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1 Introduction and main assertions

Let N be the set of all natural numbers and Ny = NU {0}. Let R" be the
Euclidean n-space, where n € N. Put R = R!, whereas C is the complex
plane. Let L,(R") with 0 < p < oo, be the standard quasi-Banach space
with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R", quasi-normed by

112,00 = ( [ 1f@rar)” (1)

with the natural modification if p = co. As usual, Z is the set of all integers
and Z" where n € N, denotes the lattice of all points m = (m4,...,m,) € R”
with m; € Z. Let Njj, where n € N, be the set of all multi-indices,

a=(o,...,0,) with o € Ny and |a| = Zaj. (1.2)
j=1

Let as usual 9; = 0/0x;, 0" = 0™/0x]', m € Ny, (0)f = f) and D* =
9 ... 90 o € NI,
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2 1 INTRODUCTION AND MAIN ASSERTIONS

Let 1 < p < co and 7 € Ny. Then S/W(R") are the classical Sobolev
spaces with dominating mixed smoothness which can be equivalently normed
by

IFIS;W R = D (IDfILR™) |~ Y [[ID*f[Lpy(R™)]].  (1.3)
aEeN?, aeNg,
0<o;<r a;€{0,r}

They were introduced by S.M. Nikol’skij in 7,8, [9]. One may also consult the
relevant parts of [10] (first edition 1969) and [1]. These spaces, being the dom-
inating mixed counterpart of the classical isotropic Sobolev spaces W (R™),
r € Ny, 1 < p < 0o, have been generalized and modified in many directions.
The systematic Fourier—analytical approach of several versions of spaces with
dominating mixed smoothness of type S; A(R"), A € {B,F}, r € R and
0 < p,qg < oo (p< oo for F-spaces), being the dominating mixed counter-
part of the related isotropic spaces A7 (R"), goes back to H.—J. Schmeisser,
[11], 12] (his habilitation) and can also be found in [I4, Chapter 2]. One may
also consult [I4], Section 2.1, pp. 80/81] for further historical comments and
references of the early history of these spaces. The next decisive step goes
back to J. Vybiral, [23] (his PhD-theses) including atomic and wavelet repre-
sentations of spaces with dominating mixed smoothness. We returned in [19]
to this topic dealing with Haar bases and Faber bases in spaces with domi-
nating mixed smoothness applied to numerical integration and discrepancy
(number—theoretical assertions about the distribution of points, especially in
cubes in R™). This has been complemented in [20], covering pointwise mul-
tipliers and corresponding spaces in arbitrary domains in R”. What follows
might be considered as a further step in the theory of spaces with dominat-
ing mixed smoothness, concentrating on mapping properties of the Fourier
transform in suitable spaces. This is the dominating mixed counterpart of
related assertions for isotropic spaces obtained quite recently in [22] 2] and
the forthcoming book [3] which we describe now briefly.

Let B;(R") = By (R") with s € R and 0 < p, ¢ < oo be the well-known
special isotropic Besov spaces (recalled below in Definition 2] and Remark
2.2). Let S(R™) be the usual Schwartz space and S’(R") be its dual, the
space of tempered distributions in R™. If ¢ € S(R™) then

B(6) = (Fe)(€) = (2m) ™" / cip(r)de, EERT,  (14)

n

denotes the the Fourier transform of ¢, whereas F =1y and ¢" stand for the
inverse Fourier transform given by the right-hand side of (L4]) with ¢ in



place of —i. Here x¢ denotes the scalar product in R®. Both F and F~!
are extended to S'(R") in the standard way. The mapping properties of the
Fourier transform in the isotropic spaces By (R") which we have in mind can
be summarized as follows.

(i) Let 1 < p < 2. Then there is a continuous mapping

2n(%—%)+sl

F: B, (R") < By*(R") (1.5)

if, and only if, both s; > 0 and ss > 0. This mapping is compact if, and only
if, both s1 > 0 and sy > 0.

(ii) Let 2 < p < oo. Then there is a continuous mapping

11

s n e )—s n
F: B}R") =B, * > “(R") (1.6)

if, and only if, both s1 > 0 and sy > 0. This mapping is compact if, and only
if, both s1 > 0 and s > 0.

