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A LINEAR OPERATOR BOUNDED IN ALL BESOV BUT NOT IN
TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES

LIDING YAO

ABSTRACT. We construct a linear operator T : ./ (R") — .%/(R") such that T : %;,(R") — %5, (R")
for all 0 < p,q < 0o and s € R, but T(F;,(R")) ¢ Fp,(R™) unless p = q. As a result Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces cannot be interpolated from Besov spaces unless p = ¢. In the appendix we purpose a question
for the interpolation framework via structured Banach spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

It is well known that Besov spaces are real interpolation spaces to Triebel-Lizorkin spaces, since we

have (F5g,(R"), Foa, (R))gg = Bpy T R) and (FZo0(R"), P2 (RM))oq = Bieg T (R?)
forall0 < 0 <1, 59 # s1, p € (0,00) and qo, q1,q € (0,00]. See e.g. [Tril0, Theorem 2.4.2]. As a result
if we have a linear operator that is bounded in all Triebel-Lizorkin spaces, then it is automatically
bounded in all Besov spaces as well.

In this paper we show that the converse is false.

Theorem 1. Let ((ﬁj)jo-‘;o be a Littlewood-Paley family that defines the norms for Besov and Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces (see (2) (3) (4) below). Let (y;)32, C R™ be a sequence such that infjzy [y; — yk| > 0.
Set 1, f(v) := f(x —y;) and we define
(1) Tf =) m,(05% 1) =D (& * ) —wy).
Jj=1 Jj=1
(i) As a side result T : ' (R™) — '(R"™) is bounded linear if and only if there is a No > 0 such
that |y;| < 2NoJ for every j > 1.
(i) T' defines a bounded linear operator on Besov spaces T : %, (R") — %, (R") for all s € R
and 0 < p,q < o0.
(i4i) However on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces T(Fp,(R")) ¢ F,5 (R™) whenever p # q.

As an immediate corollary we see that Triebel-Lizorkin spaces cannot be interpolated from Besov
space (unless p = ¢) in the classical setting.

Corollary 2. Elements in {F,,(R") : s € R, 0 < p,q < oo, p # q} can never be any classical
interpolation space from any pair of elements in {%,,(R"):s € R, 0 < p,q < oo}

This seems to be a well-known result, as there are discussions on real-interpolation of Besov spaces,
e.g. [[Kre94, DP88]. But to the best of author’s knowledge, Corollary 2 is not found in literature.

For completeness we give more concrete statements in Corollaries C and F by recalling the definitions
of (both categorical and set-theoretical) interpolation spaces in Appendix A.

Remark 3. Here Corollary 2 is stated “without extra structures imposed on Besov spaces”. It is im-
portant to point out that the Triebel-Lizorkin spaces can may still be obtained via interpolations on
spaces with extra structures (see (28)). This idea was brought up by Kunstmann [Kun15] using struc-
tured Banach spaces and later generalized by Lindermulder-Lorist [L.1.24] who unified Kunstmann’s
approach and the classical real and complex interpolations. We will discuss it briefly in Appendix B.
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However, a general interpolation framework is still not known to extract Triebel-Lizorkin spaces from
“structured Besov spaces”, see Question I.

Remark 4 (Application to fractional Sobolev spaces). In literature there are two standard fractional
Sobolev spaces, the Sobolev-Bessel spaces H%P = 9’;’2 and the Sobolev—Slobodeckij spaces WP = #7
for 1 <p <ooand s € Ry \Z. See [Tril0, Page 34] for a short description.

These two spaces are different when p # 2. As a result T is bounded in Sobolev—Slobodeckij spaces
but not in Sobolev-Bessel space (unless p = 2).

Remark 5 (T is not Hormander-Mikhlin multiplier). We say that m(§) : R® — C is a Hérmander-
Mikhlin multiplier if sup;cy [|m(2778)]| . (L<lgl<z) < © for some s > 5. The multiplier theorem shows

that for such m the operator [f — (mf)¥]: LP(R") — LP(R") is bounded for all 1 < p < oc.
The operator T' is indeed a convolution operator, in other words a Fourier multiplier operator. But
T is not bounded in LP = ., for p € (1,00)\{2}, as a result it is not a Hormander-Mikhlin multiplier.

In fact for its multiplier m() (see (5)) sup;ez Hm(2‘jf)HHs(%<|§|<2) = oo for all s > 0. This follows

from the fact that He‘zmyifHHs( ) I2%, 56 as we have y; — 0o (see also (7)).

