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FOURIER RESTRICTION FOR SCHATTEN CLASS OPERATORS AND
FUNCTIONS ON PHASE SPACE

FRANZ LUEF AND HELGE J. SAMUELSEN

ABSTRACT. We formulate a variant of Fourier restriction for operators in Schatten classes,
where the Fourier-Wigner transform of a bounded operator replaces the Fourier transform of
a function. The Fourier-Wigner transform is closely related to the group Fourier transform
of the Heisenberg group. The first result shows that Fourier-Wigner restriction for Schatten
class operators is equivalent to the restriction of the symplectic Fourier transform of functions
on phase space. We deduce various Schatten class results for the quantum Fourier extension
operator and answer a conjecture by Mishra and Vemuri concerning the Weyl transform of
measures in the affirmative.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fourier restriction has attracted a lot of attention over the years and has shown to be
intimately related to various challenging problems in harmonic analysis, see [22]. In short,
the question Feffermann and Stein put forward in [4] on whether restricting the Fourier
transform of an LP-function to a sphere may give a well-defined bounded operator, the
Fourier restriction operator, on the class of LP-spaces. Or more generally, given a measure
on the Euclidean space R™ for what exponents p,q € [1,00] does the Fourier restriction
operator define a bounded operator from LP(R™) to L(pu).

A celebrated theorem by Tomas and Stein [17], [24] shows that the Fourier restriction
operator is bounded from LP(R") to L?(S"!) for p < (2n+2)/(n+ 3) and Knapp’s example
demonstrates that this range of exponents is sharp.

Our main motivation is to propose a formulation of the Fourier restriction problem for
operators in the Schatten classes SP which one might think of as a restriction problem for the
Fourier-Wigner transform [5] or the Fourier-Weyl transform [25], and closely related to the
group Fourier transform Fw of the Heisenberg group. A key observation is the equivalence
of this operator variant of the Fourier restriction problem with the one of the symplectic
Fourier transform F, for functions on phase space R??.

The framework of our work is based on the representation theory of the Heisenberg group,
in particular, the Schrodinger representation of phase space R?? and different quantization
schemes, such as Weyl quantization and Berezin quantization or 7-quantization. In [25] this
setting was used to build a theory of harmonic analysis for operators, aka quantum harmonic
analysis, and the methods and tools from quantum harmonic analysis are at the core of all our
arguments. Recent developments in time-frequency analysis have linked quantum harmonic
analysis with the theory of localization operators, time-frequency representations and have
led to the introduction of notions such as the Cohen class of an operator, the latter is also
essential in our approach.
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Our definition of the Fourier-Wigner restriction problem for Schatten class operators is
based on the representation theory of the Heisenberg group and one might want to notice
that the inverse group Fourier transform of the Heisenberg group gives a whole family of
Fourier-Wigner transforms, which are all unitarily equivalent after using a suitable dilation
of the Heisenberg group. We discuss this in more detail in section 2 on background material.
Thus one might also recast our results as restriction theorems for the Heisenberg group.
We decide to just phrase our results for one “fiber” of the group Fourier transform of the
Heisenberg group since treating it in full generality does not add anything new to the problem
at hand and the statements become more transparent.

The main takeaway of our paper might be the equivalence of the Fourier restriction theorem
on phase space of functions with the Fourier-Wigner restriction of operators. In subsequent
work, the second author established the equivalence of well-studied problems in classical
harmonic analysis and formulated its variants in quantum harmonic analysis. Concretely, he
showed the equivalence of /P-decoupling theorems as well as of the Bochner-Riesz conjecture
for operators with the one for functions relying on methods from quantum harmonic analysis.
The equivalence between statements in classical harmonic analysis with ones in quantum
harmonic analysis has also been noticed by Fulsche and Rodriguez-Rodriquez for spectral
synthesis [8].

Fourier restriction for operators has been addressed in two recent publications [11], [15].
There is some overlap between the results of these contributions to the subject and those
put forward here. Still, the methods underlying the approaches in [11], [15] are completely
different from ours, and our main results are more general. In particular, our proofs rely on
basic results from quantum harmonic analysis, like the Werner-Young inequality [14], [25].

We denote by p be the Schrodinger represenation of R??, where for (z,w) € R?? and
g € L*(RY)

pz,§)g(t) = e TG (t — 1)

The Fourier-Wigner transform, also called the Fourier-Weyl transform, of a trace class op-
erator S on L?(RY) is defined as

(1) FwS(z) = tr(p(2)"5),

where tr is the standard semifinite trace on B(L?*(R?)). The most suitable Fourier transform
on the phase space R?? is the symplectic Fourier transform

F(G)(2) :// G(2)e 2o gy
R2d

where o denotes the standard symplectic form on R??. Our main result is the following
equivalence theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose i is a compactly supported Radon measure on R*?, and 1 < p,q <
o0o. Then the following statements are equivalent:

i) There exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that for any G € LP(R*?),
[Fo (Gl Lagy < Col|GllLrgea)
ii) There ezists a constant Cy, > 0 such that for any S € S?,
[Fw (Lo < CwllSlse-
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The operation dual to Fourier restriction is that of extension and is formally given by the
Fourier extension operator: &,(G) = F,(G du) for the symplectic Fourier transform F,. The
operator analog of this extension operator is

) ew(G) = 7 (Gdn) = [[ Gl dutz),

which we understand in the weak sense and refer to as the quantum extension operator. The
following is a reformulation of Theorem 1.1 in terms of extension operators.

Theorem 1.2. Let i be a compactly supported Radon measure on R*?. For 1 < p,q < oo
with dual exponents p',q', the following statements are equivalent:

i) There exists a constant C, > 0 such that for any G € LP(R*?),
[ Fo(G)llzagy < CollGllzomasy.
it) There ezists a constant Cyy > 0 such that for any T € SP,
[Fw (D)l Laqny < Cw T so-
iii) There exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that for any G € LY (p),
1€6 (G| o 20y < CollGll L 1)-
) There exists a constant Cyy > 0 such that for any G € LY (),
1Ew (D) lsr < Cw Gl L -

We state a consequence of the preceding Theorem 1.2 for operators of the form (2) by utilising
classical Fourier restriction estimates for functions. In particular, a restriction estimate for
fractal, compactly supported, probability measures yield geometric and Fourier analytic
conditions which ensure Schatten class estimates for the quantum extension operator. The
following theorem is a reformulation of Theorem 3.3 in [12], which extends to the setting of
Schatten class operators.

