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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 : S
′(Rn) → S

′(Rn) such that T : B
s
pq(R

n) → B
s
pq(R

n)
for all 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R, but T (F s

pq(R
n)) 6⊂ F

s
pq(R

n) unless p = q. As a result Triebel-Lizorkin
spaces cannot be interpolated from Besov spaces unless p = q. 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 (F s0
pq0(R

n),F s1
pq1(R

n))θ,q = B
(1−θ)s0+θs1
pq (Rn) and (F s0

∞∞(Rn),F s1
∞∞(Rn))θ,q = B

(1−θ)s0+θs1
∞q (Rn)

for all 0 < θ < 1, s0 6= s1, p ∈ (0,∞) and q0, q1, q ∈ (0,∞]. See e.g. [Tri10, 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 (φj)
∞
j=0 be a Littlewood-Paley family that defines the norms for Besov and Triebel-

Lizorkin spaces (see (2) (3) (4) below). Let (yj)
∞
j=1 ⊂ R

n be a sequence such that infj 6=k |yj − yk| > 0.

Set τyjf(x) := f(x− yj) and we define

(1) Tf :=

∞
∑

j=1

τyj (φj ∗ f) =

∞
∑

j=1

(φj ∗ f)(· − yj).

(i) As a side result T : S ′(Rn) → S ′(Rn) is bounded linear if and only if there is a N0 > 0 such
that |yj| ≤ 2N0j for every j ≥ 1.

(ii) T defines a bounded linear operator on Besov spaces T : Bs
pq(R

n) → Bs
pq(R

n) for all s ∈ R

and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞.
(iii) However on Triebel-Lizorkin spaces T (F s

pq(R
n)) 6⊂ F s

pq(R
n) whenever p 6= q.

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

Corollary 2. Elements in {F s
pq(R

n) : s ∈ R, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞, p 6= q} can never be any classical
interpolation space from any pair of elements in {Bs

pq(R
n) : s ∈ R, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞}.

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 [LL24] who unified Kunstmann’s
approach and the classical real and complex interpolations. We will discuss it briefly in Appendix B.
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2 A LINEAR OPERATOR BOUNDED IN ALL BESOV BUT NOT IN TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES

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 Hs,p = F s

p2 and the Sobolev–Slobodeckij spacesW s,p = Bs
pp

for 1 < p <∞ and s ∈ R+\Z. See [Tri10, Page 34] for a short description.
These two spaces are different when p 6= 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 Hörmander-Mikhlin multiplier). We say that m(ξ) : Rn → C is a Hörmander-
Mikhlin multiplier if supj∈Z ‖m(2−jξ)‖Hs( 1

2
<|ξ|<2) <∞ for some s > n

2 . The multiplier theorem shows

that for such m the operator [f 7→ (mf̂)∨] : Lp(Rn) → Lp(Rn) is bounded for all 1 < p <∞.
The operator T is indeed a convolution operator, in other words a Fourier multiplier operator. But

T is not bounded in Lp = F 0
p2 for p ∈ (1,∞)\{2}, as a result it is not a Hörmander-Mikhlin multiplier.

In fact for its multiplier m(ξ) (see (5)) supj∈Z ‖m(2−jξ)‖Hs( 1
2
<|ξ|<2) = ∞ for all s > 0. This follows

from the fact that ‖e−2πiyj ·ξ‖Hs( 1
2
<|ξ|<2)

j→∞
−−−→ ∞ as we have yj → ∞ (see also (7)).

Remark 6 (On homogeneous function spaces). Note that the image of Tf has Fourier support away
from the origin. Therefore the same result is true if we replace Bs

pq and F s
pq by the homogeneous

spaces Ḃs
pq and Ḟ s

pq respectively. We leave the details to the reader.

Remark 7. No matter how rapidly |yj| grows, T is always defined on Besov functions. The assumption
|yj| ≤ 2N0j is only used to ensure that T is defined on space of tempered distributions. As a corollary
we get an alternative proof that S ′(Rn)\

⋃

p,q,s Bs
pq(R

n) 6= ∅, i.e. not every tempered distributions
are Besov functions.

Here by a Littlewood-Paley family we mean a sequence of Schwartz functions φ = (φ0, φ1, . . . ) ∈

S (Rn) such that their Fourier transform φ̂j(ξ) =
∫

φj(x)e
−2πixξdx satisfy

• supp φ̂0 ⊂ B(0, 2) and φ̂0 ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of B(0, 1).

• φ̂j(ξ) = φ̂0(2
−jξ)− φ̂0(2

1−jξ) for j ≥ 1.

As a result supp φ̂j ⊂ {2j−1 < |ξ| < 2j+1} for all j ≥ 1.
For 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R the Besov and Triebel-Lizorkin norms associated to φ are defined by

‖f‖Bs
pq(φ)

:= ‖(2jsφj ∗ f)
∞
j=0‖ℓq(N≥0;Lp(Rn)) =

( ∞
∑

j=0

2jsq
(

∫

Rn

|φj ∗ f(x)|
pdx

)
q
p

)
1

q

;(2)

‖f‖Fs
pq(φ)

:= ‖(2jsφj ∗ f)
∞
j=0‖Lp(Rn;ℓq(N≥0)) =

(
∫

Rn

(

∞
∑

j=0

|2jsφj ∗ f(x)|
q
)

p
q
dx

)
1

p

, p <∞;(3)

‖f‖Fs
∞q(φ)

:= sup
x∈Rn,J∈Z

2
J n

q ‖(2jsφj ∗ f)
∞
j=max(J,0)‖Lq(B(x,2−J );ℓq), p = ∞.(4)

For A ∈ {B,F} we define A s
pq(R

n) = {f ∈ S ′(Rn) : ‖f‖A s
pq(φ)

< ∞} by a fixed choice of φ.