1<¢l<2

Remark 6 (On homogeneous function spaces). Note that the image of T'f has Fourier support away
from the origin. Therefore the same result is true if we replace %,, and .7, by the homogeneous

spaces @;q and ﬁ;q respectively. We leave the details to the reader.

Remark 7. No matter how rapidly |y;| grows, T' is always defined on Besov functions. The assumption
ly;| < 2NoJ is only used to ensure that 7T is defined on space of tempered distributions. As a corollary
we get an alternative proof that .#/(R")\U, . , %,,(R") # @, i.e. not every tempered distributions
are Besov functions.

p7q7s

Here by a Littlewood-Paley family we mean a sequence of Schwartz functions ¢ = (¢g, ¢1,...) €
Z(R™) such that their Fourier transform ¢;(£) = [ ¢;(x)e™ 2™ dx satisfy

e supp bo C B(0,2) anAd $o =1 in a neighborhood of B(0,1).
o 9i(€) = ¢o(277€) — ¢o(2'77¢€) for j > 1.

As a result supp ¢; C {2771 < |¢| < 271} for all j > 1.
For 0 < p,q < oo and s € R the Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin norms associated to ¢ are defined by

oo q %
@ Wl =105« Dol = (L 2%( [ 1o f@)Paz)*)
=0

| < 2N
3) S llzs,0) = 12705 = F)FZollLe®nseavs,)) = </Rn <Z 2765 * f($)|q> dw) ;P <00
=0

Jn j
sup 27¢q H(2]S<Z5j * f)]o'.;max(J,O) ”LQ(B(m,2*J);£¢I)7 p = o0.

4 Ts N
@) fllzs, @) S

For & € {#,7} we define o7 (R") = {f € /' (R") : 1 llezs,(6) < o0} by a fixed choice of ¢.
Different choice ¢ results in equivalent norm (see e.g. [1ri10, Proposition 2.3.2] and [1r120, Propositions
1.3 and 1.8]).

In the following 1y : R™ — {0,1} denotes the characterization of U C R™. We use 1 = 1gn. We
use the notation A < B to denote that A < CB, where C' is a constant independent of A, B. We use
A~ B for “A< Band B S A”. And we use A <, B to emphasize that the constant depends on the
quantity p.
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2. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

The boundedness of T in .%’ uses the characterization of multipliers on Schwartz space, originally
given in [Sch66]. See also [Larl3].

Proof of Theorem 1 (i). Applying Fourier transform we have, for every Schwartz function f,

(5) (TIY(€) = 3 4, OF(€) = 3 e e, (2T F€) = m()F(©)
Jj=1 j=1

Since Fourier transform is isomorphism on space of tempered distributions, 7" : ./(R") — .%/(R"™)
is bounded if and only if the multiplier operator [g — mg] : /' (R™) — ./(R") is bounded. By taking
adjoint this holds if and only if [g — mg] : ' (R") — & (R™) is bounded.

By characterization of Schwartz multipliers (see for example [Hor66, Proposition 4.11.5, page 417]),
[g = mg] : S (R") —» Z(R™) is bounded if and only if
(6) m € C2(R™) and Yk > 0, IM}, > 1, V€ € R",  |[VFm(E)| < My(1 + |¢])Mx

If there is Ny such that |y;| < 207 for all j, then for every j > 1 and 277! < |¢] < 271,

TGy (2196 S (VR | [T G 21| S ot S 20T S 20
=0
That is to say there is a Cj > 1 such that |[VFm(¢)| < Cip(1 + |£])NoF for all €. Taking M;, =
max(Cy, Nok), (6) is satisfied and hence m is a Schwartz multiplier.
Conversely, using supp Vo C {1 < [¢] < 2} U{2 < |¢] < 4} and ¢1(2) = 1, for every [&]| = 1 we
have
(7)  (Vm)(2€0) = Ve(e ™58 )|empig, = e 2TH00%0 - (“2miy;) = |(Vm)(2&)] = 2aly; .

Therefore if m is a Schwartz multiplier, taking k = 1 in (6) we get 27|y;| < (1 + 27)M < 2/(Mi+1)
for all j > 1. Taking No = M + 1 we get |y;| < 2707 for all j > 1. O
The boundedness in Besov spaces follows from direct computations.
Proof of Theorem 1 (ii). The support assumption of b gives (5]- = ((Zgj_l + (5]' + (Zgj+1)(lgj for all 7 > 0
(here we use ¢_1 = 0).