Theorem 1.3. Let o be a compactly supported probability measure such that for 0 < 8 <
a < 2d and constants C,, Cz > 0 we have

w(B(z,1)) <Cur® for all z € R** and r > 0,

P (1)(Q)] < Ca(1+1¢[)"% for all ¢ € R,

Then for all

2(4d — 20 + 3
p/ Z p,d7a7ﬁ = ( B >7

there exists C'= C(p) > 0 such that
1w (Gl s < ClIG L2
for all G € L?*(p).

It turns out that the extension formulation of Fourier restriction in the setting of quantum
harmonic analysis has applications to different quantization schemes. For a fixed function
G, the Weyl symbol of the operator &y (G) is the classical extension operator £,(G). By
considering the constant function G = 1, we can deduce Schatten class estimates for op-
erators whose Weyl symbols are the symplectic Fourier transform of compactly supported
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Radon measures by combining Theorem 1.2 with classical restriction results. We can fur-
thermore use a quantum harmonic Tauberian theorem proven by Luef and Skrettingland in
[14] to characterize the compactness of such operators in terms of the decay conditions of
the Fourier transform of the measure at infinity.

Theorem 1.4. Let 1 be a compactly supported Radon measure on R*:. Then the operator

®) Lo =[] ptovdut)

is compact if and only if F,(u) € Co(R*)). Moreover, F,(1n) € LP(R*Y) if and only if
Lz, €8P forl <p<oo.

We have as an immediate consequence:

Corollary 1.5. Assume there exists B > 0 and a constant C > 0 such that

B
2

[ Fo(1) (O] < CA+¢])7z,
for all ¢ € R*. Then Ly, ,) € SP for p > 4d/p.

Mishra and Vemuri have also studied the operator (3) in [15], [16] for compact hyper-
surfaces in R?? with strictly positive Gaussian curvature and smooth measures p. They
showed that for d > 2 the respective operator is compact, and for p > d > 6 the operator
Ly, ) € SP. Furthermore, they conjectured that Lz, () € S? if and only if p > 4d/(2d — 1).

The reasoning behind this conjecture is that the Fourier restriction conjecture for functions
by Stein, see [28]), holds in this case. By the concrete form of L, () where y is the surface
measure on S?*~! and results about Laguerre functions, they showed that p > 4d/(2d — 1) is
a necessary condition. A sufficient condition of the conjecture of Mishra and Vemuri follows
from Theorem 1.4 through the method of stationary phase, see Theorem 1.2.1 in [20].

We answer this conjecture by Mishra and Vemuri in the affirmative as a consequence of
Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose S is a compact hypersurface in R?? with non-vanishing Gaussian
curvature equipped with a smooth measure . Then the operator

/ﬁummaesa

if and only if p > 4d/(2d — 1).
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2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Some facts about measures. Throughout this paper, we will consider various Borel
measures on R??. We refer to [6] for the relevant background on measure theory.
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Let 1 be a Borel measure on R?. For 1 < p < 0o, we define the LP-norm of a measurable
function F' on R?? with respect to u by,

1/p
TaP- ( I IFI”du) |
RQd

and we denote by LP(u1) to be the space of measurable functions F such that ||F|| s, < co.
We extend the definition to p = oo in the natural way. We simply write LP(R??) whenever
we use the Lebesgue measure on R??.

Recall that a Borel measure p on R?? is called finite if y(R??) < co. Furthermore, a Radon
measure is a Borel measure which is finite on every compact set, inner regular on every open
set and outer regular on all Borel sets. By [6, Thm. 7.8|, we have that every Borel measure
on R?? that is finite on compact sets is a Radon measure. In fact, every finite measure is a
Radon measure by the monotonicity property of measures.

For a finite Borel measure p on R??, we define the Fourier transform at a point ¢ € R?
by

F(u)(©) = () = / e (2),

which is a continuous function on R??. If u is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure, then there exist F' € L'(R??) such that du = Fdz by the Radon-Nikodym

Theorem. In this case, we identify i = F with the regular Fourier transform of the L!-
function F', and thus i € Cy(R??) by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma. However, this is not
the case for an arbitrary finite Borel measure, as can be seen by the fact that 5A0 = 1. Here
0o denotes the point measure at z = 0.

Finally, a finite Borel measure is called a Rajchman measure if i € Cy(R??). Thus, every
absolutely continuous measure with respect to the Lebesgue measure is a Rajchman measure.

We denote the Schwartz class of rapidly decaying smooth functions on R? by .7(R9),
and its dual space of tempered distributions by .%/(R%). We use a sesquilinear dual-paring
for . (RY) and .#’/(R?) which is compatible with the L?(R?) inner product. That is, given
Y € S (R?), we can identify ¢ with a tempered distribution 7, € #/(R%) by

o) = [ @i = (e.0), forall ¢ € SR,

2.2. The Symplectic Fourier Transform. The standard symplectic form on R?? is given
by

o ((xvé-)v (%77)) = yg — X = J(I, 5) ’ (y7 77)7
where J € SO(2d) denotes the symplectic matrix

(0 1
1= (1)

and where I; is the identity matrix on R?. For a finite Borel measure ;. on R?? we define
the symplectic Fourier transform at a point ¢ € R?? as

Fo(u)(C) = / e 20y 2) = F(u)(JC),

where F denotes the standard Fourier transform.
As the symplectic Fourier transform only differs from the standard Fourier transform by a
rotation of the variables, most classical results are still true for the symplectic case. However,
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from the anti-symmetry of the symplectic form, there is a sign change in Plancherel’s formula
and the Fourier inversion formula. In particular, we have ;! = F,, and there is the following
version of Plancherel’s theorem for finite measures.

