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WEIGHTED (PLB)-SPACES OF ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE
FUNCTIONS AND MULTIPLIER SPACES

ANDREAS DEBROUWERE AND LENNY NEYT

ABSTRACT. We study weighted (PLB)-spaces of ultradifferentiable functions defined
via a weight function (in the sense of Braun, Meise and Taylor) and a weight system.
We characterize when such spaces are ultrabornological in terms of the defining weight
system. This generalizes Grothendieck’s classical result that the space Oj; of slowly
increasing smooth functions is ultrabornological to the context of ultradifferentiable
functions. Furthermore, we determine the multiplier spaces of Gelfand-Shilov spaces
and, by using the above result, characterize when such spaces are ultrabornological.
In particular, we show that the multiplier space of the space of Fourier ultrahyper-
functions is ultrabornological, whereas the one of the space of Fourier hyperfunctions
is not.

1. INTRODUCTION

Countable projective limits of countable inductive limits of Banach spaces, called
(PLB)-spaces, arise naturally in functional analysis. Classical examples are the space
of distributions, the space of real analytic functions and the space O,; of slowly in-
creasing smooth functions. In order to be able to apply functional analytic tools such
as De Wilde’s open mapping and closed graph theorems or the theory of the derived
projective limit functor [30], it is important to determine when such spaces are ultra-
bornological. Note that this is a non-trivial matter as the projective limit of a spectrum
of ultrabornological spaces is not necessarily again ultrabornological. The problem of
characterizing when (PLB)-spaces are ultrabornological has been extensively studied,
both from an abstract point of view as for concrete function and (ultra)distribution
spaces; see the survey article [14] and the references therein.

In the last part of his doctoral thesis [17, Chap. 2, Théoreme 16, p. 131] Grothendieck
proved that the space O, is ultrabornological. He showed that O, is isomorphic
to a complemented subspace of s® s and verified directly that the latter space is
ultrabornological. Later on Valdivia [27] showed that in fact Oy is isomorphic to
s®s'. A different proof of the fact that @), is ultrabornological was given by Larcher
and Wengenroth using homological methods [23].

In this article we study weighted (PLB)-spaces of ultradifferentiable functions. Our
spaces are defined as follows. Let w : [0,00) — [0,00) be a weight function (in the
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sense of Braun, Meise and Taylor [6]) and set ¢(x) = w(e®). Denote by ¢*(y) =
sup,>o{zy — ¢(x)} the Young conjugate of ¢. Let ¥ = {v, | A € (0,00)} be a family of
continuous functions vy : RY — (0, 00) such that 1 < vy < v, for all p < A. We call ¥
a weight system. We then consider the weighted (PLB)-spaces of ultradifferentiable
functions of Beurling and Roumieu type

(w) . 1 . w,h w,h
Z(’V) = 1&“ hﬂ va ) {”f/} L lﬂ Z”A ’

h—0t A—=0t A—00 h—00

where Z2" denotes the Banach space consisting of all ¢ € C*°(R?) such that

(@) (g 1
ol = s sup 12 g (Loshja) < o

a€eNd zeRd 'U)\( )

We use Z[[f;}] as a common notation for Z( and Z{{f;]]: The first main goal of this ar-
ticle is to characterize when Z[[;ﬂ] is ultrabornological through conditions on #". These

conditions will be closely related to the linear topological invariants (DN) and (5)
for Fréchet spaces [29]. Following Grothendieck, the key idea in our proof is to com-

plement the space Z[[z/]] into a suitable weighed (PLB)-space of continuous functions

and, vice versa, to complement a suitable weighted (P LB)-space of sequences into Z[[;j]}.
Hereafter, we shall obtain the desired characterization by applying results from [I] con-
cerning the ultrabornologicity of such (PLB)-spaces. To achieve the first step, we use
tools from time-frequency analysis [16], specifically, the short-time Fourier transform
and Gabor frames. Such techniques have recently proved to be useful in the study of
(generalized) function spaces; see e.g. [2, 8 [12] 2§].

Schwartz [25] showed that O, is equal to the multiplier space of the space S of
rapidly decreasing smooth functions, i.e.,

Ou={feS|¢-feSforall p €S}

Moreover, the natural (PLB)-space topology of Oy, coincides with the topology in-
duced by the embedding

Oun — Ly(S,S), f=(p—¢- f).

The second main goal of this article is to obtain a similar result for a wide class of
Gelfand-Shilov spaces [9]. Given a weight function w and a weight system ¥, we define
the Gelfand-Shilov spaces of Beurling and Roumieu type as

@ . 7 w,h for s w,h
Sy = lm S57 - S5 = lim S,
h—0t h—oc0
where 8¢ denotes the Banach space consisting of all ¢ € C*°(R?) such that
1 *
el = sup sup | o)lon(a) exp ="kl ) < o0
aeNd geR4

We shall show that Z[;‘j} is topologically equal to the multiplier space of S[% . This
problem has been previously studied for Fourier (ultra)hyperfunctions |21} 24] [31] and
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for general Gelfand-Shilov spaces of non-quasianalytic type [13]. Our main improve-
ment here is that we also consider the quasianalytic case and that, in contrast to the
aforementioned works, we obtain topological and not merely algebraic identities. Fur-
thermore, by using the above results, we are able to determine when such multiplier
spaces are ultrabornological. In particular, Theorem [5.7] below shows that the multi-
plier space of the space of the Fourier ultrahyperfunctions is ultrabornological, whereas
the one of the space of Fourier hyperfunctions is not. We mention that analogous re-
sults for convolutor spaces of Gelfand-Shilov spaces have recently been obtained by
Vindas and the first author [11] (see also [26]).

The structure of this article is as follows. In the preliminary Sections 2] and Bl we
define and study weight functions, weight sequences and weight systems. In Section @l
we introduce Gelfand-Shilov spaces and discuss the short-time Fourier transform and
Gabor frames in the context of these function spaces. Our main results are stated and
discussed in Section [ In the auxiliary Section [l we review some results from [I] about
weighted (P LB)-spaces of continuous functions. Finally, the proofs of our main results
are given in Section [l For this we study the short-time Fourier transform and Gabor
frame expansions on various function spaces.

2. WEIGHT FUNCTIONS AND WEIGHT SEQUENCES

A non-decreasing continuous function w : [0, 00) — [0, 00) is called a weight function
(in the sense of Braun, Meise and Taylor [6]) if w(0) = 0 and w satisfies the following
properties:

(o) w(2t) = O(w(t)) as t — oo;

(7) logt = o(w(t)) as t — oo;

(0) ¢:[0,00) = [0,00), p(x) = w(e”), is convex.
We extend w to R? as the radial function w(z) = w(|z]), z € R%. Condition («) implies
that there is C' > 0 such that [0, Lemma 1]

(2.1) w(z+y) < Cw(r)+wly)+ 1), r,y € R

A weight function w is called non-quasianalytic if

* w(t)
dt .
| <o

We refer to [6] for more information on these conditions.
The Young conjugate of ¢ is defined as

¢" :10,00) = [0,00), ¢"(y) = sup{ay — ¢(x)}.

x>0

The function ¢* is convex and increasing, (¢*)* = ¢ and the function y — ¢*(y)/y is
increasing on [0, 00) and tends to infinity as y — oo. We shall often use the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.1. [I8, Lemma 2.6] Let w be a weight function. Then,
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(1) For all h,k,l > 0 there are m,C > 0 such that
1 1
(2.2) —¢ (mly +1)) +ky < 59" (hy) +1og C, y 2 0.
(17) For all m,k,l > 0 there are h,C > 0 such that ([2.2)) holds.