The standard estimate yields ||¢; * ¢p * fllor Sp [|ok * flle for |k| < 1, see e.g. [17i10, (2.3.2/4)],
which can be done via either Hormander-Mikhlin multipliers or Peetre’s maximal functlons

Therefore ¢; x T f = ¢; * iji 1 Ty (Dr % f) = Zf:; 1 Ty (@ % &1 * f), which means

Jj+1 o Jj+1
17 f 1|5, () :H <2]S kzzj:_fyk(% * P * f))] =0llea(Lr) Spa kEJII (2757, (5 % o % f) )] OHE‘I(U’
j+1 ' j+1 '
(8) = > @165 b+ flle) ol S Y 1275k * Fller) ;oo

k=j—1 k=j—1

j+l
Ss Z H(st‘ﬁk * f)j:OHZQ(LP) ~ || fllzg, 0
k=j—1
This proves T : %, (R") — %,,(R") for all 0 <p,q < oo and s € R. O

Next for each p # ¢ we construct examples f = fy4s € F5, (R") such that T'f ¢ 7, (R").
Let pg := %inf#k ly; — yk| > 0. Fix a yo € R™ such that |yo| = 1. We set

(9) X € C°(B(0,2u0)) such that 1p(0 ) < X < 1B(0,2u0)}
(10) ej(z) == exp(2mi2yg - ), &;(z) := e;(—x) = exp(—2mi2lyy - x) for j > 0.
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Notice that e;(z —y) = ej(x)e;(—y) = e;(x)é;(y). Therefore, for j > 0, g,h € /(R™) and = € R",

(11) [g * (hej)(z)| =

/g(y)h(:v —y)ej(xr —y)dy| = |ej() /g(y)éj (y)h(z — y)dy| = |(9€;) * h(z)|.

Our counterexample function f = fp,4s would have the form

Za2j (xej)(x + u;)

e when p < ¢, we require (a;); € Eq\@” and u; = 0;
e when p > ¢, we require (a;); € P\¢? and u; = y;.

Either case we want 2js¢j * fraj Ty, (xej) = aj - €j1B(—u; uo)- More precisely
Proposition 8. For every M > 1 there is C' = C(M, po, ¢, x) > 0 such that,
(12) [pj*(xex)(x)] < C2~Mmax(ik) (1497 max(0, |z|—2u0)) ™™,  for every 0 <j#k and xeR™
In particular there is a C' = C'(M, po, ¢, x) > 0 such that
(13) loj * (xer)(x)] < C'2~ MU=k 4 |z))™™,  for all j k>0 and z € R".

Proof. By assumption there is a ey > 0 such that supp ¢o C {|¢] < 217} and qA50| B(0,2¢0) = 1. Therefore
supp ¢; C {21710 < |¢] < 27+1=<0} for all j > 1. Take py = po(gg) > 1 such that 1 — 270 > 22=/0,
In particular 2 — 1 > 227 as well. Note that supp(éx)" = {—2Fyo} C {|¢| = 2F} for all & > 0.
Therefore,

(14)  supp(p;é)" C {2maxUk)—rotl ¢ < gmax(Gh)+po=1y © for all 5k >0 such that k # J.

Let us define (1;)1cz C & (R™) by ¢;(€) := ¢1(2'7¢). Therefore supp iy C {271 < [¢] < 21} for
alll € Z and )., (&) = 1 for £ # 0. We conclude that,

max(j,k)+po
pjer = Z Yy * (¢pjér), for all j,k > 0 such that j # k.

I=max(j.k)—po

Let us assume M to be even without loss of generality. Since v; has Fourier support away from 0,
M M M
we have ¢ x x = (A7 2 1) x (A2 x) with A2 x still supported in supp x C B(0, 2), which means

max(j,k)+po
65+ (e @) B @) x@ < Y é5er) * v x (@)
l=max(j,k)—po
max(3,k)+po M M max(3,k)+po M M

= ) )+ AT T R ATx(@) < D gl AT g+ |AT y|(2)

I=max(j,k)—po l=max(j,k)—po

max(j,k)+po " max(j,k)+po o
Slxller Yo 1851 % AT 2 ¢l % Lp(o,20) () Sy Z / \¢j\ * | AT 2 (2 — y)dy
l=max(j,k)—po l=max(j,k)—

max(j,k)+po

M
< > f 65011 A F i (s) dtds
1 sl 2max (0.2l ~210)