Lemma 2.1 (Plancherel’s theorem). Let i and v be finite Borel measures on R*. Then

(4) / o) (2)d(2) = / Fo(0)(=O)du(©).

Proof. Since p and v are finite measures, it follows by Fubini’s theorem that

[ Fw@ine) = [ [ e Oaue) @)
= [ [ emmean@ano) = [ Faw)-Clducc)

where we used o((, z) = —0o(z, (). O

Unlike for the standard Fourier transform, there is a sign change in Plancherel’s Theorem
for the symplectic Fourier transform. However, by instead considering a sesquilinear dual-
pairing we recover the standard Plancherel formula on L?(R??).

Corollary 2.2. If ¢, € L*(R??), then
/ Fo () (@) (x)dx —/ P(&)Fo(¥)(§)dE.
R2d

This indicates that a sesquilinear dual-paring might be more natural whenever we are
working with symplectic structures. We have therefore chosen to only consider sesquilinear
dual-parings throughout the rest of the paper.

Since the Lebesgue measure is invariant under actions of SO(2d), it is possible to extend
all classical Fourier restriction estimates to the symplectic case. This is the content of the
next lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let u be a Borel measure on R?. If there exists 1 < p,q < oo and a constant
C > 0 such that
IF (W) |zag) < Ol Lo wea),

for all ¥ € Z(R*), then the same estimate holds for the symplectic Fourier transform.
Namely, for the same p,q and C' we have

1Fo (D)l oy < CIV | Lo gaay,
for all ¥ € . (R*?).
Proof. Define W; = W o J. Then

F(U,)(©¢) = / e A (Jz)dz
R2d
= / e_Q’TiC'rl“\If(w)dw
R2d
- / eI (w)dw = Fo (£)(C),
R2d
where we used J = (J*)™!, and J( - w = o(¢,w). However, this implies that

||fo( Moy = IF WD Lo < ClI | o wea)-
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As J € SO(2d) we have,

I [l 2o (roay = ([ W] 2o roay,
and the result follows. U
2.3. Basics on the Heisenberg group, time-frequency analysis and quantization.

Let us briefly review some basic facts on the representation theory of the Heisenberg group
H, see for example [5], [23], where H is the group R? x R? x R with multiplication

/., _ Ll
(2., 5) o (2, ") = (x+x’,£+£’,s+s/+%) .
We denote by py the Schrodinger representation of the Heisenberg group H on L?(R%),
defined by
,0,\(2’, S)g(t) — e27ri)\se)\(—7ri:c~§+27rit~§)g(t _ l’) for z = (l’,f) c R2d.

Note that the restriction of py to R?® defines a projective unitary representation of R?¢ on
L*(RY), denoted by px(2) := pa(z,0). Then the group Fourier transform on H is given by

// z,8)pa(z,8)g(t)dzds,  for F & L'(H), g € L*(R%).

For F € L'(H) N L2(H) the mapping from F(\) — F(z,s) computes the Fourier coefficient
of F', which for a fixed s coincides with the Fourier-Wigner transform of F', see the Section
on Quantum Harmonic Analysis.

We include a brief review of notation and results from time-frequency analysis. The theory
presented can be found in [9]. From now on we fix A = 1.

For z = (,¢&) € R??, we denote the Schrodinger representation by

(5) p(z) = p(x, &) = e ™M,

where M and T, are the modulation and translation operators on L? respectively.
The Schrodinger representation gives rise to a time-frequency representation. For f,g €
L2(R%), the cross-ambiguity function of f and g is defined as

©) AL = fow8)a) = [ 1 (045 )a(1-F)e

For fixed g € .7 (R?) the cross-ambiguity function extends to a bounded linear functional on
Z'(R%). The next result is known as the covariance property of the cross-ambiguity function.

Lemma 2.4. Let f,g € L*(R?). Then for any z,( € R*
A(p(Q)f, 9)(2) = €™ P A(f, ) (= = C).

Proof. For z,( € R* we have

A(p(Q)f,9)(2) = (p(Q)f, p(2)g) = (f, p(=C)p(2)g)
= ™7 (f, p(z = Q)g) = D A(f, 9)(2 — ),
where we used p*(¢) = p(—¢) and the property p({)p(z) = ™) p(z + ¢). O
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An important case is when both f and g are the L? normalized Gaussian,

(7) golt) = 257",

Then the cross-ambiguity function is again a Gaussian,
_alz?

(8) A(go; go)(2) = e 7.

This is a special case of Lemma 1.5.2 in [9].
A key property of the cross-ambiguity function is Moyal’s identity,

(A(f, 0), Alg,¥)) = (f, 9) (¥, ¥),

for all f,g,0,1% € L*(RY). This results in an inversion formula, see for example [9, Cor.
3.2.3).

Lemma 2.5 (Inversion formula). Let g, h € L*(RY) with (g, h) # 0. Then for all f € L*(R?)

1
F =i [ AU Gpeh s,

where the integral is defined weakly.

A localization operator with symbol a € #/(R?*!) and windows ¢,¢ € (R?) is the
operator A%Y : .7 (R%) — .7/ (RY) such that

(ALY f.g) = (dA(f, ¢), Alg,v)),

holds for all f,g € (R%). When the symbol a is function on R??, the localization operator
can be written as

(9) APV = | a(2)A(f,¢)(2)p(2)¢ dz,

R2d

when acting on f € L*(R%). The integral has to be understood in the weak sense. If a = 1,
and ¢ = 1 are chosen such that ||¢|/zz = 1, then the localization operator becomes the
identity operator on L? by Lemma 2.5. The mapping a — A%Y is often referred to as
Berezin quantization and in the case ¢ = 1) = gy as the anti-Wick quantization.

Associated to the cross-ambiguity function is another important time-frequency represen-
tation, known as the cross-Wigner distribution. Given f,g € .7(R?) and (z,¢) € R, the
cross-Wigner distribution is defined as

W(f, 9)(x, &) = /R f (:rz + %) 9 <x - %)6‘2”5'tdt.

It was first introduced by Wigner in 1932 in an attempt to achieve a phase space rep-
resentation of quantum mechanics [27]. The cross-Wigner distribution is related to the
cross-ambiguity function through the symplectic Fourier transform.