Different choice φ results in equivalent norm (see e.g. [Tri10, Proposition 2.3.2] and [Tri20, Propositions
1.3 and 1.8]).

In the following 1U : Rn → {0, 1} denotes the characterization of U ⊂ R
n. We use 1 = 1Rn . 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 . B and B . A”. And we use A .p B to emphasize that the constant depends on the
quantity p.



A LINEAR OPERATOR BOUNDED IN ALL BESOV BUT NOT IN TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES 3

2. Proof of the Theorem

The boundedness of T in S ′ uses the characterization of multipliers on Schwartz space, originally
given in [Sch66]. See also [Lar13].

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

(5) (Tf)∧(ξ) =

∞
∑

j=1

e−2πiyjξφ̂j(ξ)f̂(ξ) =

∞
∑

j=1

e−2πiyjξφ̂1(2
1−jξ)f̂(ξ) =: m(ξ)f̂(ξ).

Since Fourier transform is isomorphism on space of tempered distributions, T : S ′(Rn) → S ′(Rn)
is bounded if and only if the multiplier operator [g 7→ mg] : S ′(Rn) → S ′(Rn) is bounded. By taking
adjoint this holds if and only if [g 7→ mg] : S (Rn) → S (Rn) is bounded.

By characterization of Schwartz multipliers (see for example [Hor66, Proposition 4.11.5, page 417]),
[g 7→ mg] : S (Rn) → S (Rn) is bounded if and only if

(6) m ∈ C∞
loc(R

n) and ∀k ≥ 0, ∃Mk > 1, ∀ξ ∈ R
n, |∇km(ξ)| ≤Mk(1 + |ξ|)Mk .

If there is N0 such that |yj | ≤ 2N0j for all j, then for every j ≥ 1 and 2j−1 < |ξ| < 2j+1,

|∇k(e−2πiyjξφ̂1(2
1−jξ))| .k |∇≤ke−2πiyjξ| · |∇≤k(φ̂1(2

1−jξ))| . |2πyj |
k

k
∑

l=0

2(1−j)l|∇lφ̂1| .φ,k 2N0kj.

That is to say there is a Ck > 1 such that |∇km(ξ)| ≤ Ck(1 + |ξ|)N0k for all ξ. Taking Mk =
max(Ck, N0k), (6) is satisfied and hence m is a Schwartz multiplier.

Conversely, using supp∇φ̂1 ⊂ {1 < |ξ| < 2} ∪ {2 < |ξ| < 4} and φ̂1(2) = 1, for every |ξ0| = 1 we
have

(7) (∇m)(2jξ0) = ∇ξ(e
−2πiyjξ)|ξ=2jξ0 = e−2πi2jyjξ0 · (−2πiyj) ⇒ |(∇m)(2jξ0)| = 2π|yj |.

Therefore if m is a Schwartz multiplier, taking k = 1 in (6) we get 2π|yj | ≤ (1 + 2j)M1 ≤ 2j(M1+1)

for all j ≥ 1. Taking N0 =M1 + 1 we get |yj| ≤ 2N0j for all j ≥ 1. �

The boundedness in Besov spaces follows from direct computations.

Proof of Theorem 1 (ii). The support assumption of φ̂ gives φ̂j = (φ̂j−1 + φ̂j + φ̂j+1)φ̂j for all j ≥ 0
(here we use φ−1 = 0).

The standard estimate yields ‖φj ∗ φk ∗ f‖Lp .p ‖φk ∗ f‖Lp for |k| ≤ 1, see e.g. [Tri10, (2.3.2/4)],
which can be done via either Hörmander-Mikhlin multipliers or Peetre’s maximal functions.

Therefore φj ∗ Tf = φj ∗
∑j+1

k=j−1 τyk(φk ∗ f) =
∑j+1

k=j−1 τyk(φj ∗ φk ∗ f), which means

(8)

‖Tf‖Bs
pq(φ)

=
∥

∥

∥

(

2js
j+1
∑

k=j−1

τyk(φj ∗ φk ∗ f)
)∞

j=0

∥

∥

∥

ℓq(Lp)
.p,q

j+1
∑

k=j−1

∥

∥

(

2jsτyk(φj ∗ φk ∗ f)
)∞

j=0

∥

∥

ℓq(Lp)

=

j+1
∑

k=j−1

∥

∥

(

2js‖φj ∗ φk ∗ f‖Lp

)∞

j=0

∥

∥

ℓq
.p

j+1
∑

k=j−1

∥

∥

(

2js‖φk ∗ f‖Lp

)∞

j=0

∥

∥

ℓq

.s

j+1
∑

k=j−1

∥

∥

(

2ksφk ∗ f
)∞

j=0

∥

∥

ℓq(Lp)
≈ ‖f‖Bs

pq(φ)
.

This proves T : Bs
pq(R

n) → Bs
pq(R

n) for all 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R. �

Next for each p 6= q we construct examples f = fpqs ∈ F s
pq(R

n) such that Tf /∈ F s
pq(R

n).