I=max(jk)—p
max(j,k)—l—po

_M _M
< ¥ (umm / A Y ullds + o~ ¥l [ wj(t)rdt)
- Js|>max(0, 3 ] —p0) 2100, L] — )

l=max(j,k)—po
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max(j,k)+po

—Ml 5 s
S Y ([ A Fuaas [ o]+ e

I=max(j,k)—po |>2! max(0, 3 |2|—p0) 0, 31— o)
max(j,k)+p0 )
SMo Z (271 + 2" max(0, x| — p0)) ™M + 27 M1 + 277 max(0, §|x| — po)) ™M)
I=max(j,k)— po
a2 MOR (1 4 27770 max(0, §[| — po)) M S 27 M UR (1 4 20 max (0, |z] — 2u0)) M.

Therefore (12) holds for all j # k.
For (13), when j # k, (13) follows from (12) with 2m8*0:%)(14-279 max (0, |2|—240)) 2.0 297 (1+]2)).
When j = k, (13) is obtained from the following decay estimates: when |x| > 4uo,

165 % (xe;) ()] < / 165(z — y)ldy < / 16;()ldy

B(0,2110) ly|>|z|/2

< /  (60()] + 2161 (26) )y Saze (14 [2) 7M. 0
ly|>27—1|z|

For p > g we want the estimate || fpqs|lzs <

= < [[(aj)jler, which is obtained from the following:

Lemma 9. Let ¢ : R® — R be a positive bounded function such that sup,(1 + |z|)"|e(z)| < oo.
Let (y;); be from the assumption that inf;sp |y; — yx| > 2p0. Then for every 1 < r < oo there is a

C= C’(r ) > 0 such that for every b = (b )21

(15) < bl

L7 (R™)

ZbTy(p

7j=1

(16) sup R"/T
R>0;z€R™

< Cl[bl|geo-
L7 (B(x,R))

The result holds for » < 1 if ¢ has a faster decay. In application we will use r = p/q where ¢ < p.
Proof. Note that for every g € L*°(R"), R > 0 and = € R™ we have

n 1
(17) B9l Lr B,y < 1B, D]7[lgllze~-

Therefore (16) is implied by taking r = oo in (15).
Let @(x) = suppy|<,, lp(@ + y)|. Clearly sup, (1 + [z[)"'@(z) < oo, thus @ is still integrable.
Therefore (x) < [B(0, po)| " 15(0,40) * ¢(x) Which means

(5yj * )

H . 1B yj,uo) .
71B(0, o)

H‘PHLl H Z
bng(y,,uo)
\B 0, o)l || = ’

Since (B(y;, p0))72; are all disjointed, we get || 372, ble(yj,uo)”U = [[bller 11 B(0,pu0) I+ > finishing
the proof of (15) and hence the whole lemma. O

L

Next we bound [|T'f|#;, from below. Recall from the assumption and construction that (y;)32,
satisfy infj.x |y; — yx| > 2p0 and x satisfies 150 0) < X < 1B(0,2u0)-

Proposition 10. For every N > 1 there is a K = K(N, ¢, j19) > 1 such that for every (ug)ge, C R™,
j > K and x € B(y; — uj, 3p0),

oo

(18) 165 % 65 % Ty —a, (xe) (@) = D 2NN g gy w my, _ (xe)) ()] > 3
k=1
(k,D)#(5,9)
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In particular let (a;)32, C C be such that |a;| < 2li=Hl\ay| for all j,k > 1, then for every|s| < N —1,

[e.e] s "y
Pj * Z 27! ap - Typ—uy (ék * (Xel))(x) %7

k=1
Proof. Recall that from (11) that |¢; * ¢; * (ejx)| = [((¢; * #;)&;) * x|.

Note that [(¢j*¢;) € = (¢ *d;) (—2yo) = ¢j(— 23y0) = 1. We see that ((¢;*¢;)-€;)x1(xz) =1
for all z € R"™.
Since ¢ rapidly decay we have for every j > 1

/ (5 % ) - () dy = / 165 % by () ldy < / 161 % )|y Sarpe 27
ly|>3 1o ly[>3$ 1o

[y|>22=7uo

(19) 27 > for j > K and x € B(y; — uj, 11).

In particular there is a C; = C1(¢, o) > 0 such that f‘y|> o (¢ * )& < C1279.