A sequence M = (M,)yen of positive numbers is called a weight sequence [22] if
My? — 00 as p — oo and M is log-convex, i.e., M? < M, 1M,y for all p € Z,.
We set m, = M,/M,_1, p € Z.. We consider the following conditions on a weight
sequence M:

(M.2) M,y < CHP™ M, p € N, for some C, H > 0;
(M.2) M,,, < CH"*M,M,, p,q € N, for some C, H > 0;
(M.2)* 2m, < mpp, p > po, for some py, N € Z,.
Clearly, (M.2) implies (M.2)". A weight sequence M is called non-quasianalytic if
= 1
Y — <o
p=1 P
Conditions (M.2)" and (M.2) are due to Komatsu [22]. Condition (M.2)* was intro-
duced by Bonet et al. [5] without a name; we use here the same notation as in [11].
The most important examples of weight sequences satisfying (M.2) and (M.2)* are the
Gevrey sequences p'®, s > 0. The sequence p!® is non-quasianalytic if and only if s > 1.
Given two weight sequences M and N, the relation M C N means that there are
C, H > 0 such that M, < CHPN, for all p € N. The stronger relation M < N means
that the latter inequality is valid for every H > 0 and suitable C' > 0.
The associated function of a weight sequence M is defined as
p
wy(t) = sup logt MO, t>0.
peN M,

Given another weight sequence N, it holds that N C M if and only if
wy (t) <wn(Ht) + log C, t>0,

for some C,H > 0 [22, Lemma 3.8]. Similarly, N < M if and only if the latter
inequality remains valid for every H > 0 and suitable C' > 0 [22, Lemma 3.10].

The next result explains when the weight sequence case can be reduced to the weight
function case.

Lemma 2.2. [5, Proposition 13 and its proof] Let M be a weight sequence satisfying
(M.2). Then, wy is a weight function if and only if M satisfies (M.2)*. In such a
case, the following properties hold (with ¢pr(z) = wpr(€”)):

(1) For all h > 0 there are k,C' > 0 such that

1
(2.3) exp <E¢}k\4(kp)) < ChP?M,, peN.
(i4) For all h > 0 there are k,C > 0 such that

(2.4) kP M, < C'exp (%(b}kv[(hp)) , peN.
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(14i) For all k > 0 there are h,C' > 0 such that (2.3) holds.
(iv) For all k > 0 there are h,C > 0 such that (2.4]) holds.

3. WEIGHT SYSTEMS

Let X be a topological space. A family ¥ = {v) | A € (0,00)} of continuous
functions vy : X — (0,00) is called a weight system [9] if 1 < vy(z) < v,(x) for all
x € X and p < \. The following two conditions play a crucial role in this article.

Definition 3.1. A weight system 7" on X is said to satisfy condition (DN) if
INVL<AVO € (0,1) < p3C>0Vr € X @ v,(z) < CVl(x)v. % (2).

v

Definition 3.2. A weight system ¥ on X is said to satisfy condition (£2) if
VAT > AV >p Vo€ (0,1) 30 >0Ve € X = w,(x) < Cvl(a)vl ™ (z).

v

Remark 3.3. The previous conditions are inspired by and closely related to the linear

topological invariants (DN) and (2) for Fréchet spaces [29].

Next, we consider weight systems on R?. We write f(t) = f(—t) for reflection about

the origin. Given a weight function system ¥ on R? we write ¥ = {0 | A € (0,00)}.
We consider the following conditions on a weight system ¥ on R%:

(WM) VA3 <A 3C >0Vz € R? : supy o va(z +y) < Cuula
{wM} Vi 3A > p3C > 0 Ve € R : supp, < va(z + y) < Coy(z);
(M) VA Ju,v <A 3C > 0Vz,y € R? 1 vy(z+y) < Cou(z)v,(y);
{M} Vu,v 3X > p,v 3C > 0 Ve, y € R? : vy(x +y) < Cou(z)v,(y);

(N) VA Ju <X @ wvy/u, € LY
{N} Vu 3> @ vyfv, € LY

(S) VA, p Jv < A\, p 3C > 0V € R : vy(2)v,(x) < Cu,(z);
{S} Vv I\, p > v 3C > 0Vz € R : vy (z)vu(z) < Coy ().

);
)

Notation 3.4. We employ [wM] as a common notation for (wM) and {wM}. A similar
convention will be used for other notations. In addition, we often first state assertions
for the Beurling case followed in parenthesis by the corresponding ones for the Roumieu
case.

Clearly, [M] implies [wM]. A simple induction argument shows that [wM] yields that

(3.1) Va>0VA 3N <X\ (Va>0VN IN>N)
3C > 0Vz € R? : sup vy(x +y) < Coy ().
ly|<a

By using the above formula twice, we obtain that [wM] implies that

Va>0VA3IN <AV Fu<p' (Va>0VN IN>N Vu 3 > p)

3C > 0 Vz e R? sup M < U)‘/(x).
ly|<a UM(ZIT +y) Uul(x)
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Consequently, [wM] and [N] imply that

(3.2) VAT <A (Vp3A>p) 0 lim o) =0
|z| =00 UM(ZIZ')
and
3.3 Ya>0¥A3u <\ (Va>0Yu3IN>p) ok o
(k)
v
keazd H

We refer to [9] for more information on these conditions.
We end this section by discussing the above conditions for two classes of weight
systems on R?. Given a weight function w, we define

¥, = {3 | A € (0,00)}.

Lemma 3.5. Let w be a weight function. Then,
(1) ¥, satisfies [M], [N] and [S].
(i4) ¥, satisfies (DN).
(iii) ¥, does not satisfy (Q).
Proof. (i) Condition [M] is a consequence of (2.1]), [N] follows from () and [S] is clear.
(27) This is obvious. B
(iii) Since w(t) — oo as t — oo, (Q) for ¥, would imply that

1—
VAIu>AVv>puVee(0,1) : o 0

which is false. O
Given a weight sequence M, we define
Yar = {e(5) | X € (0, 00)1.

Lemma 3.6. Let M be a weight sequence. Then,

(1) Yar satisfies [M].

(13) Y satisfies [N] if and only if M satisfies (M.2)".
(1ii) Y satisfies [S] if and only if M satisfies (M.2).
(tv) Y satisfies (DN).

(v) Y satisfies () if and only if

(3.4) dC >0VN € Zy 3py € Zy Vp > po : myp < Cmy,.