Let µ0 :=
1
2 infj 6=k |yj − yk| > 0. Fix a y0 ∈ R

n such that |y0| = 1. We set

χ ∈ C∞
c (B(0, 2µ0)) such that 1B(0,µ0) ≤ χ ≤ 1B(0,2µ0);(9)

ej(x) := exp(2πi2jy0 · x), ẽj(x) := ej(−x) = exp(−2πi2jy0 · x) for j ≥ 0.(10)
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Notice that ej(x− y) = ej(x)ej(−y) = ej(x)ẽj(y). Therefore, for j ≥ 0, g, h ∈ S (Rn) and x ∈ R
n,

(11) |g ∗ (hej)(x)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

g(y)h(x − y)ej(x− y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

ej(x)

∫

g(y)ẽj(y)h(x− y)dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |(gẽj) ∗ h(x)|.

Our counterexample function f = fpqs would have the form

f(x) =
∞
∑

j=1

aj2
−js · (χej)(x+ uj)

• when p < q, we require (aj)j ∈ ℓq\ℓp and uj ≡ 0;
• when p > q, we require (aj)j ∈ ℓp\ℓq and uj ≡ yj.

Either case we want 2jsφj ∗ f ≈ aj · τ−uj(χej) ≈ aj · ej1B(−uj ,µ0). More precisely

Proposition 8. For every M ≥ 1 there is C = C(M,µ0, φ, χ) > 0 such that,

(12) |φj∗(χek)(x)| ≤ C2−M max(j,k)(1+2j max(0, |x|−2µ0))
−M , for every 0 ≤ j 6= k and x ∈ R

n.

In particular there is a C ′ = C ′(M,µ0, φ, χ) > 0 such that

(13) |φj ∗ (χek)(x)| ≤ C ′2−M |j−k|(1 + |x|)−M , for all j, k ≥ 0 and x ∈ R
n.

Proof. By assumption there is a ǫ0 > 0 such that supp φ̂0 ⊂ {|ξ| < 21−ǫ0} and φ̂0|B(0,2ǫ0 ) ≡ 1. Therefore

supp φ̂j ⊂ {2j−1+ǫ0 < |ξ| < 2j+1−ǫ0} for all j ≥ 1. Take ρ0 = ρ0(ε0) ≥ 1 such that 1 − 2−ǫ0 ≥ 22−ρ0 .

In particular 2ǫ0 − 1 ≥ 22−ρ0 as well. Note that supp(ẽk)
∧ = {−2ky0} ⊂ {|ξ| = 2k} for all k ≥ 0.

Therefore,

(14) supp(φj ẽk)
∧ ⊂ {2max(j,k)−ρ0+1 < |ξ| < 2max(j,k)+ρ0−1}, for all j, k ≥ 0 such that k 6= j.

Let us define (ψl)l∈Z ⊂ S (Rn) by ψ̂l(ξ) := φ̂1(2
1−lξ). Therefore supp ψ̂l ⊂ {2l−1 < |ξ| < 2l+1} for

all l ∈ Z and
∑

l∈Z ψ̂l(ξ) = 1 for ξ 6= 0. We conclude that,

φj ẽk =

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

ψl ∗ (φj ẽk), for all j, k ≥ 0 such that j 6= k.

Let us assume M to be even without loss of generality. Since ψl has Fourier support away from 0,

we have ψl ∗ χ = (∆−M
2 ψl) ∗ (∆

M
2 χ) with ∆

M
2 χ still supported in suppχ ⊂ B(0, 2µ0), which means

|φj ∗ (χek)(x)|
(11)
= |(φj ẽk) ∗ χ(x)| ≤

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

|(φj ẽk) ∗ ψl ∗ χ(x)|

=

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

|(φj ẽk) ∗∆
−M

2 ψl ∗∆
M
2 χ(x)| ≤

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

|φj| ∗ |∆
−M

2 φl| ∗ |∆
M
2 χ|(x)

≤‖χ‖CM

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

|φj | ∗ |∆
−M

2 φl| ∗ 1B(0,2µ0)(x) .χ

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

∫

B(0,2µ0)
|φj | ∗ |∆

−M
2 ψl|(x− y)dy

≤

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

∫∫

|s|+|t|≥max(0,|x|−2µ0)
|φj(t)||∆

−M
2 ψl(s)|dtds

≤

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

(

‖φj‖L1

∫

|s|≥max(0, 1
2
|x|−µ0)

|∆−M
2 ψl(s)|ds + ‖∆−M

2 ψl‖L1

∫

|t|≥max(0, 1
2
|x|−µ0)

|φj(t)|dt

)



A LINEAR OPERATOR BOUNDED IN ALL BESOV BUT NOT IN TRIEBEL-LIZORKIN SPACES 5

.φ,M

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

2−Ml

(
∫

|s|≥2l max(0, 1
2
|x|−µ0)

|∆−M
2 ψ0(s)|ds +

∫

|t|≥2j−1 max(0, 1
2
|x|−µ0)

(|φ0(t)|+ |φ1(t)|)dt

)

.M,φ

max(j,k)+ρ0
∑

l=max(j,k)−ρ0

(

2−Ml(1 + 2l max(0, 12 |x| − µ0))
−M + 2−Ml(1 + 2j−1max(0, 12 |x| − µ0))

−M
)

.µ0
2−M max(j,k)(1 + 2j−ρ0 max(0, 12 |x| − µ0))

−M .φ 2−M max(j,k)(1 + 2j max(0, |x| − 2µ0))
−M .