This coincides with [3, Theorem 2.12] based on [2], improving preceding
assertions in [22]. It is the main aim of the present paper to prove the fol-
lowing counterpart of these assertions for the special Besov spaces S} B(R"),
1 <p<oo, reR, with dominating mixed smoothness as defined below in
Definition 23] and Remark 2.4

Theorem. Letn € N. Let ry € R and vy € R.
(i) Let 1 < p < 2. Then there is a continuous mapping

%—1—1—7‘1

F: S} B(R") — S, B(R") (1.7)
if, and only if, both ry > 0 and ro > 0. This mapping is compact if, and only
if, both r1 > 0 and ro > 0.

(ii) Let 2 < p < 0. Then there is a continuous mapping

—79

F: SPBR") <85 B[R (1.8)

if, and only if, both r1 > 0 and ro > 0. This mapping is compact if, and only
if, both r1 > 0 and ro > 0.

In Section 2l we collect further definitions and some prerequisites. The
proof of the above Theorem is shifted to Section
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2 Definitions and prerequisites

Some basic notation were already introduced in Section [Il This applies in
particular to the Fourier transform and its inverse in the space of tempered
distributions S’(R™) in the Euclidean n-space R™. We fix our use of ~
(equivalence) as already used in (IL3). Let I be an arbitrary index set. Then

a; ~b; for i€l (equivalence) (2.1)

for two sets of positive numbers {a; : ¢ € [} and {b; : i € I} means that there
are two positive numbers ¢; and ¢, such that

cra; < b; < cqa4 forall 7€l. (2.2)

Next we recall the definition of the isotropic function spaces A3 (R"),
A€ {B,F}, in R" and their dominating mixed counterparts S A(R").
Let o € S(R™) with

po(x) =11if || <1 and ¢o(x) =0 if |z| > 3/2, (2.3)
and let
oi(T) = @o(27%2) — o (27"1'x), reR" kel (2.4)
Since .
ngj(x) =1 for x € R", (2.5)

the ¢; form a dyadic resolution of unity. The entire analytic functions
(p;f)Y(z) make sense pointwise in R” for any f € S’(R"™).

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ = {p;}%2, be the above dyadic resolution of unity.
(i) Let
O<p<oo, 0<qg<o0, seR (2.6)

Then By (R"™) is the collection of all f € S'(R™) such that

1B} (R, = (szn oDV ILEI) <00 27)

(with the usual modification if ¢ = 00).



(ii) Let
O<p<oo, 0<qg<oo, s€eR. (2.8)

Then F; (R") is the collection of all f € S'(R") such that

171880 = | (2ol OF) @) <o 29

(with the usual modification if ¢ = 00).

Remark 2.2. As usual A4; (R") with A € {B,F} means B; (R") and
Fy (R™). The theory of these inhomogeneous isotropic spaces and their his-
tory may be found in [16] [I7, [I8] 21]. In particular these spaces are indepen-
dent of admitted resolutions of unity ¢ according to (23)—(2Z5]) (equivalent
quasi-norms). This justifies our omission of the subscript ¢ in ([Z7), ([29]) in
the sequel. They are quasi-Banach spaces (Banach spaces if p > 1, ¢ > 1).

We recall some well-known properties and notation. Let 1 < p < oo and
k € Ny. Then

WER™) = FFy(R") (2.10)
are the classical Sobolev spaces equivalently normed by
k(mn « n\||p 1/p
1F RN = (3 1D f LR 7). (2.11)
|| <k
including
L,(R") = E),(R"), 1<p<oo. (2.12)
Let
wo(x) = (14 |z]?)*/?, a€eR, zeR™ (2.13)
Then 1,,
Ln: [ (waf)Y = (waf¥)",  feSRY), acR (2.14)
is a lift in the spaces A7 (R"). This means,
I, A2 (R") = A %(R"),
pal®) = 4,7 (R (2.15)

[(wa )Y A ®R™)| ~ 1143, (RM)].
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One has in particular
I, L,(R") =WFR"), keNy, 1<p<oo, (2.16)

with WF(R") as in (210), 2II). The mappings in (L5), (LE) are based on

the special Besov spaces
By(R") = B; (R"), seR and 1<p<oo, (2.17)
including the related Holder—Zygmund spaces
C’(R™) = B (R"), s € R. (2.18)