D
)

Proof. (i) Since wy, is increasing, we have that for all H > 0 and z,y € R?
wy (H(z +y)) < wy(2H max{|z], [y]}) < wn(2Hz) +wn (2Hy).

This implies that ¥, satisfies [M].
(7¢) This is shown in [9, Lemma 3.3].
(23i) This follows from [22 Proposition 3.6].
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(iv) For all H > 0 and 6 € (0, 1) it holds that
P M, HYA=0)p ),
wy (Ht) = sup (910g< M0)+(1—9)10g(( ) 0))

peN D MP
S HMM(t) + (1 - H)MM(HU(I_G)T,),
for all t > 0. This shows that ¥}, satisfies (DN).
(v) We denote by m the counting function of the sequence (my)pez, , i.e.,

mx)= > 1, x>0

mp<x

Then, [22, Equation (3.11)]

war(t) = /Ot )4 >0

a

Hence, 7}, satisfies (ﬁ) if and only if
Kt

Ht
(35) VH>03K<HVL<K : de:o(/ de),
L

e T t X
while (B4 holds if and only if
(3.6) AC > 1 : m(xz) = o(m(Cx)).

We now show that (3.5) and (B.6]) are equivalent. First assume that (3.5]) holds. Let
e > 0 be arbitrary. Condition (3.5) with H = 1 and L = K/e implies that for ¢ large
enough

m(Kt/e) < /KI:: @dx < 6/;/ mix)dx < elog(e/K)mf(t),

whence ([B.6) holds (with C' = e/K). Conversely, assume that (3.6) holds. Let H > 0
be arbitrary and set K = H/C. Fix L < K. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Condition (B.6])
implies that for all ¢ large enough

Kt Kt Ht Ht
/ degg/ dezgf deg/ ™) g
Lt x Lt x ct T Lt x
whence (B.5) holds. O

Example 3.7. (i) Consider the weight sequence M = ((log(p +€))*")pen, s > 0. Since
M is log-convex and satisfies (M.2), we have that 0 < sup,cy mp/M;/p < 00. Hence,
there is C' > 0 such that C~(log(p + €))* < m, < C(log(p + ¢))* for all p € N. This
implies that M satisfies (3.4)).

(77) A simple induction argument shows that (M.2)* yields that

VC >03N €Zy 3py € Zy Vp>po : Cmy < mpyp.

Therefore, any weight sequence satisfying (M.2)* does not satisfy (3.4). In particular,
the Gevrey sequence p!°, s > 0, does not satisfy (3.4]).
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4. GELFAND-SHILOV SPACES AND TIME-FREQUENCY ANALYSIS

Let w be a weight function. For h > 0 and a continuous function v : R — (0, o)
we define S“" as the Banach space consisting of all ¢ € C*°(R?) such that

1 *
Ielle o= sup, sup | )lu(o) exp (3671l ) < o0
a€eNd peRd

Let ¥ be a weight system (on RY). We define the Gelfand-Shilov spaces of Beurling
and Roumieu type as

- h%+ i 8%{% - h%:o Sl

Then, S(( is a Fréchet space and 8{1/} is an (LB)-space. Following Notation 3.4 we
employ S[’V} as a common notation for S(”V)) and Sf% If ¥ satisfies [wM], then S o ] is
translation-invariant. If ¥ satisfies [N], then S[[;‘j]] CL'NL® CLPforalpe [1, oo].
We refer to [9] for more information on S[[f;]] Given another weight function 7, we write
Syl = Siy

Let M and A be two weight sequences. For h > 0 we define S%;Lh as the Banach
space consisting of all ¢ € C*(RY) such that

B, A(c)
||<P||5Mh:— sup sup (Li;ﬁ (z)] < oo
o BeNd ekt NI Mo Ajg

We define
M . M,h . M,h
Sty = lm S SEY = lim SY

h—0+ h—o0

Then, S(%) is a Fréchet space and S{{ A}} is an (L B)-space.

Lemma 4.1. Let M and A be two weight sequences. Suppose that M satisfies (M.2)

and (M.2)*. Then, S[%] = S[[f;ﬁ] as locally convex spaces.

Proof. This follows from Lemma and the fact that for all h > 0
( |:£|) sup log ——— 2] < wy (1|x|) r € RY
\/_h o ﬁGNd h'B‘A ‘ h ’

Let r,s > 0. We write

s i=sh) = st

r._ o) _ ot/
2 — 8 — 8 {pls} {tl/s}v

s (p!s) (tl/s) I
for the classical Gelfand-Shilov spaces [I5]. In particular, 3} is the test function space
of the Fourier ultrahyperfunctions [31] and S} is the test function space of the Fourier
hyperfunctions [20].
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Remark 4.2. The space X7 (S!) is non-trivial if and only if r +s > 1 (r4+s > 1) (cf.
[15, Section 8]). Consequently, given a weight function w and a weight system 7', we

have that Sy} # {0} if w(t) = O(t'/") and
VA 3h (VR 3N) : oa(z) = O

for some 74+ s > 1 (r + s > 1), as these conditions imply that X7 C 8((;‘;)) (St C 8{{;‘;}})
In particular, if 7 is another weight function, S[[:;f # {0} if w(t) = O(t"/") and n(t) =
O(tY/*) for some r +s > 1 (r +s > 1). Similarly, given two weight sequences M
and A, S[[ﬁ/]ﬂ # {0} if pI” € M and p!* C A for some r+s > 1 (r+s > 1). In [10]
Proposition 2.7, Proposition 4.3 and Theorem 5.9] Vindas and the first author showed
that 8[[2? # {0} if and only if (log(p +¢))? < A ((log(p +€))? C A). In general, the
characterization of the non-triviality of the spaces S[[:]] and S[%] seems to be an open

problem.

Next, we introduce some tools from time-frequency analysis; see the book [16] for
more information. The translation and modulation operators are denoted by T, f(t) =
f(t — ) and Mf(t) = ¥ f(t), for ,& € RL The short-time Fourier transform
(STFT) of f € L?>(R?) with respect to a window 1 € L*(R?) is defined as

Vw.f(xa 5) = (.fa Mﬁwa)L2 = . f(tW(t - $)6_2m{'tdt, (ZL’, 5) € R2d'

We have that ||[Vif|z2 = |¢|le2 fllz2. In particular, V; : L*(R?) — L?(R??) is contin-
uous. The adjoint of Vj, is given by the weak integral

ViF = / /R . F(x, &) MTpdade, F € L*(R*).

If v € L*(R?) is such that (v,)72 # 0, then
1
(77 ¢)L2

The above reconstruction formula is the basis for the proof of part (a) of Theorem [5.1]
below.