Therefore (12) holds for all j 6= k.

For (13), when j 6= k, (13) follows from (12) with 2max(j,k)(1+2j max(0, |x|−2µ0)) &µ0
2|j−k|(1+|x|).

When j = k, (13) is obtained from the following decay estimates: when |x| ≥ 4µ0,

|φj ∗ (χej)(x)| ≤

∫

B(0,2µ0)
|φj(x− y)|dy ≤

∫

|y|>|x|/2
|φj(y)|dy

≤

∫

|y|>2j−1|x|
(|φ0(y)|+ 2n|φ1(2y)|)dy .M,µ0

(1 + |x|)−M . �

For p > q we want the estimate ‖fpqs‖Fs
pq

. ‖(aj)j‖ℓp , which is obtained from the following:

Lemma 9. Let ϕ : Rn → R+ be a positive bounded function such that supx(1 + |x|)n+1|ϕ(x)| < ∞.
Let (yj)j be from the assumption that infj 6=k |yj − yk| ≥ 2µ0. Then for every 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞ there is a
C = C(r, ϕ) > 0 such that for every b = (bj)

∞
j=1,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bjτyjϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr(Rn)

≤ C‖b‖ℓr ;(15)

sup
R>0;x∈Rn

Rn/r

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bjτyjϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr(B(x,R))

≤ C‖b‖ℓ∞ .(16)

The result holds for r < 1 if ϕ has a faster decay. In application we will use r = p/q where q < p.

Proof. Note that for every g ∈ L∞(Rn), R > 0 and x ∈ R
n we have

(17) R
n
r ‖g‖Lr(B(x,R)) ≤ |B(0, 1)|

1

r ‖g‖L∞ .

Therefore (16) is implied by taking r = ∞ in (15).
Let ϕ̃(x) = sup|y|<µ0

|ϕ(x + y)|. Clearly supx(1 + |x|)n+1ϕ̃(x) < ∞, thus ϕ̃ is still integrable.

Therefore ϕ(x) ≤ |B(0, µ0)|
−11B(0,µ0) ∗ ϕ̃(x) which means

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bjτyjϕ

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bj(δyj ∗ ϕ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bj
1B(yj ,µ0)

|B(0, µ0)|
∗ ϕ̃

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr

≤
‖ϕ̃‖L1

|B(0, µ0)|

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

j=1

bj1B(yj ,µ0)

∥

∥

∥

∥

Lr

.

Since (B(yj, µ0))
∞
j=1 are all disjointed, we get ‖

∑∞
j=1 bj1B(yj ,µ0)‖Lr = ‖b‖ℓr‖1B(0,µ0)‖Lr , finishing

the proof of (15) and hence the whole lemma. �

Next we bound ‖Tf‖Fs
pq

from below. Recall from the assumption and construction that (yj)
∞
j=1

satisfy infj 6=k |yj − yk| ≥ 2µ0 and χ satisfies 1B(0,µ0) ≤ χ ≤ 1B(0,2µ0).

Proposition 10. For every N > 1 there is a K = K(N,φ, µ0) ≥ 1 such that for every (uk)
∞
k=1 ⊂ R

n,

j ≥ K and x ∈ B(yj − uj,
1
2µ0),

(18) |φj ∗ φj ∗ τyj−uj(χej)(x)| −

∞
∑

k,l=1
(k,l)6=(j,j)

2N |l−j||φj ∗ φk ∗ τyk−ul
(χel)(x)| ≥

1
2 .
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In particular let (aj)
∞
j=1 ⊂ C be such that |aj | ≤ 2|j−k||ak| for all j, k ≥ 1, then for every |s| ≤ N−1,

(19) 2js
∣

∣

∣

∣

φj ∗
∞
∑

k,l=1

2−lsal · τyk−ul

(

φk ∗ (χel)
)

(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
|aj |

2
, for j ≥ K and x ∈ B(yj − uj,

1
2µ0).

Proof. Recall that from (11) that |φj ∗ φj ∗ (ejχ)| = |((φj ∗ φj)ẽj) ∗ χ|.

Note that
∫

(φj ∗φj) · ẽj = (φj ∗φj)
∧(−2jy0) = φ̂j(−2jy0)

2 = 1. We see that ((φj ∗φj) · ẽj)∗1(x) = 1
for all x ∈ R

n.
Since φ1 rapidly decay we have for every j ≥ 1
∫

|y|> 1

2
µ0

|(φj ∗ φj) · ẽj(y)|dy =

∫

|y|> 1

2
µ0

|φj ∗ φj(y)|dy ≤

∫

|y|>22−jµ0

|φ1 ∗ φ1(y)|dy .M,µ0
2−Mj.

In particular there is a C1 = C1(φ, µ0) > 0 such that
∫

|y|> 1

2
µ0

|(φj ∗ φj)ẽj | ≤ C12
−j.