Next we describe the dominating mixed counterpart of Definition .1l and
Remark 2.2l Let ¢ € S(R) with

ely)=1if |y <1 and ¢(y)=0if |y| > 3/2 (2.19)

and

wy) =0(27y) —p(27My),  yeR, leN, (2.20)
be the one-dimensional version of (2.3]), (2.4]), notationally complemented by
wo = . Let

op(z) = ngkl(xl), k=(ki,....k,) NG, z=(x1,...,2,) € R™.
=1

(2.21)
Then
d enl@)=1, for zeR" (2.22)
keNy
is the counterpart of (2X). Furthermore ¢y, refers to
Ry={zeR": 22" <z <2 1=1,...,n} (2.23)

(2™ rectangles). Recall that the entire analytic functions (gpkj?)v(:)s) make
sense pointwise in R" for any f € S"(R"). Let [k] = 37, k; if k € Z".

Definition 2.3. Let ¢ and {¢y}reny be the above dyadic resolution of unity.
(i) Let
0<p<oo, 0<q< o0, r e R. (2.24)



Then S} ,B(R") is the collection of all f € S'(R") such that
r n rlklq NV n\|lq La
1185, BE o = (32 2M9) (@) L)1) <00 (225)
keN:

(with the usual modification if ¢ = o).
(ii) Let
0<p< oo, 0<q< o0, r e R. (2.26)

Then S; F(R") is the collection of all f € S'(R") such that

< 0 (2.27)

17155, F @) = [ ( 2 2 il Or) (@)

(with the usual modification if ¢ = 00).

Remark 2.4. As usual, S} A(R") with A € {B, F'} means S) ,B(R") and
Sy F(R™). This is the dominating mixed counterpart of Definition 2.1l Tt
coincides with [20, Definition 1.4, p. 5]. In |20, Remark 1.5, p. 5] one finds re-
lated references to the books and papers already mentioned above, including
in particular [T1, 12} [14), 19]. These spaces are independent of the resolution of
unity based on ¢ according to (2.19)-(2.22) (equivalent quasi-norms). This
justifies our omission of the subscript ¢ in ([2.25) and (2.27) in the sequel.
They are quasi-—Banach spaces (Banach spaces if p > 1, ¢ > 1). Similarly
as for the isotropic spaces in Remark we recall some well-known proper-
ties and notation following [20, Remark 1.5, p. 6] which in turn is based on
related assertions in [I4]. Let 1 < p < oo and r € Ny. Then

SIW (R™) = 7, F(R") (2.28)

are the classical Sobolev spaces with dominating mixed smoothness which
can be equivalently normed as in ([L.3]), in particular,

IF1S5W R = > IDf|L(R"Y)] (2:29)
Ooéfxlja;r

including
L,(R") = S),F(R"). (2.30)
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Let n € N and

vo(x) = [J(L+|a5?)7?, o €R, z=(x1,....2,) €ER*  (2.31)

J=1

be the counterpart of (2ZI3). Then

o~

Ty [ (e f) = (v fV)", feS (R, o€eR, (2.32)

is a lift in the spaces S) A(R"). This means for all 7 € R and 0 < p,q < o0

(p < oo for F-spaces)

JyS) AR") = ST 7AR"),
WV r—clr)’q (n ) o r( )n (233)
[(vo £)" [Spq” AR ~ I S5 ;AR

This is the dominating mixed counterpart of (2.I5]). One has, similarly as in

2.19),
J . L,(R") = STW(R™), reNy, 1<p<oo, (2.34)

with STW(R") as in (2.29), (2.30). The mapping properties in the above The-
orem are based on the special Besov spaces with dominating mixed smooth-
ness

S;B(R") = S) B(R"), reR, and 1<p<oo, (2.35)
including the related Holder—Zygmund spaces
S"TC(R™) = SI_B(R"), reR. (2.36)

We refer the reader to [20, pp. 5-7] for further equivalent quasi-norms and
related references.

We rely in what follows mainly on wavelet representations and duality.
Whereas duality assertions will be described later on in the course of the
arguments we give now a detailed description of wavelet expansions for all
spaces S  A(R") according to Definition 2.3l We adapt corresponding asser-
tions in [20, pp. 14-16], based in turn on [23] and [19] to our later needs.