Recall x|p(0,40) = 1 from (9). Therefore for |z| < Tuo and j > 1,

|65 % &5 * (e5x) ()] = (05 * ¢5) - &) * x(@)| = [((B; * &5) - &) * L) — (@5 * &5) - €] * (1 = x)(=)

1 [ o) GWI0 Xz 1= [ ereywldy = 1- G2,
|z —y|>Ho lyl> 3 ko

By taking translation, this is to say
(20) | % b * Ty, —u, (5X)] = (1 — C1277) - L5y, —uy o) 0T all j > 1.

On the other hand since ¢; * ¢, = 0 for |j — k| > 2, we can assume the index k in (18) satisfies
[k —jl < 1. When (k,1) # (j,j), by (12),

1302+ max(h) g 2

j ron s 9~ (V+2) max(4,0)
||¢k||L12_(N+2) max(j,l) ] 7,5 ! ‘

@5 % dr * (x€r)|| Loo (Rn) SN 0,0, {

Therefore there is a Cy > 0 such that

21)  ||g) * d * (xer) || Lo < Co27WFImaxG - for all j,k,1 > 1 such that (k,1) # (4, 5).
Combining (20) and (21) we have for every 7 > 1 and z € R,
|95 % dj * Ty —u,; (XeE5)(@)] — S 2Nl g gy my, —u, (xer) (2)]
k1>15(k,D#(5,5)
Jj+l oo
—j 1—j — max(7,l
SRS IEWRNINER S Sr (s CESL ey
k=j—11=1
J o0
(L= C27) Ly ey (@) = 3(;2(2 QNG5 4§ 2N(l—J)—(N+1)l>
=1 I=j+1

>(1—C1277). L5y, —uy Lyao) (%) = 6C5277.

Take K such that (Cy 4+ 6C2)27% < 1 ie. K >1+1logy(Cy +6Cs), we get (18).
Suppose |s| < N — 1 and |a;| < 27*l|ax| holds for all j, k > 1. We see that for every = and j > 1,

S 20 gk oy (xe) (@) <Y 20710 D g g oy 7y, (xer) (@)

k,I>1 k,l>1
(k,D)#(4,9) (k,D)#(4,9)
<la;| > 297N ok Ty, (D) ().
kJl>1
(k,D#(5,9)

Applying (18) for j > K we get (19) immediately. O
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We now prove Theorem 1 (iii). Recall the following convolution inequality, see e.g. [Ryc99,
Lemma 2]: for every 0 < p,q < oo and § > 0 there is a C, ;5 > 0 such that

@ ()
j=1

Notice that if p, g > 1 this follows directly from Young’s convolution inequality on Z.

Lo (Rm09) < Cp7q76||(gj)?;lHLP(Rn;zq), g = (gj)]o'il :R" = LY(Z).

Proof of Theorem 1 (iii). Let x be from (9), (e;)72; be from (10).
Let (u;)72; C R™ and (a;)32, € £° to be determined later, such that |a;| < 2li=Fl|qy| for all j, k > 1.
For s € R we define

00
(23) fs,a,u = 22_]8(19' *T—u; (Xej)'
=1

Therefore when p < oo,

ikl 0 |1p 1/p
||fs,a,u||9;q(¢) :</Rn (;2(1 k) A Ty, @ * (Xek)(y))jzo quy)
s Q(j—k)s—lj—k\Mak oo |(|P 1/p
<
NM(/n <; (1 + |y +ue)M >j:0 quy) (by (13))
(24) SP,QH (ak(l + |y + uk|)_M)ZO:1HL§(Rn;zq) (by (22) with M 2 |S| + 1)

When p = oo, similarly by Proposition 8 and (22) we have, for M > |s| + 1,

o
_ Jn (i—k)s , o0 q 1/q
aull 7 = sup 2(1(/ ‘( 2 ag - Ty, @i * (xE > d)
| fo.aiull 72, 0 2ERM, JEL B(z,2-7) ; e T dyx (xen)y) j=max(10)lea ™Y
R .
n 9(G—k)s—|j—k|M 00 q 1/q
s s ([ (2 ) )
eRn, JEL B2 1N = (T [y + up )M/ j=max(7,0)llea
Jn M
(25) Sq sup 279 [ (ar(1 + [y + uxl) )121“@(3(:072#);@)’

z€R™,JEZ
Recall that by (1) and (23),
¢j * T(fs,a,u) - ¢j * Z Tyy, (¢k * fs,a,u) = ¢j * Z 2_lsal * Ty —uy ((bk * (Xel))-
k=1 k=1