Recall χ|B(0,µ0) ≡ 1 from (9). Therefore for |x| < 1
2µ0 and j ≥ 1,

|φj ∗ φj ∗ (ejχ)(x)| = |((φj ∗ φj) · ẽj) ∗ χ(x)| ≥ |((φj ∗ φj) · ẽj) ∗ 1(x)| − |(φj ∗ φj) · ẽj | ∗ (1− χ)(x)

≥1−

∫

|x−y|>µ0

|(φj ∗ φj) · ẽj(y)|(1 − χ(x− y))dy ≥ 1−

∫

|y|> 1

2
µ0

|φj ∗ φj(y)|dy ≥ 1− C12
−j .

By taking translation, this is to say

(20) |φj ∗ φj ∗ τyj−uj (ejχ)| ≥ (1− C12
−j) · 1B(yj−uj ,

1

2
µ0)
, for all j ≥ 1.

On the other hand since φj ∗ φk = 0 for |j − k| ≥ 2, we can assume the index k in (18) satisfies
|k − j| ≤ 1. When (k, l) 6= (j, j), by (12),

‖φj ∗ φk ∗ (χel)‖L∞(Rn) .N,µ0,φ,χ

{

‖φj‖L12−(N+2)max(k,l) k 6= l

‖φk‖L12−(N+2)max(j,l) j 6= l
≈N,φ 2−(N+2)max(j,l).

Therefore there is a C2 > 0 such that

(21) ‖φj ∗ φk ∗ (χel)‖L∞ ≤ C22
−(N+1)max(j,l), for all j, k, l ≥ 1 such that (k, l) 6= (j, j).

Combining (20) and (21) we have for every j ≥ 1 and x ∈ R
n,

|φj ∗ φj ∗ τyj−uj (χej)(x)| −
∑

k,l≥1;(k,l)6=(j,j)

2N |l−j||φj ∗ φk ∗ τyk−ul
(χel)(x)|

≥(1− C12
−j) · 1B(yj−uj ,

1

2
µ0)

(x)−

j+1
∑

k=j−1

∞
∑

l=1

2N |l−j|C22
−(N+1)max(j,l)

≥(1− C12
−j) · 1B(yj−uj ,

1

2
µ0)

(x)− 3C2

( j
∑

l=1

2N(j−l)−(N+1)j +

∞
∑

l=j+1

2N(l−j)−(N+1)l

)

≥(1− C12
−j) · 1B(yj−uj ,

1

2
µ0)

(x)− 6C22
−j .

Take K such that (C1 + 6C2)2
−K ≤ 1

2 , i.e. K ≥ 1 + log2(C1 + 6C2), we get (18).

Suppose |s| ≤ N − 1 and |aj | ≤ 2|j−k||ak| holds for all j, k ≥ 1. We see that for every x and j ≥ 1,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k,l≥1
(k,l)6=(j,j)

2(j−l)sal · φj ∗ φk ∗ τyk−ul
(χel)(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

k,l≥1
(k,l)6=(j,j)

2|j−l|(|s|+1)|aj | · |φj ∗ φk ∗ τyk−ul
(χel)(x)|

≤|aj |
∑

k,l≥1
(k,l)6=(j,j)

2|j−l|N · |φj ∗ φk ∗ τyk−ul
(χel)(x)|.

Applying (18) for j ≥ K we get (19) immediately. �
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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 ≤ ∞ and δ > 0 there is a Cp,q,δ > 0 such that

(22)
∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

j=1

2−δ|j−k|gj

)∞

k=0

∥

∥

∥

Lp(Rn;ℓq)
≤ Cp,q,δ‖(gj)

∞
j=1‖Lp(Rn;ℓq), g = (gj)

∞
j=1 : R

n → ℓq(Z+).

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

Proof of Theorem 1 (iii). Let χ be from (9), (ej)
∞
j=1 be from (10).

Let (uj)
∞
j=1 ⊂ R

n and (aj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓ∞ to be determined later, such that |aj | ≤ 2|j−k||ak| for all j, k ≥ 1.

For s ∈ R we define

(23) fs,a,u :=
∞
∑

j=1

2−jsaj · τ−uj(χej).

Therefore when p <∞,

‖fs,a,u‖Fs
pq(φ)

=
(

∫

Rn

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

2(j−k)sak · τ−uk
φj ∗ (χek)(y)

)∞

j=0

∥

∥

∥

p

ℓq
dy

)1/p

.M

(

∫

Rn

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

2(j−k)s−|j−k|Mak
(1 + |y + uk|)M

)∞

j=0

∥

∥

∥

p

ℓq
dy

)1/p
(by (13))

.p,q

∥

∥

(

ak(1 + |y + uk|)
−M

)∞

k=1

∥

∥

Lp
y(Rn;ℓq)

(by (22) with M ≥ |s|+ 1).(24)

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

‖fs,a,u‖Fs
∞q(φ)

= sup
x∈Rn,J∈Z

2
J n

q

(

∫

B(x,2−J )

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

2(j−k)sak · τ−uk
φj ∗ (χek)(y)

)∞

j=max(J,0)

∥

∥

∥

q

ℓq
dy

)1/q

.M sup
x∈Rn,J∈Z

2
J n

q

(

∫

B(x,2−J )

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

2(j−k)s−|j−k|Mak
(1 + |y + uk|)M

)∞

j=max(J,0)

∥

∥

∥

q

ℓq
dy

)1/q

.q sup
x∈Rn,J∈Z

2J
n
q
∥

∥

(

ak(1 + |y + uk|)
−M

)∞

k=1

∥

∥

Lq
y(B(x,2−J );ℓq)

.(25)

Recall that by (1) and (23),

φj ∗ T (fs,a,u) = φj ∗

∞
∑

k=1

τyk(φk ∗ fs,a,u) = φj ∗

∞
∑

k,l=1

2−lsal · τyk−ul

(

φk ∗ (χel)
)

.