As usual, C*(R) with u € N collects all complex-valued continuous func-
tions on R having continuous bounded derivatives up to order u inclusively.
Let

Yp € C*(R), ¢y € C*R), u € N, (2.37)



be real compactly supported Daubechies wavelets with
/Q/JM(ZE) 2'dr =0 for all v € Ny with v < u (2.38)
R

having Ly—norms 1. Let
Yorm(t) = V2¢p(t—m) and g m(t) = P (2 —m) (2.39)
with t € R, k € Np and m € Z. Let N_; = NoU {—1},
N, ={k=(k1,...,kn), kj € N_1}, neN, (2.40)

and

Vrm (T H@Dk m; (), keN',, meZ", (2.41)

r=(r1,...,2,) € R™ Then
{2M2yy 0 k€N, meZ"} (2.42)

with (again) [k] =37, k; is an orthonormal basis in Ly(R"). Let 0 < p,q <
oo and 7 € R. Then s7 b(R") is the collection of all sequences

A={MmeC: keN', meZ"} (2.43)
such that
/oy 1/
Ast BR™)| = 9lklr=3) A ?) ) < 0 9.44
p7 9
keN” mezn

and s f(R") is the collection of all sequences A in (2.43)) such that

1/q

I35 @ = [ (32 295 N xam (V7)1 R < 00 (245)
k,m

with the usual modifications if p = oo and/or ¢ = oo, where xy ,,, is the
characteristic function of the rectangle

Ry ={z=(21,...,2,) ER", 27%m; <z; <27%(m; +1)}.  (2.46)

Let ]
op=max(-,1)—1 and o0,,=max(-,—,1)— 1. (2.47)
p

S
=
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Proposition 2.5. (i) Let 0 < p < 00, 0 < g < oo and r € R. Let ¢y, be

the wavelets in (2.41)) based on (2.37), (2.38) with v > max(r,o, — ). Let
fe S (RY). Then f € S) B(R") if, and only if, it can be represented as

F=Y0 ) Memtem, A€ s bR, (2.48)

keN™ | mezZ™
The representation (2.48)) is unique,
Moo = e (F) = 28 (Fobem), k€N, meZn, (2.49)

and
J: [ {Mm: keEN', meZ"} (2.50)
is an isomorphic mapping of S, ,B(R") onto s} ,b(R").

(ii) Let 0 < p <00, 0 < g <00 and r € R. Let w > max(r,0,, — ). Let
feS(RY). Then f € S) F(R") if, and only if, it can be represented as

f= Z Z Akeym Vkym, A€ s, f(R"). (2.51)

keNT | mezZn

The representation (251)) is unique with (249). Furthermore, J in (Z50) is
an isomorphic mapping of S, [F(R") onto s,  f(R").

Remark 2.6. This is a modified version of [20, Theorem 1.12, pp. 15, 16]
(with different normalizations). There one finds further explanations and
references, especially to [23], [19]. Of special interest for us will be the case

S"C(R") = SLB(R") = ST . B(R"), r e R. (2.52)
Then one has the representation

F= > MemUem  AEsh bR (2.53)

keNT | ,mezZ™

and
[ IS"CR™)[| ~ [[A |55 o b(R")]|

= sup 287N, r e R.
keN™ | ,mezZ™

(2.54)
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3 Proof of the Theorem

We break the proof of the Theorem in 10 steps.
Step 1. First we prove
F: S°%CR") — ST'C(R™) (3.1)

for the Holder-Zygmund spaces according to (2.36). Let f € S°C(R"™). We
expand F'f € S'(R™) according to Proposition 2.5,

Ff=Y" Y Memtum (3.2)
keN™ | mezn

with
Mewn = 2E(F £, 01 m) = 2M(f, Figm) (3.3)

where we used that F'is self-dual in the context of the framework of the dual
pairing (S (R™), s’ (]R")), F' = F. This possibility is not totally obvious, but
we add a comment about this representability of F'f in Remark [3.1] below.

