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NUCLEAR GLOBAL SPACES OF ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE FUNCTIONS
IN THE MATRIX WEIGHTED SETTING

CHIARA BOITI, DAVID JORNET, ALESSANDRO OLIARO, AND GERHARD SCHINDL

ABSTRACT. We prove that the Hermite functions are an absolute Schauder basis for many
global weighted spaces of ultradifferentiable functions in the matrix weighted setting and we
determine also the corresponding coefficient spaces, thus extending previous work by Langen-
bruch. As a consequence we give very general conditions for these spaces to be nuclear. In
particular, we obtain the corresponding results for spaces defined by weight functions.

1. Introduction

The systematic study of nuclear locally convex spaces began in 1951 with the fundamental
dissertation of A. Grothendieck [19] to classify those infinite dimensional locally convex spaces
which are not normed, suitable for mathematical analysis. Among the properties of a nuclear
space, the existence of a Schwartz kernel for a continuous linear operator on the space is of
crucial importance for the theory of linear partial differential operators. In our setting of
ultradifferentiable functions, this fact helps, for instance, to study the behaviour (propagation
of singularities or wave front sets) of a differential or pseudodifferential operator when acting
on a distribution. See, for example, [I] [7, 15 16, 3T B4] and the references therein.

Since the middle of the last century several authors have studied the topological structure
of global spaces of ultradifferentiable functions and, in particular, when the spaces are nuclear.
See [29], or the book [I8]. More recently, the first three authors in [9] used the isomorphism
established by Langenbruch [27] between global spaces of ultradifferentiable functions in the
sense of Gel'fand and Shilov [17] and some sequence spaces to see that under the condition that
appears in [L1, Corollary 16(3)] on the weight function w (in the sense of [12]) the space S,)(R?)
of rapidly decreasing ultradifferentiable functions of Beurling type in the sense of Bjorck [3] is
nuclear. However, there was the restriction that the powers of the logarithm were not allowed
as admissible weight functions. Later, the authors of the present work proved in [10] that
Sw)(R?) is nuclear for any weight function satisfying log(t) = O(w(t)) and w(t) = o(t) as t
tends to infinity. The techniques used in [10] come especially from the field of time-frequency
analysis and a mixture of ideas from [7, 20, 21| [34]. In both [9] and [10] we use (different)
isomorphisms between that space S(,)(R?) and some sequence space and prove that S,)(R?)
is nuclear by an application of the Grothendieck-Pietsch criterion [30, Theorem 28.15]. Very
recently, Debrouwere, Neyt and Vindas [I3] [14] (cf. [26] for related results about local spaces),
using different techniques have extended our previous results in a very general framework. In
[13] they characterize when mixed spaces of Bjorck [3] of Beurling type or of Roumieu type
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are nuclear under very mild conditions on the weight functions. In [I4], using weight matrices
in the sense of [33] the same authors characterize the nuclearity of generalized Gel'fand-Shilov
classes which extend their previous work [13] and treat also many other mixed classes defined
by sequences.

The aim of the present paper is twofold. On the one hand, we extend the work of Langen-
bruch [27] to the matrix weighted setting in the sense of [33], B6]. In particular, we prove that
the Hermite functions are a Schauder basis of many global weighted spaces of ultradifferentiable
functions. Moreover, we determine the coefficient spaces corresponding to this Hermite expan-
sion (Theorem E.1]). These results are applied to spaces defined by weight functions Sj,j(R?),
being [w] = (w) (Beurling setting) or [w] = {w} (Roumieu setting). Hence, we extend part of
the previous work of Aubry [2] to the several variables case. As a consequence we extend to
a very general situation our previous study [9, [10] about the nuclearity of the space S,)(R?)
to global spaces of ultradifferentiable functions defined by weight matrices (Corollary [5.5). An
application to particular matrices gives that S(,)(R?) is nuclear when w(t) = o(t?) as ¢ tends
to infinity. Similarly we also prove the analogous result for the Roumieu setting, namely that
Siwy(R?) is nuclear when w(t) = O(t?) as ¢ tends to infinity (see Corollary 610 for both results).
For weights of the form w(t) = log”(1+1) with 3 > 1 our results hold and, hence, we generalize
the results of [27] to spaces that could not be treated there since, as is easily deduced from [11],
Example 20], Syas,),](R) # Sp(R) for any sequence of positive numbers (M) en in the sense
of [25] (see Remark [6.4)). We do not treat here the classical case w(t) = log(1 + t), for which
Swy(R) = S(R), the Schwartz class, because in this case infinitely many entries of our weight
matrices are not well defined. However, the results presented here are already well known for
the Schwartz class.

The classes of functions treated in [I4] are in general different from ours. In fact, here we
consider spaces of functions f that are bounded in the following sense: for some (or any) h > 0,
there is C' > 0 such that for all € R? and every multi-indices a and 3 we have

(4) 2°0° f(2)] < ORI M .