Next, we consider Gabor frames. Given a window ¢ € L*(R%) and lattice parameters
a,b > 0, the set of time-frequency shifts

G, a,b) == {M,Tit) : (k,n) € aZ® x bZ'}
is called a Gabor frame for L*(R?) if there exist A, B > 0 such that
A< Y Vel < BISIE, S e AR,
(k,n)€aZd x bz
We define the Wiener space W as the space consisting of all ¢ € L>(R%) such that
Z | T3] poo 0,114y < 0.

neZd

(41) V’Y* O Vw = idLQ(Rd) .
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Given a weight function w and a weight system ¥ satisfying [wM] and [N], we have
that S[[f:/]] C W. This follows from [wM] and the fact that for some p > 0 (for all © > 0)

we have that )

< 0
nezd /U;Uf (n>

(the latter is a consequence of (3.3]) and the fact that vy > 1 for all A > 0). Let ¢ € W.
Then, the analysis operator
C’l’ = Cz;b : L2(Rd) — 12(aZd X bZd)7 f = (V¢f(]€, n))(k,n)EaZdeZda
and the synthesis operator
Dw = Df;’b : l2(CI,Zd X bZd) — Lz(Rd)> (Ck,n)(k,n)EQZdeZd — Z Ck,nMnTkw
(k,n)€aZd x bz
are continuous [16, Proposition 6.2.2 and Corollary 6.2.3]. Given another window
v € W, we define
Sy =D, oCy: L*(RY) — L*(RY).
We call (v,7) a pair of dual windows (on aZ® x bZ¢) if Sy, = idz2(ay. In such a case,

also S, = id 2gay and both G(¢,a,b) and G(v, a,b) are Gabor frames. Pairs of dual
windows are characterized by the Wexler-Raz biorthogonality relations:

Theorem 4.3. [16, Theorem 7.3.1 and the subsequent remark] Let v,y € W and let
a,b>0. Then, (¥,7) is a pair of dual windows on aZ® x bZ¢ if and only if

1 1
(MnTk¢, Mn’Tk’7>L2 = (ab)dék,krén,nr, (k,n), (k,’n’) c —Zd X EZd,
a

or, equivalently,

1 a a .
(4.2) a5 GG/ o DI = idy

The proof of part (b) of Theorem Bl below is based on the formula (£2]). For it
to be applicable in our context we need that, given a weight function w and a weight

system ¥, i € S[[f;]} and v € S[[f}]] Hence, we introduce the following general notion:

1mdo 17d) -
czix32d)

Definition 4.4. Let w be a weight function and let 7" be a weight system. The space

S[[f;}] is called Gabor accessible if there exist ¢ € S[[;J/]], v E S[[% and a,b > 0 such that

(,7) is a pair of dual windows on aZ? x bZ?.

The regularity and decay properties of pairs of dual windows is a well-studied topic
in time-frequency analysis; see [16, Chapter 13] and the references therein. We now

use such results to give growth conditions on w and ¥ which ensure that S[[;‘j}} is Gabor
accessible.

Proposition 4.5. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system. Then,
8[[;‘;}] 1s Gabor accessible if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) w is non-quasianalytic.
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(i1) w(t) = o(t2) and VA VL : vy(x) = O("=) (w(t) = O(t2) and Yh 3N : vy(z) =
O(eh‘w‘Q)).

Proof. Theorem [£.3] implies that if (w, v) C W(R) is a pair of dual windows on aZ x bZ,
a,b > 0, then (Y ® - @Y,y ® -+ ®7) C W(R?) is a pair of dual windows on
aZd X bZd Now assume that (7) holds Then, there exists a function ¢ : R — R with
supp ¢ C [0, 2] such that

sup sup [0 ()] exp (—%mp)) <o

peN z€]0,2]
> T =1.

keZ

for all A > 0 and

Fix 0 < b < 1/3. Define
Y(z) = by(x) + 2by(z + 1), z eR.
In [7, Theorem 2.2] it is shown that (¢, ) is a pair of dual windows on Z x bZ. By

the remark at the beginning of the proof, we obtain that (¥ ® - - @,y ® - ®7) C
8[7/] (RY) N 8 (]Rd) is a pair of dual windows on Z? x bZ?. Next, assume that (ii)

holds. This condltlon implies that 811;22 (RY) C S[V]( 49N S[[;J] (RY). Hence, it suffices

to show that 811//22 (R?) is Gabor accessible. Moreover, by the remark at the beginning

of the proof, it is enough to consider the case d = 1. Set ¥(z) = e~™" 2 € R. Then,
(NS 51/2( R) and Janssen [19, Proposition B and its proof] showed that for all a,b > 0

1/2
with ab < 1 there exists v € 811;22 (R) such that (¢,7) is a pair of dual windows on
aZ x bZ (see also [4, p. 273]). O

Next, we discuss the Gabor accessibility of the spaces S[[;i] and 8[%]

Proposition 4.6. Let w and n be two weight functions. Then, S[[;J]] 1s Gabor accessible
if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) w orn is non-quasianalytic.

(i) w(t) = o(t?) and n(t) = o(t?) (w(t) = O(t?) and n(t) = O(t?)).
Proof. If w is non-quasianalytic or (i) is satisfied, the result is a direct consequence of
Proposition [4.5. Now assume that 7 is non-quasianalytic. Since the Fourier transform
is an isomorphism from 8[[;? onto S[[Z% and (¢,7) C S is a pair of dual windows on
aZ? x bZ4, a,b > 0 if and only if (@E, 7) is a pair of dual windows on bZ?¢ x aZ? (as
follows from Theorem (.3 and Plancherel’s theorem), the space S[[:;f is Gabor accessible

because S[[Z% is so. dJ

Proposition 4.7. Let M and A be two weight functions satisfying (M.2). Then, 8[%]
1s Gabor accessible if one of the following two conditions is satisfied:

(1) M or A is non-quasianalytic.
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(ii) p!*/? < M and p''/? < A (p!*? C M and p!*/? C A ).

Proof. If M is non-quasianalytic or (i7) is satisfied, the result can be shown in the same
way as Proposition Now assume that A is non—quasianalytic. Since the Fourier
transform is an isomorphism from S[[A} onto S M], the result can be shown by using
the same argument as in the proof of Proposition [4.6 O

Proposition 4.8. Let r,s > 0. Then, X% (S!) is Gabor accessible if max(r,s) > 1 or
min(r,s) > 1/2 (max(r,s) > 1 or min(r,s) > 1/2).
Proof. This follows from Proposition .71 O

Finally, we would like to point out the following open problem.

Problem 4.9. Let ;s > 0. Is every non-trivial space S Gabor accessible? This
would imply that every non-trivial space ¥ is Gabor accessible. If not, characterize
the Gabor accessibility of the spaces X! and S} in terms of r and s.

5. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system (on R?). We define
{w}
= lm lm S, 257 = lm lim 575

h—0t A—0t A—00 h—o0

Then, Z[[f;}] is a (PLB)-space. The first main result of this article may now be formu-
lated as follows.

Theorem 5.1. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [M]
and [N]. Consider the following statements:
(i) ¥ satisfies (DN) ((2)).
(17) [[1/] is ultrabornological.
(i14) [w is barrelled.
Then,
(a) If SL) # {0}, then (i) = (ii) = (ii).
(b) ]fSM is Gabor accessible, then also (iii) = (1).