Let temporarily F; be the Fourier transform on the real line R. Then one
obtains from (2.41]) that

(Fpm) (@) = [[(Pitnym,)(2;),  kEN',, meZ',  (34)
7j=1
x = (x1,...,2,). One has by [20, Proposition 1.19, p. 19]
| Ftoem 1SVBR™) | = [ T 1 Fr, m, [BY(R] (3:5)
j=1

and by [3, Step1 of the proof of Theorem 2.12] (or by direct calculation) that
[P, IBUR) S, ky €Ny my €2 (36)
for some ¢ > 0 (independently of k; and m;). Using in addition the duality
SYB(R") = S° B(R") = S°C(R™) (3.7)

in [20, Proposition 1.17, pp. 17-18] it follows from (B.3)), (8.5)), (B.6]) that

Aol < 28 £ 1S°CR™)|| - I|Fhnm | STBR™|

< oM £ |SC (R 38)
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Now one obtains (B.1]) from (252)-(2.54) with r = —1.
Step 2. Let 2 < p < oo. We justify

29
F: S)BR")— S B(R"), 2 <p<oo, (3.9)
by complex interpolation [-,-]g, 0 < 6 < 1, of (B,
F: S°BR") — S 'B[R"), (3.10)

and
F:  Ly(R") — Ly(R"), (3.11)

rewritten according to (2.30) and S; ,B(R") = S) F(R"), 1 <p < 00, as
F: SIBR") — SIB(R"). (3.12)

Based on the isomorphic mappings of these spaces onto corresponding se-
quence spaces as described in Proposition one can shift this task to the
complex interpolation of the related sequence spaces. But then one is essen-
tially in the same situation as for isotropic spaces in [2] and [3], Step 2 of the
proof of Theorem 2.12] with the outcome

[S°C(R™), La(R™))y = [So B(R™), S B(R™)]p = S, B(R") (3.13)
and
[STIC(R™, Ly(R™)]p = [S B(R™), S§B(R™)]y = Sp%_lB(R") (3.14)
where 0 < 0 < 1,

1 1-6 6 6 2 11
T R TR D N G 3.15
p o 273 ™ P p P (3.15)

with ~ + - = 1. Now (3.10)-(B.14) prove (B.9).
Step 3. Let 1 < p < 2. We justify

F: S 'BR") < S'BRY), 1<p<2, (3.16)

by duality. By [20, Proposition 1.17, pp. 17-18] one has the duality

T n T n 1
SIB(R"Y =S, "B(R"), 1<p<oco, -+—=1 reR, (317
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in the framework of the dual pairing (S(R"), S'(R™)) complemented by
ST B(R") = S”"B(RY), reR. (3.18)

Here g”;oB(R") = g”“C(R") is the completion of S(R™) in S"C(R"). Recall

that F is self-dual, F' = F’. Then it follows by duality from (3.9, % —-1=
5 — » and (B.I0), complemented by
F: S%B(R") < SZ'B(R") (3.19)
that
7 n 0 n 1 1
Fo SPTBRY) < SBRY,  2<p<oo, - =1 (320)
This proves (3.10).

Step 4. The continuity of the mapping (LT), (L) follows now from (B.16),
([3.9) and the monotonicity of the spaces Sy B(R™) with respect to r for fixed
.

Step 5. We justify in three steps that the mapping in (L.7)), (L8] with 1 >0
and r9 > 0 are not compact if either r; = 0 or 7 = 0. This requires some
efforts. First we show that

2_
F: SUBRY <S¢ BR"), 2<p<oo, >0, (3.21)
is not compact. By % —1- % = —I% and the embedding
2_ 1
id: S B(R") < STVC(R") = S’ B(R) (3.22)

according to |20} (1.312), p. 55] it is sufficient to prove that
F: SUBR" <= SVCR"), 2<p<oo, >0, (3.23)

is not compact. Let 1) be a non—trivial C'*° function in R,

n

Ye(e) = [[v@ M), k=(k,... k) €N, z=(x1,...,2,) ER",
j=1

(3.24)
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such that
U (2)or(z) = Yp(x) if k= (k,0,...,0), Kk €Ny, (3.25)

and
supp ¢y, Nsupp ¢; = 0 if 1+#k, (3.26)

where ¢, and ¢; are the same functions as in the Definition 2.3 Let
fr(z) = 2_%1/1k(:c), k as above, x € R". (3.27)

Then one has for the Sobolev spaces in (2.28), (2:29) (notationally extended
to p = 00)

£ ISW @R = Y D filLpy(R™)|| ~ 1, ki €N, (3.28)

a€eNg,
0<a;<r

r € N, 1 < p < oo. Using the monotonicity as described in [20], Section 1.3.2,
pp. 55-56], especially

S;W(R") < S* B(R") < L,(R"), O<m<r, 2<p<oo, (3.29)

it follows
| fx 1S, B(R™)[| ~ 1, 2<p<o0, r>0. (3.30)

One has by Definition 2.3

17e]S 7 C®RM) | ~ sup 277 |(aufie)" (a)]

leND ,zeR?