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 4.3.4 in [9]). For any f,g € . (R?) and all (z,£) € R*,
W(f,9)(z) = Fo(A(f, 9))(2) = Fo((f, p(2)9))-

An important example is the Wigner distribution of the L? normalized Gaussian go. Uti-
lizing equation (8) it follows that

|12

(10) W (g0, 00)(2) = FlAlan, 0))(2) = 7o (74 ) (2) = e
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Just as the cross-ambiguity function gave rise to the localization operator, the cross-
Wigner distribution gives rise to another quantization scheme. For a tempered distribution
a € '(R*) the Weyl quantization is defined as the operator L, : .7 (R?) — ./(R*?) given
by

L= [ Pl

where p is the Schrodinger representation as defined in (5). We refer to a as the Weyl symbol
of L,. A well known result by Pool states that the Weyl quantization extends to an isometric
isomorphism between L?(R??) and the Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L*(R?), see [18].

A different representation of the Weyl-quantization is the following [5, Prop. 2.5]:

Proposition 2.7 (Weak formulation). Let a € ' (R??), and f,g € ./ (R?). Then
<Laf7 g> = <a7 W(97 f)>7

where we use a sesquilinear dual pairing between . (R?) and 7' (R?).

Let us close this section with a remark related to the Weyl symbol of a localization
operator:

(11) AV = Laaw (,0);
i.e. the Weyl symbol of the localization operator is a * W (¢, ).

2.4. Schatten Class Operators. We denote the bounded operators on L?(R%) by B(L*(R?))
and the compact operators by K. Recall that any compact operator T' on L?(R?) has a sin-
gular value decomposition (see for instance [19, Chap.3]):

T = Z 50 (T)on @ Y,

neN

where {s,(T)},en denotes the sequence of the singular values of T and {@, }nen, {¥n fnen
are two orthonormal bases for L?(R%). For a general compact operator T it is well-known
that

lim s,(7) = 0.

n—oo

By requiring summability conditions on the singular values of the operators T' € K we can
define the Schatten p-classes. For any 1 < p < oo we define
SP={T e K : {sy(T)}nen € *},

and for p = oo we use the identification of $> with the space of bounded operators B(L?*(R?)).
There is the inclusion S C 8? C 87 when 1 < p < ¢ < oo, which comes from the inclusion
relations for /P spaces.

For T € 8! one can define a trace

tr(7T) = Z(Ten, €n)s

neN

for some orthonormal basis {e,, }nen on L2(R9). In fact, the trace is independent of the choice
of the orthonormal basis. Through the trace one can define the norm

ITlls» = tr(|TP")7 =t ((T°T)%)" = <Z sn<T>p) N

neN
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which turns S? into a Banach space. It is worth noting that finite rank operators are dense in

SP for 1 < p < 00, as the space ¢y of sequences with only finitely many non-zero elements are

dense in P for the same range of p. This implies that S is also dense in S? for 1 < p < oo.
There is an analog of Holder’s inequality for Schatten p-classes.

Theorem 2.8 (Theorem 3.7.6 in [19]). Let 1 < p,q,r < oo be such that %—I—% = % IfS e &
and T € 87, then ST € 8" and

(12) 15T s < [IS1so Tl

As in the case of (P-sequence spaces, this allows one to define a dual pairing between
S? and S” for the conjugate exponent p’ = p/(p — 1) with the same modifications at the
endpoints p = 1 and p = oc:

Theorem 2.9 (Theorem 3.6.8 and 3.7.4 in [19]). There is the following characterization of
the dual space of SP for 1 < p < o0.

a) We have K' = 8* and (S')' = B(L*(RY)) where the dual pairing is given by
<S, T)Sl,lC = tI’(ST*)

b) Let 1 <p <oo andp =p/(p—1). Then for any S € S” and T € S” we have ST* € S!
and

(13) (S, T) o5 | = [6(ST*)| < IST*[ls1 < [|SsolI TNl 5
Moreover, for any S € SP,
(14) ISlse = sup [6x(ST™)].
7] =1

This implies that, for 1 < p < oo, the dual space of SP is S” where the dual paring is
given by
(9, T) gp s = tr(ST™), for SeSP, TesS”.

and note that SP is reflexive for 1 < p < co. Furthermore, 8% is a Hilbert space under
this pairing and we will denote this inner product by (-, -)ys and refer to it as the space of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators.

2.5. Basics on Quantum Harmonic Analysis. Let us review the key notions and basic
results of Quantum Harmonic Analysis (QHA), which provides a convenient setting for har-
monic analysis of operators [25]. The starting point is the way one can convolve operators.
More concretely, an operator-operator convolution and an operator-function convolution are
defined for S, T € S* and F € L}(R?*!) by

S*T(z) =tr(Sp(z)PTPp(—z)), FxS= /f(z)p(z)Sp(—z)dz for z € R*,

where Pf(x) = f(—z) denotes the parity operator, and the integral is to be understood
weakly. It follows from the definition of these convolutions are commutative. As the next
two propositions will show, they are also associative and satisfy Young’s inequality, as first
noted by Werner [25].
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Proposition 2.10 (Proposition 2.1 in [14]). For S,T,R € 8* and F,G € L'(R*),
(RxS)*T =R« (S«T),
Fx(R+xS)=(FxR)*T,
(F+G)*R=Fx(G*R).
An important tool in classical harmonic analysis is Young’s inequality for LP-functions.

We state here an analog for the setting of quantum harmonic analysis, see [25, Prop. 3.2(v)]
or [14, Prop. 2.2].

Proposition 2.11 (Werner-Young’s inequality). Suppose S € SP, T € 87 and F € LP(R*)
with 1+ 7 =+ .
Then ST € L"(R*Y), F«T € 8", and
(15) 15 % T < [|S]]se | T][:s0,
(16) [E* Tlsr < [|[F[l o[ T|se-

For T € S' we define the Fourier-Wigner transform of T at a point z € R?? by
Fw (D) (z) = tr(T'p(—2)) = (T, p)us-

This defines a bounded function on R2¢ as

[Fw(T)(2)] = [te(Tp(=2))| <[ Tllstlloll = [T lls,

by [19, Thm. 3.6.6]. Moreover, for T' € S! it follows that Fy (T) € Cy(R?*?) by an analogue
of the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma found in [25]. By a known result of Pool [18], the Fourier-
Wigner transform extends to a unitary operator from S? to L?(R??). We therefore obtain
Hausdorff-Young’s inequality through interpolation for operator convolutions, [25, Prop.