Now we take K = K(|s| + 1,6, 0) > 1 to be the index in Proposition 10. Since |a;| < 277 |ay|,
applying (19) we see that, when p < oo,

(26) (1T (fs.a)ll.25,(0) 2H(2js¢j * T(fsv%“));iKHLP(R";Zq) =z %H(ai : 1B(yj—uj,%uo)));iKHLP(Rn;za)'

When p = oo, similarly we have

”T(fs,a,u) Hﬂ“goq(qﬁ) > xg[EEBGZ 2‘13 H (2j5¢j * T(fsvavu))jo'imax(J,K) HL‘I(B(:(:Q*J);@)
Jn 0
23 b 2 1125 - Ly, -, 300)) j=max(0) | Lo 2=y
(27) Z% H (aj ’ 1B(y2j—u3-7%uo)));.;KHL‘Z(B(O,l);Eq)'

Now we separate the cases p < ¢ and p > q.
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When p < g we choose u; = 0. We pick (a;)52; € £7\(" such that |a;| < 2li=F|qy| for all j k > 1,
eg. aj:=(j+ %)_1/5”. Applying (24) with M > max(|s|,n/p) + 1,

< oQ.

Ifsa0llzs, < |1+ 12l)

On the other hand by (26) and the fact that (B (vj, 2,uo)) are disjointed we have

ITrao) 155, 2 1005+ Ly, 200 el o meny = 1BO 510105 rcller R 10 rcer = 0.
We conclude that T'(fs q,0) ¢ #5,(R") as desired.
When p > g we choose u; = y; for all j > 1. We pick (a;);2; € ¢F\(7 such that |a;| < 213kl ay| for

all j,k>1,eg. aj:=(j+ q) 1,
In this case applying (24), (25) with M > max("TH, |s| +1) and (15), (16) with r = 2 € (1, oc],

o0

arl” NG\
1 fsaullzs, S </ <Z (14 |z + i) Mq)qu < a5 32 = Il p < oo;

1

1/q
akq
fralloe, < s 28( [ ]§j o) Sl p=.
B(z,2—

E”JEZ (1 + |z + yp)M

On the other hand applying (26) when p < co and (27) when p = oo, both with u; = y; we have
1T (fs,a)llzs, Z ll(aj - 1B(0,%u0))jo‘.;KHLP(B(O,l);Zq)

1
= |B(0, max (510, )17 [[(a)5 ks Rpuo,p [1(a)5 e llex = o0

We conclude that T'(fsay) ¢ Fp,(R") as desired, finishing the proof. O

APPENDIX A. DEFINITION OF INTERPOLATION SPACES

To include the cases p, g < 1 for Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin spaces, we work on quasi-Banach spaces
instead of Banach spaces.
A standard formulation of interpolation spaces is regarded as an image object of some interpolation
functor. See also for example [BL76, Chapter 2.4].
Here we let €; be the category of (complex) quasi-Banach spaces with morphisms being bounded
linear maps.
We let €, be the category of compatible tuples of (complex) quasi-Banach spaces:
e Ob €, consists of all pair of quasi-Banach spaces (Xg, X1) such that the sum space Xy + X; is
a well-defined quasi-Banach space. Such (X, X7) is called a compatible quasi-Banach tuple.
e The hom set Homeg, ((Xo, X1), (Yo, Y1)) consists of all bounded linear map 7" : Xo+X; — Yo+Y1
such that T'|x, : X; — Y; is bounded linear for i = 0,1. We also call such T an admissible
operator from (Xo, X1) to (Yo, Y7).

Definition A. An interpolation functor is a functor § : € — €1 such that
e For every (X, X1) € Ob &y, XoN X7 C F(Xo, X1) C X + X3, with both set inclusions being

embeddings.
e For every (Xo,X1),(Yp,Y1) € Ob€y and T' € Home, ((Xo, X1), (Yo,Y1)), we have §(T) =
T’S(X(LXl)'
The classical complex interpolations [—, —]y and real interpolations (—, —)g, for 0 <6 < 1,0 < ¢ <

oo are all interpolation functors. See [BL.76, Chapters 3 and 4], also [BL.76, Chapter 3.11] for the case
0<g¢g< 1
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Definition B. Let & C Ob¢€; be a collection of quasi-Banach spaces, such that (Xy, X1) are com-
patible tuples for all Xy, X; € &.