. (3.31)
_7}_71 Vv
~sup 2 7 P ‘wk(x)‘ ~ 1
TER?
and P ) _
Ifo — o |SPCRI| ~ 1, K = (,0,...,0),  (3.32)

k' # k?. This shows that F in (8.:23)) is not compact.
Step 6. We prove that

1—ro

2_
F: S)BR") < Sy B(R"), 2<p<oo, 15>0, (3.33)
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is not compact. It follows from an embedding as in (B3.22) that it is sufficient
to show that

F: S'B(R") < S7C(R") = SZB(R"), 2<p<oco, o<-1,

(3.34)
is not compact. One can take over the related arguments from [3, proof of
Theorem 2.12], based on [2], for isotropic spaces. Let )¢ (t) be a smooth com-
pactly supported father wavelet according to (237). Let ¢ (z) = [[;_, ¥r(z;)
which refers to k = (—1,...,—1) in ([Z40). Then ¢,,(z) = ¥ (x—m), z € R",
m € Z" are wavelets for the isotropic spaces and also for the above spaces
with dominating mixed smoothness. Let

fn(®) = (F ") (x) = ™ (F ) (z), z€R" mecZ" (3.35)

Then {F f,, = 1, : m € Z"} is not compact in any space S°C(R"), o € R.
We wish to show that uniformly

| fm [SYB(R™)|| ~ 1, m € Z", (3.36)
based on (2.28). There are two cases. One has either
(prfm)” (2) = (Prtom)” (x) = 0 (3.37)
or (assuming ©m = ¥m)
1(prfm)” () I Lp R = ™Y () | Lp(R™)[| = ([0 L (RY)]| (3.38)

for one k. Inserted in (2.25]) one obtains (B.36]). This shows that F' in (3.34)
and (3.33) is not compact.

Step 7. The two preceding steps show that F' in (L),
11,
F: S'BR" =Sy " "BR"), 2<p<oo (3.39)

is not compact if either 11 = 0 or 7o = 0. The corresponding assertion for
1 < p <2 can be obtained by duality as follows. Let F in (L.7]),

11,
F:o 807 B@®RY < $BRY,  1<p<2, (3.40)

r1 > 0, ro > 0, be compact. Then it follows from (B17) and F' = F’ that

=

1
—=—r
» T

~l

F: S%B(R") <SP

p

B(R") (3.41)
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is compact. But this is not the case if either r; = 0 or 7, = 0.

Step 8. In the preceding steps we adapted the corresponding proofs in [3,
Theorem 2.12] and the underlying paper [2] for related isotropic spaces to
their dominating mixed counterparts. This is not possible any longer in or-
der to justify that the mapping F' in (LT), (L) is compact if both 7 > 0
and 72 > 0. In [2, 3] we relied on an elaborated theory for weighted isotropic
spaces A5 (R™, w) with suitable weights w, including compact mapping prop-
erties expressed in terms of entropy numbers, and corresponding wavelet rep-
resentations. There is (as far as we know) no counterpart for related weighted
spaces S) A(R",w). We circumvent this shortcoming and shift the problem
of compactness (not of entropy numbers) from spaces with dominating mixed
smoothness to appropriate isotropic spaces. This requires again some efforts
and will be done in the present step, preparing the proof of compactness in
the next step. First we follow [I8] Section 6.1, pp. 263-268]. The class W",
n € N, of admissible weight functions is the collection of all positive C*°
functions in R™ such that for all v € Nj and some ¢, > 0,

| DYw(z)| < ¢y w(z), r € R, (3.42)
and for some 8 > 0 and ¢ > 0,
0<w(z)<cwly)(l+|z— y|2)5/2, reR" yeR™ (3.43)
Both weights
we(z) = (14 |z)?)*/2, a€eR, zeR" (3.44)

according to (2.13) and

vo() = [J(1+[a51?)7%,  o€R, z=(x1,....2,) €R",  (3.45)