And we pass to the matrix setting for the multi-sequence (M,),, i.e. we make M7 depend
also on a parameter A > 0 (see the precise definition in the next section). In [I4], the authors
consider spaces of functions f bounded in the following sense: there is C' > 0 such that for all
r € R? and every multi-index 3 they have

(B) |w(@)0” ()| < CMj,

where w is a positive continuous function. They pass to the matrix setting by making M é\
and w* depend on the same parameter A > 0. Hence, taking unions (Roumieu setting) or
intersections (Beurling setting) in A in the situation (A) gives different classes of functions than
in the situation (B) in general. On the other hand, it is a very difficult problem to determine
when the classes treated in this work are non-trivial, a question not considered in [13] [14]. We
characterize in a very general way (Propositions and [.7) when the Hermite functions are
contained in our classes and this fact is closely related to classes being non-trivial. Indeed,
we can deduce from our results that, in the Beurling setting, the space S, (R?) contains the
Hermite functions if and only if w(t) = o(t?) as t tends to infinity (Corollary [6.7)). However, it
is not difficult to see from the uncertainty principle [22, Theorem] that S(,)(R?) = {0} when
t* = O(w(t)) as t tends to infinity. In the same way, in the Roumieu case the space S,y (R?)
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contains the Hermite functions if and only if w(t) = O(t?) as t tends to infinity (Corollary [6.7),
but again from [22, Theorem] we can deduce Sg.1(R?) = {0} when ? = o(w(t)) as ¢ tends to
infinity. For more information on the uncertainty principle for S,(R%) being * = (w) or x = {w}
see the nice introduction to the paper of Aubry [2] and the references therein. Moreover,
our classes are well adapted for Fourier transform (Corollary [(.2). We should also mention
that throughout this paper we assume, on the multi-sequence (M), that (M,)" tends to
infinity when |a tends to infinity, which is stronger than the condition inf,cya(Ma/ M)l >0
considered in [I4]. The reason is that it is not clear how the results read when the associated
function is infinite (see Remark 2.3)).

The paper is organized as follows: in the next section we give some necessary definitions, in
Section [3 we introduce the classes under study in the matrix weighted setting and establish the
analogous conditions to [27] to determine in Section [] when the Hermite functions belong to
our classes. In Section Bl we introduce the suitable matrix sequence spaces and prove that they
are isomorphic to our classes, which is the fundamental tool to see that our spaces are nuclear.
We finally apply these results to the particular case of spaces defined by weight functions in
Section [6

2. Preliminaries

We briefly recall from [25] those basic notions about sequences M = (M,,)en,, for Ny := NU{0},
that we need in what follows. A sequence (M,), is called normalized if My = 1. For a normalized
sequence M = (M,,), the associated function is denoted by

t|P
(2.1) wm(t) = sup log |—, teR.
pENo M,
We say that (M,), satisfies the logarithmic convezity condition (M1) of [25] if
(2.2) M2 < My My, peN.

The following lemma is well known (see Lemmas 2.0.6 and 2.0.4 of [35] for a proof).

Lemma 2.1. Let (M,),en, be a normalized sequence satisfying (2.2). Then
(a) MMy < My, for all j, k € No;
(b) p = (M,)Y? is increasing;
(c) liminf,_,, o (M,)"? > 0.

From Lemma 2.1l(c) and [25, Prop. 3.2], we have that a normalized sequence M = (M,),
satisfies (22) if and only if

tP
2.3 M, = sup ———
23 P epum(®
We say that (M),), satisfies the stability under differential operators condition (M2)" of [25]
if
(2.4) JAH>1VYpeNy: M,y < AHPM,,

pGNO.
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and (M,), satisfies the stronger moderate growth condition (M2) of [25] if
(2.5) JA>1Vp,geNg: My, < APTIM,M,.

The following lemma extends [25, Proposition 3.4] for two sequences. We give the proof for
the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.2. Let M = (M,)pen, and N = (Np)pen, be two normalized sequences satisfying
@2). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

i) IA>1¥peNy: M, < AN,
(i) 3A>1,B>0Vt >0: wn(t) +logt < wm(At) + B.
Proof. 1f (i) is satisfied, then, for all ¢ > 0,

tP At)ptl At)P
te*N® — ¢ sup — < sup (A1) < sup u = ewm(AD)
p€Np Np p€Np p+1 p€Np p

Conversely, if (i¢) holds, then, by (2.3),

N tP tp+1
= sup———— > su
Pl expan(t) T ab €8 expwm(Al)
s/A)Pt! e B
o mg At
s>0 expwm(s)  Artl

U

Now, we consider sequences M = (Ma)aeNg of positive real numbers for multi-indices v € Ng.
As in the one-dimensional case, we say that (Ma)aene is normalized if My = 1. We recall
condition (3.7) of [27]