3.4].
Proposition 2.12 (Werner-Hausdorff-Young Theorem). Let 1 < p < 2, andp~*+p~t = 1.
If T € 8P, then Fw(T) € LP (R*) and
(17) [ Ew (T) || 1y g2y < T[] sp-
Let us look at the most elementary instance of a Fourier-Wigner transform.

Example 2.13. Let f,g € L? and consider the rank one operator f @ g € St. Then we have
that

(18) Fw(f ®@g)=A(f.9),
where A(f,g) denotes the cross-ambiguity functions of f and g as defined in Equation (6).

The Fourier-Wigner transform interacts with the convolutions in the same fashion as the
classical Fourier transform. The following intertwining properties of the Fourier-Wigner
transform and convolutions are proven in [25, Prop. 3.4].

1Pool showed that the Weyl quantization a — L, extends to a unitary operator from L?(R2?) to S2.

For a € .7(R%!), the Weyl quantization may be written as L, = F};' (F,(a)), and thus the Fourier-
Wigner transform defines a unitary operator from S? to L2(R2??) by the isomorphism of the symplectic
Fourier transform on L?(R24).
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Proposition 2.14 (Werner’s convolution theorem). Let S,T € S' and F € L*(R??). Then
(19) Fo(§xT) =Fw(S)Fw(T)
(20) Fw(Fx8) =F,(F)Fw(S).
2.6. Wiener’s Tauberian Theorem. Wiener’s Tauberian theorem is a classical result due

to Wiener [26]. The theorem states that if f € L>®(R%), and there exists h € L'(R?) with
non-vanishing Fourier transform and A € C such that,

Jim (£ + W) = 4 [ hla)de
then for any g € L'(R?),
lim (f xg)(x) = A/Rd g(x)dx.

T—00

The proof is based on Wiener’s approximation theorem. For f € L'(R?) it states that
span{T,f : x € RY} = LY(RY) if and only if F(f)(£) # 0 for any £ € R%

In [14], Luef and Skrettingland extended Wiener’s Tauberian theorem to the setting of
operators, where they proved the following.

Theorem 2.15 (Theorem 4.1 in [14]). Let F € L*(R*!), and assume that one of the
following equivalent statements holds for some A € C.

i) There is some S € S*, with Fy (S)(2) # 0 for all z € R*, such that
F*S:A-tr(S)[Lz + K

for some K € K.
ii) There is some H € L'(R*), with F,(a) # 0 for all z € R*, such that

F*a:A/ a(z)dz + H
R2d

for some H € Cy(R*?).
Then both of the following statements hold:
a) Forany T € 8', FxT = A-tr(T)I2 + Ky for some Ky € K.
b) For any G € L'(R*), F + G = A [0 G(2)dz + Hg for some Hg € Co(R*).

Here I» denotes the identity operator on L*(R%). In a recent preprint [7] this result was
extended using Werner’s correspondence theory and the theory of limit operators.

3. FOURIER RESTRICTION FOR SCHATTEN CLASS OPERATORS

In this section we will prove the theorems announced in the Introduction and we start with
the basic insight that the Fourier restriction theorem for the symplectic Fourier transform is
in fact equivalent to the Fourier restriction theorem for Schatten class operators, Theorem
1.1.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose i is a compactly supported Radon measure on R*, and 1 < p,q <
0o. Then the following statements are equivalent:

i) There exists a constant C, > 0 such that for any G € LP(R*?),
[Fo (Gl Laqreany < CollGllLomas)-
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ii) There ezists a constant Cy, > 0 such that for any S € S?,
[Fw (Lo < CwllSlse-

Proof. We start with an elementary observation: Since yp is compactly supported we denote
R = diam(supp(p)) < oo. Fix 2o € R* such that supp(u) C B(zo, R).

i) = ii) : We assume that there exists a constant C, > 0 such that
[Fo (Gl Loy < CollGl Lo,

for every G € LP(R?*!). Consider T' € 8P and associate its cross-Cohen’s class, which was
introduced in [13],

Qr(p,¥)(2) = (@)« T(2),  for ¢, € LA(RY).
It follows from Werner-Young’s inequality, (15), that Q7 (i, ) € LP(R??). Moreover, by the
convolution theorem of the Fourier-Wigner transform, Proposition 2.14, and (18) we have
the point-wise result

[ Fo(Qrp, 1)) (2)| = [Fw(T)(2)Fw (¥ @ ¢)(2)] = [Fw (T)(2)| |A(¥, ) (2)].

We will now consider a specific choice of ¢ and 1. Let o(t) = go(t) = 2¥%e~™* be the
L2-normalized Gaussian, and ¢ = p(z()go a time-frequency shifted Gaussian. In this case, it
follows from (8) that

\zfz0\2 R2

|A(920790)(z>| =e " 2 Z 6_W77
for all z € supp(p) by Lemma 2.4. We therefore have a lower bound on the point-wise
estimate of F,(Q7 (90, 9x),

Fol @190, 9:0)(2)] = | Fw ()] | Algz0. 90)(2)| > e |Fun(T)(2)],

for all z € supp(p). Thus, by the assumption that i) holds, there exists a constant C, > 0
such that

e / | Fu (T) |y < / IFo (@0 9D %dpt < CUIQr (g0, 9:0)|% < CEIT|S,

where we used ||g., ® gollst = ||¢x 22|/ g0llz2 = 1. This shows that i) implies 4i).