The assumption that S[[;‘j]} is non-trivial and Gabor accessible in part (a) and part (b)
of Theorem [G.1], respectively, should be interpreted as implicit growth conditions on w
and ¥ under which these results are valid. We refer to Remark and Proposition
for explicit conditions on w and ¥ which ensure that S[[f;/]} is non-trivial and Gabor
accessible, respectively.

Next, we discuss our results about multiplier spaces. We need some preparation.
Given a weight function w and a weight system 7', we denote by 8[7/] the strong

dual of SM. We write Cjy| for the space consisting of all f € C(R%) such that
SUp,epe | f(2)]/va(x) < oo for some A > 0 (for all A > 0). Note that Z[[f;}} C Oy
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Lemma 5.2. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [wM]
and [N]. Suppose that 8[% # {0}. The mapping

(5.1) Ci) — S[',[f]], fe <g0 = f(z)go(x)dz)
R

is well-defined and injective. Consequently, we may view Cly as a vector subspace of

/[w]
8[,7/] )
Proof. Condition [N] implies that, for each f € Cjy,

(fo)= | flap@)de,  pesy,
R

is a well-defined continuous linear functional on 8[%. We now show that the mapping
(E.1) is injective. Let f € Cpy) be such that (f,) = 0 for all ¢ € S[[;i}}. Since the
space S[[f;]} is translation-invariant and non-trivial, there exists ¢ € S[[f;]] with ¢(0) = 1.
Choose x € D(R?) with x(0) = 1. Set ¢ = X and note that [, ¢ (z)dz = 1. We write
Un(z) = ntp(nz) for n € N. Lemma 21 implies that o, € 8[[;‘;}] for all n € N. Fix an
arbitrary x € R% Since fT,¢ € C(R?) N L>, we have that

f(@) = f(2)p(0) = (fTop)(@) = lim (fTu0) % Yu(z) = lim (f, To(ion)) = 0
U

Let w be a weight function and let 7" be a weight system satisfying the assumptions
of Lemma 5.2l The space S M is an algebra under pointwise multiplication and the
mapping S [f,"/]] xS [f,"/]] - Sy [w] (go ) — -1 is separately continuous. For f € Sf%] and
pE S[”f/ we define ¢- f € 81/} via transposition, i.e., (¢- f, 1) := (f,p-) for ¢p € S[[f;}}.
Then, the mapping 8[’7/} X S[“V} — Sf%, (¢, f) = @ - [ is separately continuous. We

define the multiplier space of S [;J/] as
Ou(S5) ={f €Sy |- f eS8y forall p e S5}

Fix f € (’)M(S [f;/]}) The closed graph theorem of De Wilde and the continuity of the
mapping S } — S[',[;] © +— ¢ - f imply that the mapping SM — SM O - fis

[w] )

continuous. We endow Oy (S with the topology induced by the embeddlng

On(S5) = LS SED. f= (0 0+ ).
We then have:

Theorem 5.3. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [M],
IN] and [S]. Suppose that S[f;]] #{0}. Then, OM(S[V) Z[w] as locally convex spaces.
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We end this section by discussing the structural and topological properties of the
multiplier spaces of S[[;J]] and 8[%[]. Given two weight functions w and 7, we write

2y = 2y
Theorem 5.4. Let w and n be two weight functions. Suppose that 8[[;? # {0}. Then,
OM(S[[:;}}) = Z[[:;]} as locally convex spaces. Moreover,

(7) OM(S((:;))) is ultrabornological.

(1) If S{{;’}} is Gabor accessible, then (’)M(S{{;’}}) is not ultrabornological.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [B.5] Theorem [5.1] and Theorem [(.3L U

We refer to Proposition for conditions on w and 7 which ensure that Sf:}} is
Gabor accessible.
Let M and A be two weight sequences. For h, A\ > 0 we define Zi‘fj\h as the Banach
space consisting of all ¢ € C*(R?) such that
) (@) e Gl

= S S < 0.
HWHzﬁIAh a;ll\ll)d x;lﬂgd h'o“MM

We define
M S M,h MY g M,h
Z((A)) = lm lim 250 ZfA}} = lim lim 2430
A

h—0t A—0t —00 h—00

Then, Z[%} is a (PLB)-space.

Lemma 5.5. Let M and A be two weight sequences. Suppose that M satisfies (M.2)

and (M.2)*. Then, Z[%} = Z[[;jﬁ} as locally convex spaces.

Proof. This follows from Lemma O

Theorem 5.6. Let M be a weight sequence satisfying (M.2) and (M.2)* and let A be
a weight sequence satisfying (M.2). Suppose that 8[%[] # {0}. Then, Oy (S[%}) = Z[%}
as locally convex spaces. Moreover,

(7) (’)M(S(%)) is ultrabornological.

(ii) If A satisfies (B3.4), then OM(S{X[}}) is ultrabornological. If SUY is Gabor ac-

{ {4}
cessible, the converse holds true as well.

Proof. In view of Lemma 1] and Lemma [5.5] this follows from Lemma [3.6] Theorem
6.1 and Theorem 5.3l O

We refer to Proposition L7 for conditions on M and A which ensure that 8{{%} is
Gabor accessible.

Theorem 5.7. Let r,s > 0 be such that r+s > 1 (r+s>1). Then, Oy (X)) = Z((;’!!:))
(Op(Sh) = Zg !!:}} ) as locally convex spaces. Moreover,

(1) Op(27) is ultrabornologicall.
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(17) If max(r,s) > 1 or min(r,s) > 1/2, then Oy (SE) is not ultrabornological.
Proof. This follows from Proposition .7 and Theorem O

6. WEIGHTED (PLB)-SPACES OF CONTINUOUS FUNCTIONS

Let X be a topological space. A double sequence A = {an, | N,n € N} consisting
of continuous functions ay, : X — (0,00) is called a weight grid on X if ay ,1(z) <
ann(z) < antia(x) for all x € X and N,n € N. Following [1], we introduce the
following two conditions:

Definition 6.1. A weight grid A on X is said to satisfy condition (Q) if

VN IM>NInVK>MVYm>nVe>0dk>mdC >0Vz e X
1 € C
< + .
amm(T) ~ ann(v)  ag k()

If “Ye > 07 is replaced by “Jde > 0”7, then A is said to satisfy condition (wQ@).

For a continuous function v : X — (0,00) we denote by C,(X) the Banach space
consisting of all f € C(X) such that ||f||, = sup,ex |f(x)|v(z) < co. Given a weight
grid A on X, we define the (PLB)-space

AC(X) := lim lim C,, , (X).

NeNneN
We now give two results from [I] that will play an essential role in the proof of Theorem

GBI

Theorem 6.2. [I, Theorem 3.5] Let A be a weight grid on X. If A satisfies (Q), then
AC(X) is ultrabornological.

Theorem 6.3. [I, Theorem 3.8(2)] Let A be a weight grid on X. If AC(X) is barrelled,
then A satisfies (wQ).