J=1

according to (Z31]) (as the product of related one-dimensional weights) be-
long to W™. For these weights we introduced in [18] (based on the references
given there) the weighted spaces A5 (R",w) replacing in Definition 2.1] the
Lebesgue spaces L,(R"™) by L,(R™, w) with

1 1 Lp(R™, w)|| = [lwf[L,(R")]|,  0<p<oo, weW"  (3.46)
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It is one of the main observations that f — wf is an isomorphic mapping of
A5 (R™ w) onto A5 (R"),

Jwf |45 (R | ~ | f |43,(R" w)l, A€{B,F}, scR 0<pq<oo

(3.47)
(p < oo for F—spaces). Details and references may be found in [I8, Section
6.1.3, pp. 265-266]. In particular, for fixed p and ¢ the spaces A3 (R",w) are
monotonically included both for the smoothness s and for related weights.
There is little doubt that there are suitable counterparts for the spaces
Sy A(R™) as introduced in Definition 23] at least for weights of type (3.45).
But this has not yet been done. It will be sufficient for us to introduce the
spaces S}  A(R", v,) with v, in (3.43)) as the collection of all f € S"(R") such
that v, f € S} ,A(R"),

111954 AR™, v5) || = l[vs f |5, AR (3.48)

For fixed p and ¢ there is still the monotonicity with respect to the smoothness
r. But we shift the missing monotonicity with respect to the weights to the
isotropic case. This is based on the following observations. Spaces with
dominating mixed smoothness have been compared with other spaces in R"
in detail. We refer the reader to [13] and [5,[6]. For our purpose the following
specific assertions are sufficient. Let B;(R"), C*(R") = Bj (R") be as in
217), 2.18) and S;B(R"), S"C(R") = S, B(R") be as in (2.33)), (2.36)). Let
2 <n € N. Then

B"(R") = S'B(R") = BI(R"), 1<p<oo, r>0, (3.49)
and
0 n 0 n
SUB(R™) — BYR"), 1<p<2. (3.50)
These are special cases of [5 Theorems 3.1, 3.6].

Step 9. After the preparations in Step 8 we prove now that the mappings F
in (L7), (L8) are compact if both 71 > 0 and ro > 0. Let 1 < p < 2 and
r1 > 0. Then it follows from the lifting property (2.33) that

POV | .

(v f)Y]S5 7 BRY| ~IfIS5 * BR")| (3.51)
and by Step 3 that

L

lon FISPBRM)| < c|lf IS5 7 BRY). (3.52)
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This means in terms of the preceding Step 8, that both

R e

F: S§ " "B(R") < SyBR",v,), 1<p<2, 7 >0, (3.53)

and, using in addition (3.50),

1_1
s—7+r1

F: S 7 BR')=B(®R"v,), 1<p<2 r>0  (3.54)

are continuous. It follows from (B3.44)), (B.453]) that
wa () < n?vy(x) and  va(z) < Wpalx), a>0, ze€R" (3.55)

As mentioned in Step 8 the spaces B;q(R", w) are monotonically included
with respect to the weights (for fixed s,p,q). Then one has by ([B3.54]) that
also the mapping

1L

F: S 7 BR")<= B(R"w,), 1<p<2 >0 (3.56)

is continuous. Combined with the compact embedding
id: B)(R"w,) = BR"), 1<p<2, r >0 r;>0, (3.57)
as a very special case of [18 Theorem 6.31, pp. 282-283], one obtains that

1.1,
F: 87 7 T'BRY < BARY), 1<p<2, 1 >0, r3>0, (3.58)

is compact. By duality as already used in Step 3 (and its obvious counterpart
for isotropic spaces) it follows from ([B.58) that also

1
==
I 1

1_
F: BrRY <S8 7 "BR"), 2<p<oo, r >0, >0, (3.59)
is compact. Then (3.49) (and appropriate adaption of the parameters) show
that