On the other hand, if we assume i7), then there exists Cy > 0 such that
[Fw (D)l Loy < Cw T se,
for all T € SP. In particular, for any F' € LP(R?*?) we can consider the localization operator
AZV = (@@ ¢)x F,

which is an element of S” by Young’s inequality, (16). By the convolution theorem of the
Fourier-Wigner transform,

Fuw (AFY)(2) = Fiw (¢ @ 9)(2)F, (F)(2).
By choosing ¢ = go and ¢ = g,,, as above, it follows from the same estimate of the ambiguity
function that

] 7 7
e (1< [ Fw A7) du < CIAG IS < Clll T

which proves 7). O
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A well studied object in the literature on Fourier restriction is the so-called extension
operator

Eap(2) = F (pdu)(2) = Folpdp) (2) = / 20 () dp(C),

for some suitably nice functions ¢, e.g. Schwartz functions. The extension operator is, at
least formally, the adjoint of the restriction operator (see for instance [21, p. 353] or [3,
Chap. 1.1.]). Note that &, extends a function on the support of p to a function on the whole
phase space R??.

A natural problem we would like to address is the following: What is the correct extension
operator when considering Fourier restriction of operators?

As the Fourier-Wigner restriction operator maps a Schatten class operator to a function
on the support of y, it is reasonable to expect the Fourier-Wigner extension operator to map
a function on the support of y to an operator on L?(R?). This is in fact the case.

Proposition 3.2. Let i be a Borel measure on R*. Then for every ® € L*(u) there eists
Ew® € B(L*(RY)) such that for any T € S*,

@) (@R = [ )T () = (Ewe)T°) = (Ew. Ths

The operator Ew P is given by

(22) EWq):/q)(z)p(z)d,u(z),
where the integral is defined weakly, and satisfies the norm bound ||Ew®| < ||| L1,

Proof. For T € 8! it follows from [25, Prop. 3.4] that Fy (T) € Co(R??). Thus, the integral
on the left hand side in (21) is well-defined and converges for any ® € L'(u). A formal
calculation gives

[ 2D = [ ST = o (( [ e@uine) 7).,

where we used p(—z) = p(2)*.
To estimate the operator norm, we note that for any f,g € L*(R?),

(Ewal(f \—'/ 2)F, gdu(z

/|<I> () ) dlul (2) < (1@l [ 1 22llgl] 22,

as p is a unitary operator on L?(R?) for any choice of z € R??. Varying over all normalized
f, g gives

1Ewell = sup  [{Ewe(f) 9)| < [l
I fll=lgllo=1

O

Proposition 3.3. Let pu be a Borel measure on R?*?. Then for any 1 <p <2< q < oo and
constant C' > 0, the following are equivalent:

i) For any T € 8P we have || Fw(T)|| ey < C||T|se-

i) For any G € LY (1) we have ||Ew (G)|| g < ClGIl e )
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Proof. Since S' is dense in SP, and simple functions are dense in L7 (i), we may assume
that T € S* and g € L'(;) N L9 (1) to ensure that everything is well-behaved.

i)= ii): By (21) and Hélder’s inequality we have,
[tr((EwG)T™)| = ‘/wa(T)d/i‘ < N Fw (D)o Gl ey < CNTlsr Gl -

Since the dual space of SP is S, it follows that
1Ew (Gl = sup |tr((Ew(G))T)| < C|Gl| Lo )-

ITlsp=1

ii)= i): By (21) and Hélder’s inequality for Schatten class operators, (13), we have

‘/wa(T)du' = [tr((Ew(G)T)| < T llse[|Ew (G llsr < ClIT (|2 (|Gl o (-

We therefore have

Al = sw | [ 6FelTian < s

1 =1

Ld

which proves 7).
U

Remark 3.4. When p is the Lebesgue measure on R??, then Ey (G) is the integrated Schrodinger
representation on the reduced Heisenberg group. In this case, &y (G) is a compact operator
on L*(R?) by [5, Thm. 1.30] whenever G' € L'(R??).

A short proof of this result follows from Proposition 3.3: If 1 < p < 2 and g € LP(R%*),
then by Proposition 2.12 it follows that

Ew(G) = / G(2)p(z)dz € S” C K.

If G € LY(R*), choose a sequence {G,, }nen C 7 (R??) such that |G, — G||; — 0. Thus,
Proposition 3.3 gives

n—oo

IEwG — EwGh| 212 < |G — Gn||L1(R2d) — 0,

which shows that &G is the norm limit of compact operators, and is therefore compact.

4. WEYL QUANTIZATION OF MEASURES

In this section we will consider different quantization schemes whenever the symbol is the
Fourier transform of a compactly supported Radon measure. We will also show a connec-
tion between the Weyl quantization of classical extension operators and the Fourier-Wigner
extension operator discussed in the previous section.

Given proposition 2.7, one can investigate the Weyl-quantization of the classical extension
operator £,¥ for ¥ € L'(u).
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Theorem 4.1. Let i be a finite Borel measure on R*, and let U € L'(u). If we consider
the symplectic extension operator

awo:amwmoszwawm@w@,

Then the Weyl-quantization of £,V s given by
Le v =EwV = /\I/(z)p(z)d,u(z).

Proof. Tt follows from [9, Thm. 11.2.5] that W (f, g) € .7 (R??) whenever f,g € .7(R?). By
Plancherel’s theorem for finite measures, Lemma 2.1, we have

EV (@, YW (f, g)(x, & )dxds = | Fo(Vdp)(z, )W (g, f)(z,§)dwds

R2d R2d

:/w%mamwjm%wmmm

z/\lf(y,n)mdu(y,n)
= <5W\I]f7 g) )

where we used Lemma 2.6, namely that the symplectic Fourier transform of the cross-Wigner
distribution is the ambiguity function.

O

This shows that the Weyl-quantization of the classical extension operator is given by the
Fourier-Wigner extension operator.

Weyl quantization may be viewed as a 7-quantization and in the following we consider the
extension operators in these quantization schemes. We are following the convention used in
[14]. For 7 € [0, 1], the cross-7-Wigner distribution W, is defined as

W (¢, ) (x,w) = / (@ +7t)(x + (1 — 7)t)e 2™ dt.