Let X and Y be two topological spaces. Let ¥ be a weight system on X and let #
be a weight system on Y. We define the following weight grids on X x Y

'A(V,W) = {Ul/N | N’n GN}, A{”f/,W} = {% | N’nEN}
N

Wi /n

The following result is inspired by [29, Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3].

Lemma 6.4. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system on a topological
space X . Then,
(a) The following statements are equivalent:
(1) A7) on RY x X satisfies (Q).
(i1) A7) on RY x X satisfies (w@Q).
(1ii) ¥ satisfies (DN).
(b) The following statements are equivalent:
(1) Agy .y on X x R? satisfies (Q).
(i1) Agr v,y on X x R? satisfies (wQ).
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(1i1) ¥V satisfies (ﬁ)

Proof. We only show (a) as (b) can be shown similarly. The implication (i) = (i) is
trivial. Next, we show (i7) = (i77). Condition (w(@) implies that there exists H > 0
such that

NV <A <pIC>0V¥z e X V>0 1 v(z) <C (m(m)eH“(t) + ZJ&?) .

Since w(0) = 0, w is continuous and w(t) — oo as t — oo, we obtain that

IV <A< pu3IC>0Vee X Vr>0 : Uu(x)gc(w(x)rluvy(x))'

r

By calculating the minimum for » > 0 (with z € X fixed) of the right-hand side of the
above inequality, we find that

€ (0,1) NV <A< p3C>0VreX @ v,(z) < Cvl(x)v.(2).

An induction argument now shows that ¥ satisfies (DN). Finally, we show (7iz) = ().
Let N € N be arbitrary and set M = N + 1. Since ¥ satisfies (DN), there is n € N
such that

(6.1) VYm>nVv0e (0,1)Ik>m3IC>0Vre X : vyp(r) < C’vf/n(x)vi/—k(’(x).

Let K > M, m > n and € > 0 be arbitrary. Set § = (K — N —1)/(K — N) € (0,1)
and note that M = N + (1 — ) K. Choose k and C as in (61]). Then,

vym(®) _ <5U1/n($))6 <<oe—e>1/<1—e>v1/k<x>)1—9

eMw(t) eNw(?) eKw(t)

< max {evl/N(x), (Ce=0)1/1=6) vii(@) }

eNw(?) eKw(t)

evi(z)  (Ce )Y A=Dy, ) (2)
eNw(t) eKw(t) ’

for all t > 0 and x € X, whence Ay, ») satisfies (Q). O

7. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

The proof of part (a) of Theorem [5.] is based on the mapping properties of the
STFT on Z[[f;}]. We start with the following three general results:

Lemma 7.1. Let w be a weight function. Let v; : R — (0,00), i = 1,2,3,4, be
continuous functions such that

va(z + 1) < Covi(w)va(t), r,t € RY,
for some Cy > 0 and vy/vs € L*. Let h; >0, 1 =1,2,3, be such that

1

1
max{hi, h3}¢ (max{ha, hs}(y + 1)) + (log Vd)y < h2¢ (hoy) + log C1, y >0,
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for some Cy > 0. Let ¢ € 3“’h3. Then, the mapping

:SYM o C (Rﬁdg)

7.)2®6

18 continuous.

Proof.
that

Hence,

Let ¢ € S&M be arbitrary. For all y > 0 and (z,£) € R* with [¢] > 1 it holds

£ V(s €)|va()
< max VA€V, €)us(2)

lo|=[y]
max el vz 8) @-B)( _ o
= \a|=m(\/g/2 ) ;( ) ( )/deoﬁ | (t — z)|dt
max ( ) e ( v (t —x)|vg(t —
<Co max (Vd/2n) %()/Wﬁ o (¢ — ont — )dt

< Collgllgom [l germs [1va/vsl 1 %

max vﬁmﬁkIE:( )ema(; “(h)B]) + ¢(hﬂa—ﬁm)

la|=Ty] <

< VACo[[ll g 18] gova | va/vsll 1 %

exp (mqﬁ*(max{hl, hs}(y+ 1))+ (log \/a)y)

.
< VGl 9] ol exp (-7 ha) )

. T,
Vio(,)la(e) < VACKCill| g 19 g 104/l 1 inf excp (h—2¢ (hay) — (log |§|>y)

_1
= VACoCr| @l gom 11| g [0 /03| 1 mw(©)

For all (z,&) € R* with |£] < 1 we have that

Vel Olun(e)e® < B nta) [ folllwte - olat

L@
< Coe™ Vo]l gom 191l s 08/ 03]l 11
1 v3

This shows that Vy : S¥M — C (R2d) is continuous. O

v2®e

Lemma 7.2. Let w be a weight functwn. Choose Cy, L > 0 such that

(7.1)

Let v; :

(7.2)

w(2rt) < Lw(t) + log Cy, t>0.
R? — (0,00), i = 2,3,4, be continuous functions such that

va(x +1) < Crog(x)ug(t),  x,t €RY,
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for some Cy > 0. Let h; > 0,1 =1,2,3, be such that

1 1
) _ 0" hi, h log2)y < —o*(h 1 >
(7 3) max{hl, h3}¢ (max{ 1 3}y) + ( 0g )y = h2¢ ( 2y) + log 027 Yy = O,

for some Cy > 0. Then, there is C' > 0 such that
Ly
| MLl g < Clll gemsval@)e™®, (2,6) e R,
for all ¢ € Shs.
Proof. Let ¢ € 82" and (x,&) € R* be arbitrary. For all @ € N* and t € R? it holds
that

LT Ol < 3 () @) 1o - D)

B<a

< o) T () rle) 1o e - 0

B

< Cillgllgpamn(e) D (;) exp (<1og 2mle]) 6] - hilas*(hlw) x

B<la
exp (hi3¢*<h3\a B+ hi1¢*<h1|ﬁ\>)

Low@r
S CleH‘S‘:’éh?’U‘l(x)ehl (2 E)X
1
o9 (e (mxtl ablal) + (o2l )

L 1,
< COClCQHw||SZu?;h3U4($)eh1 & exp (h_(b (h2|oz\)> .
2
This shows the result. 0

Lemma 7.3. Let w be a weight function. Choose Cy, L > 0 such that (1) holds. Let
v; : RT — (0,00), i = 1,2,3,4, be continuous functions such that ([T2) holds for some
Cy > 0 and vy/vy € L'. Let hy > 0, 1 = 1,2,3, be such that ([T3) holds for some
Cy>0. Let v € Sj;ghS. Then, the mapping

Vil w L(RZ) — Sl

18 continuous.

Proof. This follows from Lemma O

Given a weight function w and a weight system 7, we define

Cz(@ (Re) = Jim  ling C;@)e%w(Ricfﬁ)’
h—0t A—=0t "2

Cz{w}( %) = lim lig C FI 1o (RE%).

3 A—00 h—00 ”A

We then have:
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Proposition 7.4. Let w be a wezght function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying
[M] and [N]. Let ¢ € S[f;]] and v € 8[7/] Then, the mappings

. 2d x . 2d [w]
Vw : Z Rm), Vﬁ{ : Oz[[,“;]] (Rm) — Z[“V]

i (
are continuous. Moreover, zf( Y)2 # 0, then
1

(7.4) VyoVy=idyy .