(2.6) JA>1Va,BeNI . MM < AP, 4.
Condition (2.4]) takes in this setting the form (see [27], (2.1)])
(2.7) JA>1VaeNL1<i<d: Mag., < AN,
and (2.5) turns into
(2.8) JA>1Va,B €N M, s < ACHAIN, M.
Now, for t € RY, we denote
(2.9) Ng, ={aeNj:aq;=0ift; =0, j=1,...,d}.
The associated weight function of a normalized M = (Ma)aeNg is given by
tOé
wm(t) = sup logu, t € RY,
aENg’t MOl

where by convention 0° := 1. Note that for a normalized sequence we have wyr(0) = 0.
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Remark 2.3. As it has already been pointed out in the geometric construction in [28, Chap. I
for the one dimensional weight function (see (2.I))), we have that wn(t) < +oo for all t € R? if
and only if lim‘a|_,oo(Ma)1/‘a| = 4o00.

First, assume that wyi(t) < 400 for all t € R% Hence for all t = (¢4, ...,tq) € R? satisfying

tmin = Minj<;<q|t;| > 1 we have that there exists some C' (depending only on t) such that
log‘J\Z—o;| < C for all o € Nd. So tﬂn < ¢ty = |t < e“M, for all @ € NZ and now let
tmin — +00.

Conversely, let lim‘a|_>oo(Ma)1/‘a| = oo and so for any A > 0 large, we can find some C' > 0
large enough such that Al*l < CM,. Since [t*| < |t|l*l for all t € R? and o € N we see that

for any given t € R? we get % < % < C for some C' > 0 and all o € N&.
Lemma 2.4. Let M = (Ma)qene. Then, for allh >0 and a € N¢,

(2.10) Mhlel > sup [tee=emP)|
teRd

Proof. Fix a € N& and h > 0; we write R := {t e R : ¢; £ 0 for a; #0, j =1,...,d}. Then
for t € RY\ R% we have t* = 0, and so it is enough to prove that

(211) Maha Z sup |ta€_wM(t/h)‘-
teRY
We have
(1)
exp sup log —~A2 1 5
1 et peng,  Mso | (£)"]
— = inf = inf = inf — sup ;
sup |tée M| e [t teRrd Iy terd [t%] gena, Mg
teRd 7

observe that o € Ng,t and so, choosing 3 = «a, we get
1 . %] 1

> inf = :
sup [t eME/h) | T erd [to|hlol M, hlelM,
teRY,

which proves (2.11), and then the proof is complete.
Note that if wy(t/h) = 400, then ([2I0) is clear and so we could restrict in the estimates
above to all + € R such that wy(t/h) is finite. O

In the following we use two normalized sequences as above M = (My)aeng and N = (Na ) qen
and we compare them in the sense:
M<N if M,<N, a€cNL
This clearly implies
wn(t) < wm(t), teR?
In [27], Langenbruch uses his condition (1.2) to prove that the Hermite functions belong to the

spaces considered there. In the present paper we need, for the same reason, a mixed condition
that involves two sequences:

2.12 JH,C,B>0Va,f e N . a®?My < BCHIOHPIN, 4.
0 B B



6 NUCLEAR GLOBAL SPACES OF ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE FUNCTIONS IN THE MATRIX WEIGHTED SETTING

Remark 2.5. Condition ([ZI2]) yields that lim‘a|_,oo(Na)1/|a‘ = +o00. Indeed, since by con-
vention 0° = 1 and by definition a®/? := a/*.. ad/z , from (2I2) with 8 = 0 we get, for
oo 1= max<j<a v,

Nol{/\a| > B—@—‘C_1H_1(aa/2)1/\a| :B_Ti\C‘lﬂ‘l(oz?l/2 » gd/2)1/\a|

o

> BTRCT H (Jald=/) el = BTRICT H <d

) — +00.

3. Global ultradifferentiable functions in the matrix weighted
setting

In this section we consider matrices of normalized sequences (M(g )) x>0,aend Of real positive
numbers:

(3.1) M= {MY)y0: MY = (MWY) e, MY =1, MY < M@ for all 0 < A < &}

«

We call M a weight matriz and consider matrix weighted global ultradifferentiable functions of
Roumieu type defined as follows (from now on || - ||« denotes the supremum norm):

Spowy = {f € C¥(RY - 300 >0, |fllannn = . %q;}
{M} = : ) ) oo,M,h - p Y " 7

S{M} = U S{M(A)} = {f S COO(Rd) : HC, h,)\ > 0, ||fHOO’M()\)’h < C},

A>0
endowed with the inductive limit topology (which may be thought countable if we take A\, h €
N). For the Beurling setting, similarly we put:
S(M) = {f S COO(Rd) : Vh >0 E|Ch > 0, Hf”oo,M,h < Ch},
S(M) = m S(M()\)) = {f S COO(Rd) : Vh, A>0 HC)\JL > 0, ||fHOO’M()\)7h < C)\7h},
A>0

endowed with the projective limit topology (countable for A=* A=t € N).