R4
It follow from [2, Prop. 1.3.27] that
WT((pa ’QD) =0r* W((p’ ¢)7
where W (p, 1) = Wy (p, 1) is the standard cross-Wigner distribution, and o, is given by

2¢  omizZoat 1
(23) o-(z,8) = {I2T—1|d€ k-t

_ 1
6(), 7’—5.

For any a € .7/(R?*®), we define the T-quantization as the operator L7 such that
(Lap, ¥) = {a, W2 (1, ©)),
holds for all p, 1 € #(R?). Then, it follows that
(Lap,¥) = (a, W (1, ¢)) = (a, 0: x W(1, ) = {a* 017, W(1), ©)) = (Lasor_. 0, 1),

for all ¢, € #(R?). This shows that the 7-quantization is given by convolving the symbol
a by o1_, = 7, and then taking the standard Weyl quantization.
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In particular, the 7-quantization of the extension operator becomes

L76 = Lo i = Lro (7o) = / Fo(0r) ()G (=)p(=)du(2),

where F,(01_,) denotes the distributional symplectic Fourier transform of o1_,. In the proof
of [2, Prop. 1.3.27] it is shown that

.7:_10T(y, 7]) — €—7ri(27——1)y-77'
This implies that
(24) Folor)(y,n) = emEr=bvm,
and thus the 7-quantization of the extension operator becomes
(25) Le,a= /6_“(27_1)‘”'561(%, §)p(x, §)dpu(,§).

For the next part we need the localization operator with symbol a € .%/(R??) and windows
©,1 € .Z(R?) which is defined as the operator convolution

AZV = ax (¥ @ ).
As mentioned in the discussion of localization operators one can express them in terms of

smoothed Weyl symbols:
ALY = Lo (pp)-

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume first that p is a Rajchman measure. Recall from (10) that
W (g0, 90)(2) = 2% exp (—27|2|?), and consider the measure v given by
1

2|2
26 dv = ————dp =¢e""2 dpu,
( ) fa(W(Q(),go))

which is a finite measure as supp(p) is compact. Moreover,
‘FO'(V) * W(g07g0) = fo(fcr(W(gmgO))dy) = ‘FO'(,U’) € CO(de)a

as i is a compactly supported Rajchman measure. This shows that A%?B) = Lr,(u, and

thus the Weyl quantization Lg, () is a compact operator by Theorem 2.15 as F,(W (g0, go)) =
exp (—|2]2/2) > 0 for all z € R,

On the other hand, if we assume Lz, , is compact, then A%‘ZB) is a compact operator
where the measure v is given by (26). Thus, by Theorem 2.15

Fo(v) x e ™ e Cy(R¥).

However, as the Fourier transform of the Gaussian has no zeros it follows from the classical
Tauberian theorem that

Fo(v) % p € Cy(R*)
for any » € L'(R?). In particular, choosing ¢ = F,(W(go, go)) gives
Fo(i) = Fo(Fo(W(go, go)dv) = Fo(v) * W(go, go) € CO(R2d)>

which shows that p is a Rajchman measure.
Since p is a compactly supported Radon measure, it follows that there exist z, € R?*¢ and
0 < R < oo such that supp(u) C B(zo, R).
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Let T € 8!, and consider the Cohen’s class distribution Q7 (g0, 9.,) = T * (go ® ¢,) €
LY(R?1). Then by Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 2.1,

(T, L, )] = (T (1)] = ' / fw(T)d,u‘

lz—201?

/ Fur(T)(2)e ™" 5" dpu(2)

_oE / e O F (T % (g0 ® g2,)) (2)d(2)

= | [ (09 9.))(C + ) Fal)(~0)c].

By the triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality, followed by Werner-Young’s inequality,
we have

o B2
(T, Lz, )| < =T % (90 @ g2) | oo [ Fo ()| < CIIT v,
as F,(u) € L” (R?*?) by our assumptions. Since S' is dense in S? for p < 0o, we can extend
the estimate to any 7' € SP. Thus, we have

1Lz, wllsr = sup [T, Lz, )| < C < oo,

IT||lsp=1

which shows that Lz, € S whenever F,(u) € LV
Assume Lz, (,) € S, then for any ¥ € .7 (R*?),

(Folw), )] = (T2 7o zoqu/ W‘

alz= 20\2

7

:eWT

/ —mio(z0,2 -/_"W (\If * (go & gzo)) d/,L‘

o
=e"2 [(U*(go ® gz), Ew(1))]
el
< e[V (go @ gao )l se | Lr, |l sv-
Another application of Werner-Young’s inequality yields

e
[(Folp), U)| < €= || Lz, ()l s ([ V] o2y,
and by the density of .7(R??) for 1 < p < o0,

B2
H]:cr(N)HLP’(R?d) <e'? ||Lfa(u)||sp’=

forall 1 < p' < o0.

For p/ = 1 we note that Cy(IR??) is the L™ closure of . (R??), and thus the above estimate
extends to all U € Cy(R??). This means that F,(x) is a bounded linear functional on Cp(R??),
and by the Riesz representation theorem we can identify F,(u) by a Radon measure v for
which we can bound the total variation by

R2
[Vl < €™ | L, g llst-
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Since y is a compactly supported Radon measure, it follows that F,(u) € C*(R??). This
implies that

el
[Fo ()l r@eey = [Vl < €™ || Lr, s
which then completes the proof. O

Remark 4.2. In the proof of the second part of Theorem 1.4 we only needed that F,(u) €
LP(R*?) to conclude that Lz, () € SP. If p is supported on a set of Hausdorff dimension
0 < o < 2d, then Hambrock and Laba showed that || F,(u)|r = oo for p < 4d/« in [10].
In particular, we must have Lz, ¢ S” if i is supported on a set of Hausdorff dimension
a and p < 4d/a. If a = 2d/n for some integer n > 2, then Chen and Seeger proved the
existence of probability measures supported on a set of Hausdorff dimension « for which
Fourier restriction holds for p = 4d/a [1]. In this case Lz, () € S “ by Corollary 1.2.

In order to extend the results to the 7-quantization, we first need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let f € Cy(RY) be uniformly continuous. Then f x e g Co(R%) if and only
if f € Co(RY).