F: SPBR") Sy " "BRY), 2<p<oo, >0, 135>0,
(3.60)

and
F: S"CR") < S'2C(R™), r, >0, 79>0, (3.61)
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are compact. This proves that F' in (.8 is compact if both r; > 0 and
ro > 0. Application of duality again shows that also the mapping in (L7) is
compact if both 1 > 0 and ro > 0.
Step 10. It remains to prove that there are no continuous mappings as in
(L), (T8 if either 71 < 0 or ro < 0. Let us assume that there is a continuous
mapping
1—nr
2B(R”) for some 1 < 0,1 € R, 2 < p < o0.
(3.62)
By embedding it is sufficient to deal with the case ro > 0. We already know
that

F: SPBR") <SP

2 _qr
F: SPBRY <85 CBRY) rg>0, 10, 2<p<oo, (3.63)

is compact. We use the complex interpolation [-,-]g, 0 < 6 < 1, according
to [20, Proposition 1.20, p. 20] and the references given there. One has as a
special case

[S;°B(R™), S;*B(R™)], = SyB(R™), 0=(1-0)ro+0r, (3.64)

2 < p < oo. However if F' in (3.62)) is continuous then the interpolation
(3:64)) with the compact mapping (3.63) shows that also

—79

2
F: SBR™ <S¢ BRY) (3.65)
is compact. This follows from the interpolation theory for compact operators
as described in [15], Section 1.16.4, pp. 117-118]. But we know by Step 6 that
this is not the case. This disproves that there is a continuous mapping as
assumed in ([3.62)). Similarly one can argue in the other cases with 1 < p < oco.
If p = oo then it follows from the assumption

F: S"CRY) < STC(R™), 11<0, reR (3.66)
that also
F: SUCRY) < SI2C(RY), <0, mcR (3.67)

The duality (B.18)) shifts this question to the case p = 1 which is covered by
the above arguments. This shows that (3.66]) requires r; > 0 and 5 > 0.
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Remark 3.1. We add a comment in connection of the representability of
Ffin 3.2), B3). Let By(R", w,) = By (R",w,), 1 <p <00, a €R, be
the related isotropic spaces as considered in Step 8 of the above proof. Then
one has for fixed p,

SR = (] BiR"w,) and SR")= [] BiR"w,). (3.68)

a€cR,seR acR;seR

This (more or less obvious) assertion may be found in [21, Remark 2.91,
p. 74] with a reference to [4]. There is little doubt that there is a counterpart
for the spaces S) B(R",v,) = S} ,B(R",v,) as introduced in (5.48),

ﬂ S;B(R",v,) and S'(R")= U S;B(R",v,). (3.69)

reR,0ceR reR,ceR

But this is not (yet) available in the literature. The proof of the isotropic
version [3, Theorem 2.12], based on [2], of the above Theorem relies on the
possibility to expand any element of B;(R™, w,) and, by (3.68) of any element
of S’(R™) in terms of Daubechies wavelets. One can expect that there is a
dominating mixed counterpart based on the extension of Proposition to
the weighted spaces S; A(R",v,). But again this is not (yet) available in
the literature. However one can circumvent these technical shortcomings in
the same way as in the above proof (avoiding weights). Let g be the right—
hand side of (82) with (83). Then it follows from (B.68) that both g and
Ff (multiplied with suitable cut—off functions) belong locally to, say, some
space B3(R™). Let h € By *(R™) = B3(R™)" with compact support. Then it
follows from Proposition and

(Ffotbrm) = (9. ¥rm),  keEN'), meZ (3.70)
that (F'f,h) = (g,h), and in particular,
(Ff,e)=(g.9), € DR")=CR"). (3.71)

But this ensures F'f = g in the framework of the dual pairing (S(R"), S'(R™))
and also the representability (8.2)), (3.3)

Problem 3.2. The above arguments show again that it would be desirable
to develop a theory for the weighted spaces S; A(R",v,) in full generality
parallel at least to corresponding assertions for the weighted isotropic spaces
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A5 (R™ w,). Then one can avoid the somewhat artistic arguments in the
Steps 8 and 9 and in the above Remark 3.1 In addition to assertions being
similar to corresponding ones for weighted isotropic spaces there might be
also some new aspects, based on Faber bases, for numerical integration and
discrepancy (number—theoretical properties about the distribution of points).
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