Now we consider different conditions on the weight matrices that we use following the lines
of [27]. The next basic condition extends (1.2) of [27] in the Roumieu case and is needed to
show that the Hermite functions belong to Saq (see Proposition .7):

(3.2) YA>03k>\B,C.H>0Y,BeNT:  a2MyY < BOlI e+ ")

The analogous condition to (B:2]) in the Beurling case, which is needed to show that the Hermite

functions belong to Sy is the following (see Proposition A.7):
VA>030<k<A\H>0YC>03B>0Va,BeN]:

(33) a/2M < BCIQ‘Hla—i_B‘M()\)

Remark 3.1. Similarly, as commented in Remark for (2.12)), property (B2)) (property
B3)) yields that limjs e (M)l = 4oo for some x > 0, and hence for all &' > &
(1m0 (M) V10! = 400 for all A > 0).
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We also need to extend condition (3.7) of [27] to the matrix weighted setting. First, we state
it in the Roumieu case:

(3.4) YA>038>MNA>1Va,BeNT: MMM < Ale+slp®)
and in the Beurling case:
(3.5) YA>030<k<ANA>1Va,BeNG: MEMP < Aty

The extensions of condition (Z.7)) (mized derivation closedness properties) for a weight matrix
M in the Roumieu and Beurling cases read as follows:

(3.6) YA>03Ik>NA>1VaeNL1<j<d: MY, <APHIMP,
(3.7) YA>030<k<ANA>1VaeNL1<j<d: MY, <AFMY,

The following conditions generalize (Z8]) to the weight matrix setting:
(3.8) YA>03k>AA>1Va,BeNi: MY, < Al p)
(3.9) YA>030<k<ANA>1Va,BeNi: MY, < AHPpyMp.

It is immediate that for any given matrix M satisfying (3.8]) and (3.4]) we can replace in the
definition of Syaqy the seminorm || - || ppov , by

120 f |

up .
apeng BB M MY

We have an analogous statement for the class Siaq) under ([3.9) and (3.5). When we define the
spaces Sy or Sy with the weighted L? norms treated below in (3.I7), the similar property
holds.

Lemma 3.2. Let M be a weight matriz as defined in (B.1]).
If B6) holds, then
VA>03k>\B;,B,>1VteR?:
(3.10) -
(1+ [t expwngen (1) < Biexp wpgon (Bat).
If B1) holds, then
(3.11) VA>030<k<AB;,B,>1VteR’:
. (1+ [t expwngon (1) < Brexp wygeo (Bat).

Proof. First, we consider the Roumieu case. By 2(d + 1) iterated applications of (B.6]) we find
Kodi2 = Kogy1 = ... > k1 > A > 0 and Aq,...,Aggre > 1 such that, for all a € Ng and
1<j<d,

oY) laf+2d+2 5 r(r1)
Ma+2(d+1)ej < Al Ma+(2d+1)ej
la|+2d+2 4|af+2d+1 5 r(s2)
S Al A2 MOH‘22d€j
al+2d+2 4 |a|+2d+1 al+1 K
< o< Al Al '”A‘2d|+2M<§¢2d+2)
(312) < A|a\+2d+2M(§ﬁ)
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for A = (max{Ay,..., Asqi2})?? and k = Koqyo.
Now, setting |t|w := maxi<;<q|t;|, we have, for |t|o > 1,
2(d+1) 2(d+1)
2d + 2 2d + 2
e = 3 () < X (M) e
j=0 J =\
2(d+1)
= ~ J

since [t| = /3 +... +t3 < Vd|t|. Therefore, by the definition of the associated weight
function, choosing £ > A > 0 as in ([3.12]), we have, assuming |t|o, = ¢; for some 1 < j < d and
|t|oo > 1:

%]

M

(1 + [¢))2Y exp wpgeo () < (4d)*H[t,]24D sup

aENg

‘(At)a+2(d+l)ej ‘

IN

(4d)**" sup
oy My lpar)e,

PR (V; ) B
< (4d)“"" sup = (4d)""" exp wpypon (At).
peng MY

On the other hand, if t € R? with |t|o, < 1, then |t| < v/d and hence, for & as in (B12),

(14 [t)) 24D exp wppeo (1) < Cy < Cy exp wyn (At),

with C'y depending on A since xk depends on .
We have thus proved ([BI0) with B; = max{(4d)*"!,C,\} and By = A.
In the Beurling case, by 2(d + 1) iterated applications of ([B.7), we find 0 < kogio < Kogr1 <
<Ky < AXand A, ..., Asgio > 1 such that

(313) MO > ATTME) > AT A0

—la]=1 y—]al-2 |a|—2d—2 7 r(k2d+2) || —2d—2 7 r(K)
> Al A2 A2d+2 Ma+2 (d+1)e; > A" Ma+2 (d+1)e;°
for A = (max{Ai,..., Aszi2})?**? and k := Kagio. Then we proceed as in the Roumieu case

and prove that
(1 + )@Y exp wygon (1) < B exp wygeo (At),

for B := max{(4d)*", max, _ (1 + [t])* T exp wpgon () }-
The proof is complete. O

Lemma 3.3. Let M be a weight matriz that satisfies [B.1). Then
VA>0,NeNI0O<k<\NAB>1VtecR\ {0}:
wm (B) + Nlog [t < wpie (At) + B.