Now we take K = K(|s| + 1, φ, µ0) ≥ 1 to be the index in Proposition 10. Since |aj| ≤ 2|j−k||ak|,
applying (19) we see that, when p <∞,

‖T (fs,a,u)‖Fs
pq(φ)

≥
∥

∥

(

2jsφj ∗ T (fs,a,u)
)∞

j=K

∥

∥

Lp(Rn;ℓq)
≥ 1

2

∥

∥

(

aj · 1B(yj−uj ,
1

2
µ0)

))∞

j=K

∥

∥

Lp(Rn;ℓq)
.(26)

When p = ∞, similarly we have

‖T (fs,a,u)‖Fs
∞q(φ)

≥ sup
x∈Rn;J∈Z

2J
n
q
∥

∥

(

2jsφj ∗ T (fs,a,u)
)∞

j=max(J,K)

∥

∥

Lq(B(x,2−J );ℓq)

≥1
2 sup
x∈Rn;J∈Z

2J
n
q
∥

∥

(

aj · 1B(yj−uj ,
1

2
µ0)

))∞

j=max(J,K)

∥

∥

Lq(B(x,2−J );ℓq)

≥1
2

∥

∥

(

aj · 1B(y2j−uj ,
1

2
µ0)

))∞

j=K

∥

∥

Lq(B(0,1);ℓq)
.(27)

Now we separate the cases p < q and p > q.
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When p < q we choose uj ≡ 0. We pick (aj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓq\ℓp such that |aj| ≤ 2|j−k||ak| for all j, k ≥ 1,

e.g. aj := (j + 3
p)

−1/p. Applying (24) with M ≥ max(|s|, n/p) + 1,

‖fs,a,0‖Fs
pq

.
∥

∥(1 + |x|)−M
∥

∥

Lp
x

∥

∥(ak)
∞
k=1

∥

∥

ℓq
<∞.

On the other hand by (26) and the fact that
(

B(yj,
1
2µ0)

)∞

j=1
are disjointed we have

‖T (fs,a,0)‖Fs
pq

&
∥

∥

(

aj · 1B(yj ,
1

2
µ0)

))∞

j=K

∥

∥

Lp(Rn;ℓq)
= |B(0, 12µ0)|

1

p ‖(aj)
∞
j=K‖ℓp ≈µ0,p ‖(aj)

∞
j=K‖ℓp = ∞.

We conclude that T (fs,a,0) /∈ F s
pq(R

n) as desired.

When p > q we choose uj ≡ yj for all j ≥ 1. We pick (aj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓp\ℓq such that |aj | ≤ 2|j−k||ak| for

all j, k ≥ 1, e.g. aj := (j + 3
q )

−1/q.

In this case applying (24), (25) with M ≥ max(n+1
q , |s|+ 1) and (15), (16) with r = p

q ∈ (1,∞],

‖fs,a,y‖Fs
pq

.

(
∫

Rn

(

∞
∑

k=1

|ak|
q

(1 + |x+ yk|)Mq

)
p
q
dx

)1/p

.
∥

∥(|ak|
q)∞k=1

∥

∥

1/q

ℓp/q
= ‖(ak)

∞
k=1‖ℓp , p <∞;

‖fs,a,y‖Fs
∞q

. sup
x∈Rn,J∈Z

2J
n
q

(
∫

B(x,2−J )

∞
∑

k=1

|ak|
q

(1 + |x+ yk|)Mq
dx

)1/q

. ‖(ak)
∞
k=1‖ℓ∞ , p = ∞.

On the other hand applying (26) when p <∞ and (27) when p = ∞, both with uj ≡ yj we have

‖T (fs,a,y)‖Fs
pq

& ‖(aj · 1B(0, 1
2
µ0)

)∞j=K‖Lp(B(0,1);ℓq)

=
∣

∣B
(

0,max(12µ0, 1)
)

|
1

p ‖(aj)
∞
j=K‖ℓq ≈µ0,p ‖(aj)

∞
j=K‖ℓq = ∞.

We conclude that T (fs,a,y) /∈ F s
pq(R

n) as desired, finishing the proof. �

Appendix A. Definition of Interpolation Spaces

To include the cases p, q < 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 C1 be the category of (complex) quasi-Banach spaces with morphisms being bounded
linear maps.

We let C2 be the category of compatible tuples of (complex) quasi-Banach spaces:

• ObC2 consists of all pair of quasi-Banach spaces (X0,X1) such that the sum space X0 +X1 is
a well-defined quasi-Banach space. Such (X0,X1) is called a compatible quasi-Banach tuple.

• The hom set HomC2
((X0,X1), (Y0, Y1)) consists of all bounded linear map T : X0+X1 → Y0+Y1

such that T |Xi : Xi → Yi is bounded linear for i = 0, 1. We also call such T an admissible
operator from (X0,X1) to (Y0, Y1).

Definition A. An interpolation functor is a functor F : C2 → C1 such that

• For every (X0,X1) ∈ ObC2, X0 ∩X1 ⊆ F(X0,X1) ⊆ X0 +X1, with both set inclusions being
embeddings.