We say Y € Ob €, is a (categorical) interpolation space from &, if there is an interpolation functor
§:¢ — € and Xy, X7 € G such that Y = g(X(),Xl).

In this way Corollary 2 can be formulated to the following:

Corollary C. Let 0 < p,g < o0 and s € R such that p # q. There are no interpolation functor
§: & — & and 0 < po, p1,q0,q1 < 00, 80,51 € R such that F,5,(R") = F(£,0,, (R"), B!, (R")).

P0go p1q1
Proof. Suppose they exist. By assumption %9, N %!, (R") C 7, (R") C #0 + Pt (R").

The operator T in Theorem 1 satisfies T : %;i, (R") — %;i, (R") for i = 0,1. By assumption
of §, F(T) : Fp(R") — Fp(R") must be bounded. However T|zs = §(I') by definition, and
T(F,,(R")) & F5.(R"), giving a contradiction. O

Alternatively we can focus on local without traversing all quasi-Banach spaces. For details see e.g.
[B5S88, Chapter 3.1].

Definition D. Let (Xy, X;) be a compatible pair of quasi-Banach spaces. We say X is a (set-
theoretical) interpolation space of (Xg, X7), if

e XgNX; CX C Xp+ Xy, both set inclusions are embeddings.
e For every admissible operator T" on (X, X1) (i.e. T : Xo + X1 — Xo + X is bounded linear
such that T'|x, : X; — X; is also bounded for i = 0,1), T'|x : X — X is also bounded.

Definition E. Let 2 be a Hausdorff topological space and let & be a collection of quasi-Banach
spaces X C 27, such that X «— £ are all topological embeddings.

We say Y is a (set-theoretical) interpolation space from &, if there are X, X; € & such that Y is
a set-theoretical interpolation of (Xo, X1).

In this way Corollary 2 can be formulated to the following:

Corollary F. Let 0 < p,q < oo and s € R such that p # q. There are no 0 < po,p1,q0,q1 < 00,

50,51 € R such that Z;,(R") is a set-theoretical interpolation space of (4,9, (R™), %1, (R")).

Proof. The operator T' in Theorem 1 is an admissible operator of (%,J,,(R"), %,!, (R")). However
T(Fp,(R")) ¢ F5 (R"). Therefore by definition .7/ (R") is not a set-theoretical interpolation space
of (#;0,,(R"), Z;t, (R™)). O

APPENDIX B. A SHORT NOTES ON STRUCTURED BANACH SPACES AND OPEN QUESTION

In this section we briefly recall the approach in [[KXunl5] and purpose an open question in this
framework. A special thanks to Emiel Lorist for the discussion of this topic.

A structured Banach space is a triple X = (X, J, E) where X is a Banach space, E is a Banach
function space (see [[<unl5, Definition 2.1] for details) and J : X — E is a linear isometry map. Let
1 < ¢ < o0, we say a bounded linear map S : X — X is {9-bounded with respect to (J, E), if

(S s
k=1

3C >0 such that H(iusjfkw)l/q
k=1

<c
E

) \v/flvf%"'eX'
E

For such S we also say that S : X — X is £9-bounded.

Let X; = (X, Ji, E;), i = 0,1 be two structured Banach spaces with (Xy, X7) being a compatible
pair. For 1 < ¢ < oo and 0 < 0 < 1, the ¢-interpolation space (Xo, X1)g 4 is a subspace of Xy + X3
given by (see [[Kunl5, Definition 2.1 and Theorem 3.1])

HfH(X&Xl)QIq . (fj)jezCXo;l’IWl)f(‘l such that (H(z_ejjofj)jEZHEo(eq) T H(Q(l_e)j Jlfj)jEZHEﬂfq))'

f:ZjGZ f; converges in Xo+X1
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The corresponding interpolation theorem [[<un15, Theorem 2.11] says that for structured Banach
spaces X; = (X4, J;, E;), Vi = (Y3, K, F;) (i = 0,1) such that (Xo,X1), (Yo,Y1) are compatible, if
S : Xo+ X1 — Yp+Y is a linear operator such that S : X; — ); is £9-bounded, then S : (Xp, X1)ga —
(Yo, V1)p,0a is bounded for 0 < 0 < 1.

Remark G. The following are typical examples of structured Banach spaces:

(i) The Bessel potential (I —A)%/2 : HP(R") — LP(R") is isomorphism for s € R and 1 < p < oc.
Therefore (H5P(R"), (I — A)*/2, LP(R™)) defines a structured Banach space. Similarly for the
homogeneous case (H5P(R™), (—A)%/2, LP(R™)) is also a structured Banach space.