Let M be a weight matriz that satisfies [B.0]). Then
VA>0,NeN3Irx>\NAB>1VteR {0}:
wnme (1) + Nlog [t] < wygon (At) + B.

(3.14)

(3.15)
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Proof. If t € R?\ {0}, then by the definition of the associated weight function, for 1 < j < d
such that |t| = t;,

Y exp wypon (1) < (Vd|t]oo)N expwpon (8) = dV2|t5]N exp wppo (1)

. to ta—i—NeJ-
(3.16) = dN/2|tNeJ| sup —‘ (J\) = dN? sup | 5 ‘,
aGNgyt Ma aENg’t Ma

where Nj , is defined by (2.9). This estimate is valid for any given index A > 0.
In the Beurling case, by N iterated applications of (B7) we find ky < ky_1 < ... <k <A
and Ay, ..., Ay > 1such that, for A := (max{A,,..., Ay})" and s := Ky, we have, proceeding

as in (3.13)), Mo(;i)Nej < AleHN AN | Therefore

At a+Ne;
[t exp wyen () < d™? sup % < dV/? exp wppen (At),
O‘ENg,t Ma—i—NeJ-

and we conclude that (BI4) is satisfied for B := max{% logd, 1}.
In the Roumieu case we make N iterated applications of (3.6) and we find indices k :=
KN > KN_1 > ...> k1 > Xand Ay, ..., Ay > 1 such that, for A := (max{A;,..., Ay})" and

Kk = kn, as in ([B12) we have that M(i)jr)Nej < Alel+N 178 and hence from (B16):

N N/2 etV v [(At)* NG|
|t]™ expwpien (t) < d7/° sup - S 47 sup ™ < dV* expuwyo (Al),
aENgyt [e} O‘ENg,t a+Ne;
so that (BIF) is satisfied with B = max{% logd, 1}. O

Now, we consider the different system of seminorms

l2207 £ |2

(317) ||f|| N p = SuUp —/———~—, )\a h > Oa
2,M™ BN h‘a%lM&)B
on Sy and Sy, where || - ||z is the L? norm. Under suitable conditions on the weight matrix

M, it turns out to be equivalent to the previous one given by sup norms, as we prove in the
following

Proposition 3.4. Let M be a weight matriz as defined in ([B.1)) that satisfies [B.3) and (3.7
(B2) and B.6)). Then the system of seminorms || - || v 1 Sy (Sgay) is equivalent to
the system of seminorms || - ||y a0 - More precisely, in the Beurling case we have the following
two conditions for every f € C*°(RY)

(318)  IC1>0VAA>036>0h=lapn>0:  [[fllamoon < Cillflloonaeo i

(319) YANR>03E>0,Chn>0,h=hyp >0 | flleomoon < Conllfllonae s
in the Roumieu case we have the following two conditions, for every f € C(R?),

(3.20) VAR>03C,>0,362N0>0: || fllane s < Canllflloo oo s,

(3.21) YAMR>03Cn, >0,5>0,h>0:  |flemmi < Crnllfllanaon s -



10 NUCLEAR GLOBAL SPACES OF ULTRADIFFERENTIABLE FUNCTIONS IN THE MATRIX WEIGHTED SETTING

Proof. Let f € C*°(R?). Then, for C; = ([za de)lpa we have

|20° flla < CHlI(1 + [2]*) % 207 () .
If |z|o <1, then

d+1

1+ 2T < (1 +de)2)F <1+d)F
On the other hand, if |z|s > 1 then

d+1

1+ 2T < (Jof2 + |22)F < (|22 + djz]2)F < (d+1)F |2]E
Therefore, for any fixed x € RY, being |x|o, = |z;| for some 1 < j < d, we have
(14 |2) % 2% < (d+ 1) max{|a®T@De | |22}
and hence
d+1

1207 flls < Ci(d +1) "2 max{||z*H V27 f]| o, [ D207 f |,
|l EEVDE f o (|20 fll oo }-

Now, we consider separately the Beurling and Roumieu cases. In the Beurling case, for every
A h > 0 we first estimate ||z 98 f|l, v, in order to use B:22). By (d + 1) iterated

applications of ([B7) there exist 0 < k1= kg1 < kg < ... <Ky < Xand Ay,..., Az > 1 (4;
< A‘a+5|+d+1M()‘)