(77 w)Lz
Proof. Tt suffices to show that

Vh 3k VYA 3p (Y INVE 3h) - S;"/f — C’ W(Ri‘é) is continuous,

1
eh
and

Vh 3k VYA 3p (Y 3AVE 3h) @ V5 C’L® Lo (Ridg) — Sf/’ffﬂ is continuous.

UX
By Lemma 2.1 and the fact that 7 satisfies [M] and [N}, this follows from Lemma [7.1]
and Lemma [[.3] respectively. We now show (7.4)). Let ¢ € Z[[z/] be arbitrary. Since

¥ satisfies [N] and w satisfies (), the continuous functions ¢T,¢ and Vyo(x, - ), with
x € R? fixed, both belong to L. As Vyp(z,€) = F(pTi))(€), we obtain that

//de Voole, €)My (t)dede = R (/Rd Vpp(, Qezmg.tdf) Ty (t)dx
= (1) /R TR Ty (t)ds = (v,9) 2(?)

for all t € R, )
Lemma 7.5. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [wM].
if 8[[;;}] # {0}, then also 8[% N 3[;;} £ {0},

Proof. Since the space S[”f/] is translation-invariant and non-trivial, there exists ¢ € S M
with ¢(0) # 0. Then, ) = WeS“‘”mS“‘” and 1(0) = ¢2(0) # 0. D

Proof of part (a) of Theorem[51. The implication (i7) = (ii7) holds for any locally
convex space. We now show (i) = (7). By Lemmal[7.0] there exists ¢ € SM F‘lS[[;]}\{O}.

Proposition [74] (with v = 1) implies that Z[“V] is isomorphic to a complemented sub-
space of C'.) (R2%). Note that
2R
C ((w)( ) =Ap,nCRE), C fw}( ) = Ay, C(R2).

Hence, C .| (R2%) is ultrabornological by Theorem and Lemma The result
T2

now follows from the fact that a complemented subspace of an ultrabornological space
is again ultrabornological. U
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The proof of part (b) of Theorem [E.] is based on the mapping properties of the

analysis and synthesis operator on Z[[;‘j}]. Given a weight function w, a weight system
¥ and a,b > 0, we define

CZE;))(CLZ;[ X VZ{) == lim limg C%®6%W(aZ§ x bZE),
h—0t A—01 A
C e (aZg x VZE) == lim lim C

219y

d d
o (aZE X VD).
A—oo h—oco YA

Proposition 7.6. Let w be a weight function, let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [M]
and [N] and let a,b > 0. Let ¢ € 8[% and vy € S[[;]} Then, the mappings
(aZg x bZG), D C (aZ x bZG) — 2}

a,b . [w]
Ci/’ : Z[”f/] — CZ[[ [;;/]]

w]
<

are continuous. Moreover, if (v,7) is a dual pair of windows on aZ® x bZ?, then

T 1jaih  ~i/an .
7.5 C/ P o pYal/b — iq .
( ) (ab)d P oLy 1 CZ[[;]](%Z%X%Z?)

Proof. Tt suffices to show that
Vh 3k VA Iy (Y INVE 3h) @ CL0 L SYE — C%®e%w(azg x bZ{) is continuous,

1/vx
and

Vh 3k VA 3p (Y 3X Wk 3R) © DY Ci®e%w(azg x bZ{) — Sf/’ffu is continuous.

UX

By Lemma 2] and the fact that ¥ satisfies [M] and [N], the first statement follows
from Lemma [.1] while the second statement follows from Lemma together with
B3) (cf. Lemmal[73). Since, by ([B.2), the set of finite sequences on aZ¢ x bZ{ is dense

in O (aZg x bZE), the identity (Z3) follows from Lemma O
)

Proof of part (b) of Theorem[5.1. As S[[;J/]] is Gabor accessible, Proposition implies
that there are a,b > 0 such that C (%Zﬁ X %Zg) is isomorphic to a complemented
[#]

subspace of Z[[f;}]. Since a complemented subspace of a barrelled space is again barrelled,
we may conclude that CZM (%Zg X %Zg) is barrelled. Note that
[#]

1 d 1 d 1 d 1 d
CZ(?J) (azx X ng) = A('Vw\%ld,“ﬂ%zd)c (625 X EZQ: ,

1 d 1 d 1 d 1 d
CZ{{;}} (azx X EZg) = A{W%Zd’%}‘%zd}c (azx X ng .

Hence, Ay, 124 4174 (A{"V%Zd,fm%zd}) satisfies (w@) by Theorem [6.3] Properties (2.1])
and (3.1 imply that then also Ay, ») (Agr y.3) satisfies (w@). The result now follows
from Lemma [6.4] U

Finally, we show Theorem We need various results in preparation.
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Lemma 7.7. Let w be a weight function. Let v; : RY — (0,00), i = 1,2, 3, be continu-
ous functions such that

’UQ(SL’) < C()Ul(flf)’(]g(l’), T € Rd,

for some Cy > 0. Let h; >0, 1=1,2,3, be such that

1
max{hl, hg}

for some Cy > 0. Then, the mapping
w,h w,h w,h
SU11><SU33—)SU2 2a (%@D)'_pr

1
¢" (max{h, haty) + (log 2)y < =¢"(hoy) +1og C1, ¢y 20,
2

18 continuous.

Proof. Let ¢ € 8™ and ¢ € Sfjgh?’ be arbitrary. For all o € N? and x € R? it holds
that

()@ (e)
<03 (5l @@l P @t

o

1 1
< Cullllg ¥l 3 () o0 (0"l + 1o (hala — 61))

B b

< Collll o 1] g P ( ¢* (max{hy, hy}|al) + (log 2>|a|)

1
max{h, hy}
< ol gl o0 (-6 Clal) )
This shows that the mapping S x S;‘;’h?’ — Swh2 (@, 1) — ¢ -4 is continuous. O
Next, we extend the STFT and its adjoint to 8[7/] Given a weight function w and

a weight system 7 satisfying [M] and [N], we define
CS(’(;’)(Ric,lﬁ) = hg OL®ef%w(R:2cfl§)a

h—0t+ “h

CSQ{;;}( )= lm O, (REY).

h—o0 vh

The STFT of an element f € SE%} with respect to ¢ € S[[;i}] is defined as

Vpf(a,8) = (f, M), (2,€) € R,
We define the adjoint STFT of F' € C 5/ (R :vs) with respect to v € S[

ViFg) = (PV5) = [ [ FaoViete—odnte, e sf



22 A. DEBROUWERE AND L. NEYT

Proposition 7.8. Let w be a weight function and let ¥ be a weight system satisfying
[M] and [N]. Let ¢ € SM and v € 8[7/] Then, the mappings

~

. /vl 2d * 2d /[w]
Vw : S['V] — CS['[;}’]] (Rx,§)> V> CS['[;}’]] (Rxé) — SW}
are continuous. Moreover, if (y,9)r2 # 0, then

1
(’}/ Q/J)sz OV¢ ld /[;;] .

