)g1(1 4 |¢|)olel=elBle(cleD™
zeRH
for every o, 8 € N& and every |¢| > B|3|?, [51].
In order to deal with Gelfand-Shilov type spaces, we use their definition via
modulation spaces. In the context of modulation spaces with polynomial weights
smooth symbols with at most polynomial growth are studied in [12], [43], [44]. The
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following class, which includes functions of almost exponential growth, is studied

in [38].
Definition 5.1. Let v € (0 1). Let there be given Ly, Ls > 0, and A, 7 € R. We
define the symbol class S "y (RZd) SE’ITQQ as the set of ¢ € C°°(R?%) satisfying
| L|104| leﬁl
a!l/’Y ﬁ!l/’Y

D?D?U(x,&’ﬂ < ceAlel+lel” o pe N¢ z, ¢ € RY

for some positive constant C' = C, depending on L1, Ly, A, 7 and 7. The infimum

of such constants C, will be denoted by ||0'||2’17f2.

52’177’3 contains polynomial symbols as well as some ultrapolynomial symbols.

For example, if |a,| < C'=£_— for some positive constants C' and k, and all n € Ny

then

Vl/‘y )

oQ

= an (L o + 5" e s}77,

for all Ly, Ly > 0 and
A > (K272 (14+d(7 + 13))7%) /5.

For a relation between SE’IT’LL and classes of symbol introduced in [5], [43] and [51],
as well as for the continuify properties of the corresponding operators we refer to
[38]. As an illustration we give the following result from [38]. The notion of Weyl
symbol is given in Definition 5.3.

Proposition 5.2. Let v € (0,1). Let there be given Ly, Ly > 0, and A\, 7 € R, and
Ly > 515 if 7 <0.

Observe a pseudodzﬁerential equation o(x, D)u = f, where the Weyl symbol
of o(x, D) belongs to the class SA’ 7 with

4
1—~2
Ifu e S then f € SV as well. Moreover, the mapping o(x, D) : SU/7)
S s continuous.

A>92yLy, B> 2Ly, where % =( )

Another consequence is the boundedness of the operator Z|a|<n aD?

SO/ 1t follows from the fact that its Weyl symbol belongs to the class S 77 for
any choice of A, B > 0.

, on

Definition 5.3. Let A be a class of symbols. We say that o € A is the Weyl symbol
of the operator o(z, D) if and only if

(5.2) o(x,D)f // (xﬂ/,&) T f(y)dyde,  f e SUT(RY).

We also say that o(x, D) is the Weyl transforms of the symbol ¢(x,&) and refer to
(5.2) as the Weyl correspondence between an operator and a symbol.
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The Weyl correspondence can be defined by the means of the cross Wigner
distribution [49]. Namely, for f,¢ € L?(R?) and o € L?(R?%)

(o(2. D)f.9) = (0. W (g. f)) = (0. W (g, ) = / / o2, YW, g) (2, €)dvde.

Remark 5.4. e The cross Wigner distribution and the short-time Fourier
transform play important role in the study of localization operators, [1],
[11], [50]. For given "windows” 1,2 € L?(RY) and a suitable symbol a,
the time-frequency localization operator AZ*%2 is defined by

Aawl,wzf://a(x’g)vwlf(g;,g)METxgozdxd&’.

For various choices of windows and symbols we refer to [11]. We are inter-
ested here in a representation of localization operator through the cross
Wigner distribution. It can be shown that A¥1:%2 is operator whose Weyl
symbol o is given by ¢ = a * W1, ¢2).

e The so called anti-Wick operators arise as a special case of localization
operators, [1, Chapters 8,9]. Recall, an anti-Wick symbol o determines
Weyl symbol o * (22d6_|'|2). Let o(x,&) € S' ™). Then there exists s > 0
such that o (22%_"'2) € S?,IT[’L for any A, 7 > s,and 0 < Ly, Ly < 272,
[38].

e Another time-frequency representation, Rihaczek distribution is closely

related to the Kohn-Nirenberg correspondence between symbols and op-
erators, see [19], [21].

Let us now consider a class of symbols o € C°°(R? x RY) satisfying:
(S1) a(2) > 1, 2 = (z,€) € RY x R4
(52) (3C > 0) (In > 0) such that

olz+w) < C’e”lzlva(w), z,w € R*,
(S3) (VA > 0) (3C > 0) (35 > 0) such that
hlel

e <o 7B ep
all/v

D% (z)

sup
a€NG? el >1
(S4) o(z,€) < o(x,¢') for all ;¢ € R? such that |¢] < |¢/].
Note, by (52), (S3) and |z| < |#]Y + |£]7, we have o(z,£) € SZTLQ for every
L1, Ls > 0. Also, condition (S2) implies that ¢ is an exp-type Weighf and o(z) >
@e‘”'zw for all z € R*?,

Ezample. The following functions satisfy conditions (S1)-(S4).
a) o(z) =Y g ar(z)?*, 2 = (z,€) € R? x RY, where ag > 1, ax > 0;
b) o(x,&) = (1 +|2|* +£]*)*/%, s > 0, x,& € R% In particular,

a(€) = (14 [E1)?, s>0, £ €RY,
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€12+ V (), z,€ € RY, where
1, V() = oo when |z| — 0.