(3.22)

depending on \) such that, proceeding as in (B3.13]), we obtaln M™)

a+B+(d+1)e; A atp
for Ay = (max{A;,..., Ag1})?™ > 1. Hence, we deduce
’|xa+(d+1)ej anH ||xa+(d+l)6j anHoo . hd+1A|a+g\+d+1
at Bl A f ) o () A ’
hl +B‘Ma+ﬁ ~ hletBirdRIAL T a+B+(d+1)e;
Therefore, from (3.22)) and the fact that M®*) < M® | we have for every A, h > 0,
||xaaﬁf||2 <Cl(d + 1)% max ||xa+(d+l 618ﬁf||00 hd+1A‘a+ﬁ|+d+1
plot8Ip ) hloctBla+1 77 ) ' |
(3 23) a+f +B8+(d+1)e1
|zt dteads £l it Aol 2207 £l }
«a (%) «
h| +B\+d+1M 4 (d41)es h| +B\M

If h > 1 then ht AITIHFT < (p A )lotBlHdtl T () < b < 1 then hHHLARFATITT < glotflvdst
Hence, for

- min

=L ifh>1,
h = A

1
ol =a;
min< 2 h hif0<h<
Ay Ay )
we obtain
d+1
[fllonen < Crld+ 1) 2 (| £l o naco -

This shows (3.IJ).
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Now, since §! < 5‘151 .. .52‘1 = §°, we have (a%!&)! < (‘;)5! < 2lel§d So it follows by Leibnitz’s

rule and [27, formula (2.3)] that, for some Cy > 0,
12°0° flloo < G2 sup  [|07(a*07 f)|l2

7] oo <2d+2
<a s 3 (1)1l
leo <2442 5
(3.24) < Oy sup Z (Z)2|0¢55||x06—605+’y—6f”2'
[Yloo S2d+2 5
<a

On the other hand, by |v| iterated applications of ([3.7)), there exist 0 < K 1= K|y < Kjy—1 <

.< k1 < Xand Ay, ..., A, > 1such that, for Ay := | |m<a2>ccl 2(maX{A1, ., Ay HP, we have
Yoo +

M(i'i)m < A"HBH'MSFB By (B3), there exist 0 < k < x and H > 0 such that for all C' > 0
there is B > 0 so that

20 e _ )
Tlass g =~z Supb 5 '
h\a+5|Ma+B YleoS2d+2 5 hla+B+y— 25\M

i<a

+B+v—26
_2|a\A\)\a+ﬁ+’Y\Bc\2é\H|a+ﬁ+v|.

Observe that k may depend on 7. From (3.1]) we can consider in the previous estimates, instead
of K, the minimum of all these & for |y|, < 2d+ 2, so that we can finally choose k independent
of . Since |y| < d|v]oo < 2d(d + 1) we have

a b a—08§ AB+v—9
20T e. 0, (o040 gy (g) [t i
h‘a+5|Ma+g Moo<2d+2 5 hlatB+y=28 pf ot By—25

<a

.(2HA)\)|OC+B+'Y—26‘h"}/—26| )

Now, if b > 1, then h=21 < ple+8+v=20l " And if 0 < h < 1, then =2l < 1 when |y — 25| >0
and R =2l < p=hl < p=2d@+1) when |y — 26| < 0. For

1 .
(3.25) ho={ 2 Tingt !
—2HA,\ 1 < <1,

taking into account that

2 (g) < dhl < g,

0y

we finally have that for all A, ~ > 0 there exist &, C; > 0 and h> 0, such that
(3.26) [ flloo ) n < Canll fllo e -

Since neither H nor Ay are depending on h, we have h — 0 as h — 0. This shows (3I9) and
concludes the proof in the Beurling case.
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Let us now consider the Roumieu case. In (3.22)), for any given A by (d + 1) iterated appli-
cations of (B.6]), we obtain k := kg1 > kg > ... > K1 > A >0and Ay, .. Ad+1 > 1 such that,

for Ay := (max{Ay,..., Ag1})*, we have M( ) A‘a+6|+d+lM atp- Then from (B.22)

a+p+(d+1)e; —
and the fact that Mé’fﬁ > M(JF)B we obtain, given a fixed h > 0, for h := max{hAy, 1},

anpB a B a+(d+1)e; AB
=" fll2 Co(d+ 1) max [2°0° flloo |2 50 fHooA\aJrﬁlerH
M M MY
a+p a+p o4-B+(d+1)e;

a 9B a+(d+1)e; 98
< Cy(d + 1) S Hlakotant g { [BRe f||oo7 o 0007 }
h|a+ﬁ\M pla+Bl+d+1 A +6+(d+1)

Hence, dividing by Ale+8!,

1220 fl 4174

= < Cid+1) 2 DT flloo oo a5
o (Ki) oo, b

h’| Al a+p3

then (3.20) is proved, with Cy, = C1(d + 1) A1 (observe that & depends on h and \).
Now, given any A > 0 consider x > A\ > O and B,C,H > 0 as in (3.2). Then, by || iterated
applications of ([B.0), there exist k := /<a| | > ... >k > k> XNand Aq,..., Ap > 1 such that,

for Ay == (max{A,..., A4, H", M +ﬁ+ A‘awﬂ‘Maw So, from (Bﬂ) with h = 1 and &

instead of A\, applying GZE) and proceedlng as before, we get

9P a—38 f+~y—4
(3.27) % < CyBOMET) qup Z (g) (24, H)la+b+ | (?) Sll2
Mg Moo <2d+2 5 Mg 95
<a