• For every (X0,X1), (Y0, Y1) ∈ ObC2 and T ∈ HomC2
((X0,X1), (Y0, Y1)), we have F(T ) =

T |F(X0,X1).

The classical complex interpolations [−,−]θ and real interpolations (−,−)θ,q for 0 < θ < 1, 0 < q ≤
∞ are all interpolation functors. See [BL76, Chapters 3 and 4], also [BL76, Chapter 3.11] for the case
0 < q ≤ 1.
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Definition B. Let S ⊂ ObC1 be a collection of quasi-Banach spaces, such that (X0,X1) are com-
patible tuples for all X0,X1 ∈ S.

We say Y ∈ ObC1 is a (categorical) interpolation space from S, if there is an interpolation functor
F : C2 → C1 and X0,X1 ∈ S such that Y = F(X0,X1).

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

Corollary C. Let 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R such that p 6= q. There are no interpolation functor
F : C2 → C1 and 0 < p0, p1, q0, q1 ≤ ∞, s0, s1 ∈ R such that F s

pq(R
n) = F(Bs0

p0q0(R
n),Bs1

p1q1(R
n)).

Proof. Suppose they exist. By assumption Bs0
p0q0 ∩ Bs1

p1q1(R
n) ⊆ F s

pq(R
n) ⊆ Bs0

p0q0 + Bs1
p1q1(R

n).
The operator T in Theorem 1 satisfies T : Bsi

piqi(R
n) → Bsi

piqi(R
n) for i = 0, 1. By assumption

of F, F(T ) : F s
pq(R

n) → F s
pq(R

n) must be bounded. However T |Fs
pq

= F(T ) by definition, and

T (F s
pq(R

n)) 6⊂ F s
pq(R

n), giving a contradiction. �

Alternatively we can focus on local without traversing all quasi-Banach spaces. For details see e.g.
[BS88, Chapter 3.1].

Definition D. Let (X0,X1) be a compatible pair of quasi-Banach spaces. We say X is a (set-
theoretical) interpolation space of (X0,X1), if

• X0 ∩X1 ⊆ X ⊆ X0 +X1, both set inclusions are embeddings.
• For every admissible operator T on (X0,X1) (i.e. T : X0 +X1 → X0 +X1 is bounded linear
such that T |Xi : Xi → Xi is also bounded for i = 0, 1), T |X : X → X is also bounded.

Definition E. Let X be a Hausdorff topological space and let S be a collection of quasi-Banach
spaces X ⊆ X , such that X →֒ X are all topological embeddings.

We say Y is a (set-theoretical) interpolation space from S, if there are X0,X1 ∈ S such that Y is
a set-theoretical interpolation of (X0,X1).

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

Corollary F. Let 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R such that p 6= q. There are no 0 < p0, p1, q0, q1 ≤ ∞,
s0, s1 ∈ R such that F s

pq(R
n) is a set-theoretical interpolation space of (Bs0

p0q0(R
n),Bs1

p1q1(R
n)).

Proof. The operator T in Theorem 1 is an admissible operator of (Bs0
p0q0(R

n),Bs1
p1q1(R

n)). However
T (F s

pq(R
n)) 6⊂ F s

pq(R
n). Therefore by definition F s

pq(R
n) is not a set-theoretical interpolation space

of (Bs0
p0q0(R

n),Bs1
p1q1(R

n)). �

Appendix B. A Short Notes on Structured Banach Spaces and Open Question

In this section we briefly recall the approach in [Kun15] 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 [Kun15, Definition 2.1] for details) and J : X → E is a linear isometry map. Let
1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, we say a bounded linear map S : X → X is ℓq-bounded with respect to (J,E), if

∃C > 0 such that

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

|JSfk|
q
)1/q

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

≤ C

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

∞
∑

k=1

|Jfk|
q
)1/q

∥

∥

∥

∥

E

, ∀f1, f2, · · · ∈ X.

For such S we also say that S : X → X is ℓq-bounded.
Let Xi = (Xi, Ji, Ei), i = 0, 1 be two structured Banach spaces with (X0,X1) being a compatible

pair. For 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and 0 < θ < 1, the ℓq-interpolation space (X0,X1)θ,ℓq is a subspace of X0 +X1

given by (see [Kun15, Definition 2.1 and Theorem 3.1])

‖f‖(X0,X1)θ,ℓq := inf
(fj)j∈Z⊂X0∩X1 such that

f=
∑

j∈Z
fj converges in X0+X1

(∥

∥(2−θjJ0fj)j∈Z
∥

∥

E0(ℓq)
+

∥

∥(2(1−θ)jJ1fj)j∈Z
∥

∥

E1(ℓq)

)

.
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The corresponding interpolation theorem [Kun15, Theorem 2.11] says that for structured Banach
spaces Xi = (Xi, Ji, Ei), Yi = (Yi,Ki, Fi) (i = 0, 1) such that (X0,X1), (Y0, Y1) are compatible, if
S : X0+X1 → Y0+Y1 is a linear operator such that S : Xi → Yi is ℓ

q-bounded, then S : (X0,X1)θ,ℓq →
(Y0,Y1)θ,ℓq is bounded for 0 < θ < 1.

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

(i) The Bessel potential (I−∆)s/2 : Hs,p(Rn) → Lp(Rn) is isomorphism for s ∈ R and 1 < p <∞.