(ii) For s € R and a Littlewood-Paley family ¢ = (qu)jo-‘;o, define

T5fGiw) =276+ f(x),  (j,2) € Zzo x R".
Then for 1 < p,q < 00, (%,,(R"), J3,01(Z>0; LP(R™))) is a structured Banach space.

Indeed ¢9(Z>¢; LP(R™)) is a Banach function space over Z>o x R™ equipped with the natural
product of counting and Lebesgue measures.

Let 1 < p<oo,1<¢g<o0ands € R. By [Kunlb, Proposition 5.1] with A = (—A)% we get
for 0 < 6 < 1, ((LP(R™), 1, LP), (H*F(R™), (—A)%,Lp))”q = Z05(R"), which is a (4-interpolation on
homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin space. By simple modification from its proof one can show that:

(28) ((LP(R"),J, LP(R™)), (H*P(R™), (I — A)%,LP(R")))M = Fp(R"), 0<0<1.

We leave the proof of (28) to readers.
In our case T" in Theorem 1 is not bounded in .#,, when p # q. As a result:

Lemma H. The T defined in Theorem 1 is not £1-bounded on (H*P(R™), (I —A)%/2, LP(R™)) for every
1<g<oo,1<p<ooands€R, unlessp=q=2.

Sketch. Recall from Remark 4, T' is unbounded on H*®P unless p = 2. It remains to prove the case
p=2#q._ . =

Define fqu = (ar7—u, )32, for a = (ar)f2; C R and (ug)72, C R™. Clearly [|(I — A)2 foull 200y s
| fllz2(¢a)- When g < 2 = p, take a € (2\¢9 and uy, = yy, we see that 122000y S llallez but ([T f1| 200y 2

lalles = oo. When ¢ > 2 = p, take a € ¢9\¢? and u, = 0, we see that HfHLz(gq) < llallea but
1T fll 2200y 2 llallez = oo O

It is natural to ask whether we can get a general interpolation result to (28) that obtains Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces:

Question I. Let 0 < p,qg < 00, s9 # s1 and 0 < 0 < 1. Can we find Banach function spaces
E; = E;(p,q, so, 51,0) and isometric mapping J; = J;(p, q, so, 51,0) : %’%(R”) — Ej; for j = 0,1 such
that the following holds?

(R, Jo, o), (Z33(R"), 11, E)) | = Fa(R?), 0<6<1.

If such Jy, J1, Ey, E1 do not exist, can we still obtain fgg(R”) from the framework of sequential
structures given in [L124]7

If such Jo, J1, Eg, E1 always exist, can we make (J;, Ej) depend only on p and s;%

Notice that in both [[<un15] and [L1.24] only Banach spaces are discussed. One may need to give
slight modification so that they work for quasi-Banach spaces when p or ¢ < 1.

If one wants a positive answer to Question I, the structure J q“; in Remark G (ii) does not work.
Lemma J. For 1 < p,q,r < 00, T is £"-bounded with respect to the structure (%,,, J;,EQ(L”)).

In particular, for every r € [1,00], elements in {F,,(R") : s € R, p,q € [1,00], p # q} cannot be
" -interpolated from the structured Besov spaces {(%#,,, J;,Eq(Lp)) :sE€R, p,gel,o0]}.



A LINEAR OPERATOR BOUNDED IN ALL BESOV BUT NOT IN TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES 11

This is likely to be true for p,q or r < 1, provided that we have a version interpolation for structured
quasi-Banach spaces.

Proof. Indeed T' is {"-bounded in (%,,, J3, (?(LP)) if and only if T': Z, (R £") — S (R™; 7).

On the other hand, we have ||@; * ¢y * ﬂ]Lp(gr) < | * fHLp(gr) for every f € &/(R"; ("), since
195 * Gllr@ery < 1GllLp(ery holds via Young’s inequality. The boundedness 7" on %, (¢") then follows
from repeating (8) with f replacing by f

Let s € R and p,q € [1,00] such that p # ¢. Suppose by contrast that there are sp,s1 € R,

P0,P1,40,q1,7 € [1,00] and 6 € (0,1) such that 7, = ((@;qu,Jgo), (@;}ql,ng))e,zr, then T will be

bounded on .77 . This contradicts to the Theorem 1 (iii). O
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