Since for every h > 0 and «, 3,7, 0 as above

[z 2070 £

25| 11N
hlotB+y=21 ] a+B+v—26

< Hf||2,M(A>,ha
dividing (3.27) by (2A,Hh)1*+5 we obtain

||x°‘85f||oo 4d(d+1 Y —|26
— < [ Fllapgn p CoBCHH) qup 2A\Hh)p~ 12,
(QAAHh)m"'B‘M(EZ_)ﬁ H H2,M A h 2 |7|w<2d+2§ 5 ( A )

Taking the sup on « and § in the left-hand side, we then get (3.21)) with h =2A,Hh and

Con = CoBC@+D  gyp Z ( ) (2A,Hh)N p=121,

V|00 <2d+2 5<
O

We observe that in (8.18) the constant C) is fixed (it depends only on the dimension d), and
moreover we only need (3.7 to prove it. On the other hand, to obtain (3.19) we consider (3.7))
and (33). In the Roumieu case we just need (3.6) to prove (3.20), while for the proof of (3:21))
we use ([3.2) to choose k > X and then ([B.0) to get & > k.
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4. Hermite functions: properties in the matrix setting

We recall the definition of the Hermite functions H., for v € N&:

H, () == 2Ny 174~ 2p, (2 )exp< Z ) z € RY,

where N, are the Hermite polynomials

ho(z) := D exp (Zx ) - 07 exp (—fo) , z e R

Jj=1

) |$3w

As in [27] we consider, for f € C*(R?), the operators

A:I:,i(f) = :Famzf -+ LL’Z'f, 1 S 7 S d,
d

AL(f) =[JAz).  aeN

i=1
with AS ;= id.
By [30, Example 29.5(2)] setting Hg =0 if 5; = —1 for some 1 < j < d, we have
2v;Hy—;, 'YENg-
It follows that
(A1) A%(Hyo) = [] A% (Hye) = [] (V20 H, =2, a,y €N
1<j<d 1<j<d

We also recall the following two lemmas from [27]:

Lemma 4.1. Let f € C®(R?). Then, for all v € N and x € R?,
(AL)(@) = > Cap()z®d’ f(x),
a+p<y

for some coefficients C, g(7y) satisfying
| 1/2
Cap <3N (—"=) . aByeN

’ - (a+ B)!

Lemma 4.2. For all a, 3,7 € N¢
. N\ 1/2
||x0‘85H ||2 < 2‘ 41 (M) .
!
We can generalize Lemma 3.1(b) of [27] in the following way:

Lemma 4.3. Let M = (Ma)aewa and N = (No)aena be two sequences satisfying 212) for

some C,B,H > 0. Assume that f € C®(RY) satisfies, for some C; > 0 and for the same
constant C' as in (212,

a&ﬁ
(4.2) Iflorcc = sup 20z

——— < (.
a,pend ClotPl Mo g
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Then
|ALflle < CLBe (9VRHO)IN,, € Ny,

Proof. By Stirling’s inequality e (%) <n!<en (%) for any n € N. Hence, by Lemma 4.1 and
the assumption (4.2), we have

IALf 2 < D [1Cap()] - 12°0° £z

a+p<y

1/2
< ¢3! ( 7 ) ~ o - gycletslyy
S O a_%;, a+f (v—a-p5) +6

-8B

o () o) e
>~ U1 ] — a+p

a+pB<y Jj=1 €xp {h;{J}

< ¢y 3Mloh/2ed/2 Z ( +5)( —a—ﬁ)%ofﬁ

a+B<y

Applying now [2I2) and >_ 5, (alﬁ) < 3N (by 27 pg 274]), we get

14T fllo < Cre®2(3v2)N1 Y ( ; )BCW_Q_BHW'NWCIMB

a+pf<y ath

< CBe*(9vV2)P(CH)M N,

As a corollary, we immediately have the following

Lemma 4.4. Let M be a weight matriz satisfying [B.2) and assume that f € C*(RY) satisfies,
for some X\, C; > 0

(4-3> Hf||2,M(A>,C <C
for the constant C' of ([B.2). Then
|AY fll2 < C1Be®?(9v2HC)N ML, vy € N,

with k, B, H,C as in (8.2]).
If M satisfies B3) and if, for some A > 0, f € C*(R?) satisfies

[ fllone0 0 < Cr
for the constant k < X of [B.3) and for some C,Cy > 0, then
|AY fll2 < C1Be®?(OV2HO) M), vy e N,
where H = H(\) and B = B(C, \) are given by (33).