(V2) (3C > 0) (I > 0) such that V(z +y) < Cel®"V(y), x,y € R%

(V3) (vh > 0) (3C > 0) such that

hlel
——D*V ()

a!l/’Y

< COV(z), = €RY%

sup
aeNg |a|>1

d) o(x, &) = e(1+|x|2+|§|2)7/2’ 2, € € RY:

Example ¢) implies that we may observe the Schrodinger operator with po-
tential V' (x) which may have sub-exponential growth.

Theorem 5.5. Assume that o(x,&) satisfies (51)-(S4). Then

a) Let 1 < p,qg < oo and s > 0. For every f € Mg j there exist positive
constants Cy,Cy and C5 such that

(5.3) Cullfllarg; <o, D) fllagzs + Callfllagze < Csllfllags-

p,g —

b) If, additionally, o(z) > CeM?I” for |z| > K, for some positive constants
Cyp and K, and if o(x,D)f € Mply’qs for [ € Mply’(?, then [ belongs to
MLs+u

g

c) Let

(5.4) o(x,&) ~ et =UHE)  for some >0 when ||+ |¢] — oo

Then o(x, D)|sasy is essentially self-adjoint in L? and the domain of
its unique self adjoint extension L is M;’ZO. Furthermore, the self adjoint

operator L is compact operator and its eigenfunctions belong to S/

Proof. Part a) is proved in [38], see also [44]. Part b) is a corollary of the result.
For simplicity we prove b) for p = ¢ = 2. Let B(0,K) = {z € R** | |z| < K}.

[Pl ://|vgf(x,y)|2e2<s+~><lxl”+lyl”>dxdy

< // |ng(x, y)|262(s+u)(|x|7+|y|7)dxdy_|_ // |ng(x, y)|262(s+u)(|x|7+|y|7)dxdy
B(0,K) RI\B(0,K)

<O+ / / Vo ()20, ) e 4 ddy| < © 4 [ Fllage
R4\ B(0,K)

< Ct llo(@, D) fllygrs + Collfllagra < oo,

where we used a) together with the fact that f € ley,zo implies V, f € ley,zo.
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c) We prove that o(z, D)|ga/v is essentially self-adjoint by using [42, The-
orem 26.1]. To that end we need to show the S/ hypoellipticity. This follows
from b) since SU/7) = N0 le’zs It remains to show that L is compact.

Now we need the follawingyfact from time-frequency analysis. Recall, a set of
functions {gg », k,n € Z}, is called a Gabor system if

gren(r) = eZWbmg(x —ak) = My, Targ, k,n€Z,

for a fixed function g and time-frequency shift parameters a,b > 0. A Gabor system
is a Gabor frame in L?(R) if there exists 0 < A < B < oo such that

AU <Y Howw DI < BIIE

kneZ
If A= B the frame is tight. For a tight Gabor frame {gx ,, k,n € Z}, we have
5:5) = Y len D

keN4 neZd

To show that L is compact it 1s sufficient to prove that the set
S={rel s Y lgew Hoen <1
keNd neZd

where o1, , = o(n+ §,1) for k =204+« € N4, k € {0,1}¢, is compact in L?(R%).

Let (fn)nen be asequence in S. We need to show that it contains a convergent
subsequence. Since (f;)nen is bounded in L?(R?) it contains a weakly convergent
subsequence (fi, )i, en, i.e. there exists f € S such that

(5.6) lim (fi, = f,6) =0, Vo€ L*(RY).
Let us show that this convergence is strong, i.e. limy_0 ||fi, — f]| = 0, or, equiv-
alently
. 2 _
(5.7) Jim YT (i = foakm) = 0.
keN4 meZd

Since limyg|4[m|—oo Ok,m = 0o, for arbitrary ¢/4 > 0 there is a finite number of

indices (k, m) such that < E Denote the set of indices by I;. Then we have

Ok m
Ok m
> K - f,gk,m>|20—
km)gh Fom
€ 2 2
<2( ST K gkm)Porm+ Y K gem)Porm) <.
(k,m)gI (k,m)gI

Furthermore, since (5.6) implies that

Bim S (= fgem)P =0,
(k,m)el;

by taking e.g. ¢ = 27!» we obtain (5.7), hence S is compact in L?(R4).
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The fact that eigenfunctions of L belong to S(*/7) is derived by part b) and
Ns>oMy 5 = S/, O

An immediate consequence of Theorem 5.5 is the continuity of the mapping
o My — Mply’qs. Moreover, O'(Mpg”;), the image of M/ under o, is a Banach
subspace of Mply’qs.

For spectral asymptotics we refer to [12],[38], [44].
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