Proof. Assume first that fxe 1" € Cy(R?). By Theorem 2.15 it follows that f g € Cy(R%)
for all g € LY(R%). For any r > 0 consider the function

9. (z) = % e L'(RY).

Then
Fego(n) = ][ f(o—y)dy = ][ Fy)dy = A f(z) € Co(RY).
B(O,’f‘) B(ZB,T)

The function A, f(x) is jointly continuous in r and z and goes to f(x) as r — 0 for a.e.
x by the Lebesgue differentiation theorem. In fact, A,f — f pointwise for any = as f is
continuous.

Since f is uniformly continuous, we have that for every € > 0 there exists r. > 0 such that
|f(z) — f(y)| < & when |z — y| < r for any r < r.. Thus, for any z € R? we have

(@) — Af(z)] < ][ () — F(w)ldy < e,

B(z,r)

whenever r < r.. This shows that A,f — f uniformly as 7 — 0, and so f € Cy(R?) as
(Co(R?). | - ) i complete.
Assume now that f € Cy(R?). Then we note that for any z,y € R?,

[f (@ = 9)e ™) < || fllace™™" € LHRY).

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

lim f*e ™ (2) = / lim f(z —y)e ™ dy =0,
R

T—00 4 T—00

as lim, . f(x) = 0. This shows that f x e ™" € Cy(RY) as the convolution is uniformly
continuous. O



20 FRANZ LUEF AND HELGE J. SAMUELSEN

Remark 4.4. Note that the uniformly continuity condition on f cannot be removed: This can
be seen by considering f(z) = sin(rz2). Then f(£) = 272 (cos(m€2) — sin(w€2)) € L¥(R).
This means that fe-™" € L'(R) and so f % e ™" = fe=ml> € Cy(R) by the Riemann-
Lebesgue lemma, but f ¢ Cy(R). This shows that Lemma 4.3 does not hold if the function
is not uniformly continuous.

Remark 4.5. Let 1 be a compactly supported Radon measure on R?>? and let R > 0 be such
that supp(u) C B(0, R). Then F,(u) € C®(R?*), and [|0°F,(1)|le < (27R)!|| ]| for all
a € N2¢ In particular, F,(u) is uniformly continuous and so lemma 4.3 is applicable to

Fo ().

A version of Theorem 1.4 can also be established for the 7-Weyl quantization. The 7-Weyl
quantization of a symbol a is equal to the Weyl quantization of the symbol a % o1_,, where
o, € C°(R*) whenever T # 1/2. By exploiting this connection, we are able to prove the
following.

Theorem 4.6. Let ;1 be a compactly supported Radon measure on R?*?, and let 0 < 7 < 1.
Then the following holds

a) The operator
D = [0St du( ),
is compact if and only if F, (1) € Co(R?*?).
b) If there ezists 0 < B < a < 2d and constants C,, Cz > 0 such that
w(B(z, 1)) < Cor® for all z € R* and r > 0,

|Fo (1)(C)] < Ca(1+C[)™% for all ¢ € R¥.

Then for all
2(4d — 2a + 8
P 2 Pd,a.p = ( 6 )7

there exists C'= C(p) > 0 such that

||L§-‘0(gd,u) ||SP < CHgHLQ(H)’

for all g € L*(p).
c) If u is the surface measure of a compact hypersurface M C R* with non-vanishing
Gaussian curvature, then Ly, € 8P for p>4d/(2d —1).

Proof. Since Ly = Lz, (us0:_,, where o1_; is defined as in (23), it follows from Theorem
1.4 that L% ) is compact if and only if F,(u) * 01—, € Co(R?%). Let Gy denote the L2-

normalised Gaussian on R,
Assume first that F, (1) € Co(R?*?). Since p is a compactly supported measure, we have
that the measure
dv = F,(01_,)dpu,

is also a compactly supported finite measure as |F,(o;_,)| = 1 by (24), and thus
JT:U(:“) *¥01—7 = fa(fa(o-l—'r)d:u) = fa(y) € Cb(R2d)'

It follows from Lemma 4.3 that F,(u) * Gy € Co(R*) as F,(u) € Co(R??). In fact,
by Wiener’s Tauberian Theorem, Theorem 2.15, we know that F,(u) * ® € Co(R??) for any
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® € L'(R?*). Moreover, as F,(0,_,) € C*(R??) and each derivative is of at most polynomial
growth, it follows that
01—+ x Gy = fJ(Fg(Ul_T)Go) € y(R%l) C Ll(R2d),
as Gy € Z(R??) and is invariant under the symplectic Fourier transform. In particular
(Fo(p) x 01-7) % Go = Fo(p1) * Fo(Fo(o1-)Go) € CO(RQd)a
and since F,(o1_,)du is a compactly supported measure, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that
Fo(Fylor_rdp)) = Fy(p) % 01—, € Co(R?).

Theorem 1.4 then gives that L}U(M) is a compact operator.

If L% ) is compact, then Fo(u) * 01—, € Co(R?*?) by Theorem 1.4. This implies that

(Fo(p) * 01-7) x go € CO(]RM)a
by Lemma 4.3. The same conclusion also holds whenever Gy is replaced by any ® € L!(R?)

by Wiener’s Tauberian Theorem. Note that F,(o,_,)"' = F,(01_,) and since F,(o1_,)Go €
7 (R?) it follows that

Fy(1)Go = Fy(p)xF, <f0(01_T)FU(01_T)G0> = (Fo ()51 )+ Fo (Fo(012)Go) € Co(R2).

Lemma 4.3 therefore gives us that F,(u) € Cy(R??). This concludes part a) of the theorem.
For part b) recall that
L}U(Gdu) = Ew(Fo(01-7)G).
Since |F,(01-,)| = 1, it follows that

Folo1--)G € L*(p),

whenever G € L?(u1). The result then follows from Theorem 1.3.
For part c) it is enough to consider the measure dv = F,(o;_,)du. Then |F,(v)(()| <

c(1+ |C|)_% by the method of stationary phase, see for example [17, Cor. 4.16]. The
second part of Theorem 1.4 gives

Ly, = Lr.0) €S,
for p > 4d/(2d — 1). O
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