Therefore (Hs,p(Rn), (I −∆)s/2, Lp(Rn)) defines a structured Banach space. Similarly for the

homogeneous case (Ḣs,p(Rn), (−∆)s/2, Lp(Rn)) is also a structured Banach space.
(ii) For s ∈ R and a Littlewood-Paley family φ = (φj)

∞
j=0, define

Js
φf(j, x) := 2jsφj ∗ f(x), (j, x) ∈ Z≥0 × R

n.

Then for 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞, (Bs
pq(R

n), Js
φ, ℓ

q(Z≥0;L
p(Rn))) is a structured Banach space.

Indeed ℓq(Z≥0;L
p(Rn)) is a Banach function space over Z≥0×R

n equipped with the natural
product of counting and Lebesgue measures.

Let 1 < p < ∞, 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ and s ∈ R. By [Kun15, Proposition 5.1] with A = (−∆)
s
2 we get

for 0 < θ < 1,
(

(Lp(Rn), I, Lp), (Ḣs,p(Rn), (−∆)
s
2 , Lp)

)

θ,ℓq
= Ḟ θs

pq (R
n), which is a ℓq-interpolation on

homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin space. By simple modification from its proof one can show that:

(28)
(

(

Lp(Rn), I, Lp(Rn)
)

,
(

Hs,p(Rn), (I −∆)
s
2 , Lp(Rn)

)

)

θ,ℓq
= F

θs
pq (R

n), 0 < θ < 1.

We leave the proof of (28) to readers.
In our case T in Theorem 1 is not bounded in F s

pq when p 6= q. As a result:

Lemma H. The T defined in Theorem 1 is not ℓq-bounded on (Hs,p(Rn), (I−∆)s/2, Lp(Rn)) for every
1 ≤ q ≤ ∞, 1 < p <∞ and s ∈ R, unless p = q = 2.

Sketch. Recall from Remark 4, T is unbounded on Hs,p unless p = 2. It remains to prove the case
p = 2 6= q.

Define ~fa,u := (akτ−uk
)∞k=1 for a = (ak)

∞
k=1 ⊂ R and (uk)

∞
k=1 ⊂ R

n. Clearly ‖(I −∆)
s
2 ~fa,u‖L2(ℓq) ≈s

‖~f‖L2(ℓq). When q < 2 = p, take a ∈ ℓ2\ℓq and uk ≡ yk, we see that ‖~f‖L2(ℓq) . ‖a‖ℓ2 but ‖T ~f‖L2(ℓq) &

‖a‖ℓq = ∞. When q > 2 = p, take a ∈ ℓq\ℓ2 and uk ≡ 0, we see that ‖~f‖L2(ℓq) . ‖a‖ℓq but

‖T ~f‖L2(ℓq) & ‖a‖ℓ2 = ∞. �

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, q ≤ ∞, s0 6= s1 and 0 < θ < 1. Can we find Banach function spaces
Ej = Ej(p, q, s0, s1, θ) and isometric mapping Jj = Jj(p, q, s0, s1, θ) : B

sj
pp(Rn) → Ej for j = 0, 1 such

that the following holds?
(

(

B
s0
pp(R

n), J0, E0

)

,
(

B
s1
pp(R

n), J1, E1

)

)

θ,ℓq
= F

θs
pq (R

n), 0 < θ < 1.

If such J0, J1, E0, E1 do not exist, can we still obtain F θs
pq (R

n) from the framework of sequential
structures given in [LL24]?

If such J0, J1, E0, E1 always exist, can we make (Jj , Ej) depend only on p and sj?

Notice that in both [Kun15] and [LL24] only Banach spaces are discussed. One may need to give
slight modification so that they work for quasi-Banach spaces when p or q < 1.

If one wants a positive answer to Question I, the structure Js
φ in Remark G (ii) does not work.

Lemma J. For 1 ≤ p, q, r ≤ ∞, T is ℓr-bounded with respect to the structure (Bs
pq, J

s
φ, ℓ

q(Lp)).

In particular, for every r ∈ [1,∞], elements in {F s
pq(R

n) : s ∈ R, p, q ∈ [1,∞], p 6= q} cannot be
ℓr-interpolated from the structured Besov spaces {(Bs

pq, J
s
φ, ℓ

q(Lp)) : s ∈ R, p, q ∈ [1,∞]}.
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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 ℓr-bounded in (Bs
pq, J

s
φ, ℓ

q(Lp)) if and only if T : Bs
pq(R

n; ℓr) → Bs
pq(R

n; ℓr).

On the other hand, we have ‖φj ∗ φk ∗ ~f‖Lp(ℓr) ≤ ‖φk ∗ ~f‖Lp(ℓr) for every ~f ∈ S ′(Rn; ℓr), since
‖φj ∗ ~g‖Lp(ℓr) ≤ ‖~g‖Lp(ℓr) holds via Young’s inequality. The boundedness T on Bs

pq(ℓ
r) then follows

from repeating (8) with f replacing by ~f .
Let s ∈ R and p, q ∈ [1,∞] such that p 6= q. Suppose by contrast that there are s0, s1 ∈ R,

p0, p1, q0, q1, r ∈ [1,∞] and θ ∈ (0, 1) such that F s
pq = ((Bs0

p0q0 , J
s0
φ ), (Bs1

p1q1 , J
s1
φ ))θ,ℓr , then T will be

bounded on F s
pq. This contradicts to the Theorem 1 (iii). �
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