Proof. By Lemma [21] and the fact that ¥ satisfies [M], Lemma [(.2] implies that Vj, :

ngf - C ,{w}( zg) is continuous and that Vj, : SEE;J - C ,(w)( zg) maps bounded

sets into bounded sets. Since SE,(;)) is bornological, we obtaln that also Vy, : SEE;J)) —
C /(w)(]Rx %) is continuous. Next, we treat V7. We define

(7.6)

Coto (R 1= lim C, 4 (RYY),  Cpe) (R i= I C, o (RYY).

h—0t e h—o00

We claim that the mapping
Sk = Csl (R2), o = Vap(z, =€),
is continuous. It suffices to show that

vh 3k (Vk 3h) : SF — C ot o(R2%), @+ Vap(z, =€) is continuous.

en®

By Lemma 2.1l and the fact that ¥ satlsﬁes [M] and [N], this follows from Lemma [7.1]
Hence, the continuity of V' : Cg (Ridg) — S[/a[,f]} is a consequence of the continuity of
S
the mapping
Co(R2%) = (Cyl (R2%));, F = | f F(z,8) f(x,&)dzdf | .
S , Sih e o

7]

Finally, we show (7.6)). The Hahn-Banach theorem and the fact that 8[% is reflexive
(as it is nuclear [9, Theorem 5.1]), imply that L? is dense in Sf%. Hence, (7.6]) follows

from (@.1I). O

We also need the following result about the projective description of C' £ (Rfffs).

Lemma 7.9.
(i) Let ¥ be a weight system satisfying [wM] and [N]. Set
V (V) :={v:R*— (0,00) continuous | sup v(x)vy(z) < oo for all X > 0}.
zeR
Then,
Cow (Rfffg) = @ ILH Cv®e%w(RiC,l§)-

Z
s
e h—)0+ UEV(V)
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(17) Let w be a weight function. Set
Vi :={0:]0,00) = [0, 00) weight function | o = o(w)}.

Then,
oo (FE) = m fim Cly o (RS
g€V,
Proof. In view of [3, Theorem 1.3], (¢) follows from (3.:2) and [3, Proposition, p. 112,
and its proof]| and (i7) follows from [0, Lemma 1.7 and Remark 1.8]. O

Proof of Theorem[5.3. We first show that Z[[y]] is continuously included in OM(S[%).
To this end, it suffices to show that
Vh 3k VA 3 (Y IAVE 3h) @ SPF X Sf/f — thh, (p,1) — @ -1 is continuous.

By Lemma 2T and the fact that ¥ satisfies [S], this follows from Lemma [7.7l Next, we
show that (’)M(S[%) is continuously included in Z M . By Lemma [T.5] there exists y €

S[[f;}] N S[[;;]]\{O} Set 1) = x% € S[[,/ N SM\{O} Prop081t10n [T.4] and the reconstruction
formula ((Z.6) (with ¢ = ) imply that 1t suffices to show that the mapping

Vo : Ou(S}y)) — €, w (R )
is continuous. We start by showing that
Vif(w.6) = [ (T0) DO, (2.6) €RY,
for all f € Oy (S5}). As ¥ = x?, we have that
Vo (2.€) = (1 VTS0 = {1, (VETon) - (1) = (L0 - £, (VETo)
= [ (@0 noTame <= [ (@) poe

for all (z,¢) € R??. In the rest of the proof we treat the Beurling and Roumieu case
separately. We first consider the Beurling case. By Lemma [.9(i), it suffices to show

that for all h > 0 and v € V(V) there is a bounded subset B C S((f;)), @ > 0 and
k,C > 0 such that

(7.7) Vsl s < < Csup lo- flssrs € OulSH).
Set
B = {T,pv(x) | z € R},

We claim that B is a bounded subset of S((;i)) Let h, A > 0 be arbitrary. Condition

(M) yields that there are k,v < XA and C' > 0 such that v,(y) < Cv.(y — z)v,(z) for
all 2,y € R%. Hence,

1
sup || Ty9pv(2) | g = sup sup sup [ (y — x)Jvr(y) exp (—ﬁ*(hla\)) v(x)
r€ER r€ER? aeN? yeR4
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< C 6l s1p v(z)os (o) < .
" zeRd

Next, choose 1 > 0 such that 1/v, € L' (as vy > 1 for all A > 0 this is possible by
(N)). By Lemma 2.1)(7), there are k, C' > 0 such that

L6 (k(y + 1) + (log Vil)y < 16" (hy) +10gC, 5 >0

For all y > 0 and (x,€) € R* with |£| > 1 it holds that
Vi f (2, ) v ()

|al —omiet
< mas V") /(( L) - (e fdt'

max (Vd/(2n))lely / ((To) - ) ()]de

\al

< 1/l sup o Pl mase (V) 2l exp (10" (o) )

1
< Vd||1/v,ll sup lo - fll g exp (Eaﬁ*(k(y +1)) + (log VE)@/)
1S "

.
< VAC|Lvullr s1p - Fll e exp (—cb <hy>) |
pEB Uh h
Hence,
) 1,
Vo (0, )loe) < VATl sup e - i exp (ko) — o le )
pEB vr Y20 h
= VAC|1/v,l| 2 sup [l - ] gore 5O
peB K
For all (z,&) € R with |£] < 1 it holds that
Vs o Olo(a)eh© < eb0ute) [ 1(T0) Hiola
< O oo o Fllgus.
pEB ®

This shows (7). Next, we consider the Roumieu case. By Lemma ( ' ) it suffices to
show that for all A > 0 and o € V,, there is a bounded subset B C sl {1/}, a continuous

seminorm p on Séﬂ% and C' > 0 such that

(7.8) IVofl o < Csupple-f), € OmSE)).

peB

B:{EEZ) \xeRd}.

Set
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We claim that B is a bounded subset of 8{{;"/}} Let h,u > 0 be such that ¢ € S;’h.

Condition {M} yields that there are v > A, and C' > 0 such that v,(y) < Cv,(y —
x)vy(x) for all 2,y € R?. Hence,

1oy

sup
vA(7)

z€R4

(o4 Uy(y) 1 *
= sup sup sup [0 (y — z)| exp (——gb (h|a|))
S&h zeRT aeN? yeRd ux(x) h

<C ||w||55l;h < 00.

This shows that B is a bounded subset of S¥*" and thus also of S{{% Next, by Lemma
2.1)(7), there are k,C' > 0 such that

163 (k(y + 1)) + (log Vd)y < 63(0) + 100,y >0

where ¢* denotes the Young conjugate of the function ¢,(z) = o(e*). Define

[e% 1 * w
ple) = sup ol exp (~oshia) ¢ e S,
aeNd
Then, p is a continuous seminorm on 8{{;"/}} One can now show (7.8)) in the same way
as ([7.7) was shown in the Beurling case. O
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