The following lemma generalizes [27, Lemma 3.2(b)].
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Lemma 4.5. Let M = (Ma)qeng and N = (Nq)qena be two weight sequences satisfying [2.12).
Then

98 H
VL o = sup A2 Hlle o pmeirie) g e g

where Y2 = (11?, .. ,761/2) and B,C, H > 0 are the constants in (2.12).
Proof. For a, 3,7 € Nd we set
J:I{jGN: 1§j§d,0&j+ﬁj§’yj}
JO={jeN: 1<j<da;+p;>n}
Then for any § € N? we denote
(5] = Zéjej, (SJc = Z 5]'6]‘,
jed jeJe

so that § = §; + d7.. By Lemma [£.2] and (2.12)), we have

o N
’|«Ta85Hy’|2 < = (M) < 2‘ 32 (a+ﬁ+7)TB

!
ajc+B e O‘JJFﬁJ
< 92lo+Bl (e +5Jc)7J 57 v,

]+5J 1

Mo, ,C1F1

(4.4) < BRHC)*IN, .z,

Now, since s has the j-th entry equal to a; for j € J and 0 for j € J¢,
aJ+5J itP5 ag+B8y

(4.5) 1 —Hvﬂ [0 =

jed jeJ jeJe

Moreover, by Lemma [2.4]

(46) MaJ+BJC|aJ+ﬁJ\ > sup ‘taJ—i-ﬁJe—wm(t/C)‘ > fy&J;FﬁJ e_wM(ﬁ{l/z/C)7
teRd

taking t = /2.
If we replace (A1) and ([@.6]) in (£4) we finally get

|20 H, || < BZHC) "IN, 4 ges /),
U

Proposition 4.6. Let M be a weight matriz that satisfies B.2) and B6) (B3) and B1)).
Then H, € Sqmy (Hy € Siamy) for all v € Ng.

Proof. By Lemma [4.0] if (3.2)) is satisfied, we have

VA>03 k> X 3B,C,H >0 [[2°0°H,|l, < BRHC) MY emm 072/
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Hence H, € Sy by Proposition 3.4l Similarly, in the Beurling case, if (3.3)) is satisfied, we
obtain
VA>03d0<k <\, dH>0:VC >0dB>0:
@ o A w 1/2
2907 H, ||, < B2ZHC)FPIM2) ; om0/

So H, € Sy by Proposition .41 O

The next result gives information about the non-triviality of the classes Sgaqy and Siu).
Indeed, we characterize when the Hermite functions /., are contained in such classes.

Proposition 4.7. Let M be a weight matriz that satisfies [3.6), (8.4); then the following are
equivalent:

(@) IN>03C,C;>0: a2 <MY, Va e NI
(b) M satisfies (32),

(¢) H, € Samy for all v € Ni.
If M satisfies (31), (B.H), then the following are equivalent:
(@) YA,C >03C; >0: a2 <CiClMMY, Vo e N
(b) M satisfies (33);

(¢) H, € S for all v € N.

Proof. The implications (b) = (c) and (b)" = (¢)’ follow from Proposition €6l To see (a) = (b),
fix an arbitrary g > 0 and X as in (a). We have

oza/2Mé“) < C'1C|Q‘M(§’\)Mé“).
So, for v = max{\, u}, by B1)) and (3.4)), there exists k > v and A > 1 such that
a®?MY) < OO MY MY < ¢ 0l Al o, 5 e N

Now, we prove (a)’ = (b)'. For any given A > 0, let 0 < x < A and A > 1 such that (3.5) holds.
By (a)" applied to this &, there is, for any C' > 0, some C; > 0 depending on x and C' such that

aa/2Méﬁ) < Clc\alMéﬁ)Méﬁ) < ClC‘a|A‘a+ﬁ|Mg‘)

d
v o, €N

If (c) holds, in particular, Hy € Sr. Hence there exist some C,h > 0 and A > 0 such that
2% Hol|se < CRIPIMEY for all o € N¢. Taking z = a'/2, a € N¢ arbitrary, yields

L a aa/2 — 1 _
|aa/2H0(oz1/2)| _ o 1/26—a1/2 . d/26 ag/2 _ aa/ze |a\/2.

Topd/aTl d rd/4

Hence a®/2r~=4/4¢=10l/2 < || 29 Hy||oo < CRI®MEY for all o € NZ, which shows (a).
The Beurling case (¢)’ = (a)’ is analogous since now, for any given A and h > 0, there exists
Cyp > 0 such that [|2%Ho||s < Cynhl® MY for all o € NE. O



C. Borrr, D. JORNET, A. OLIARO AND G. SCHINDL 17

5. Matrix sequence spaces

Let us consider, for M = (Ma)aeNg, the following sequence spaces in the Roumieu and the
Beurling cases:

Apg = {c=(ca) €C¥: I >0, |lc|lan = sup |Cal ™M@ M) < 4oo},
aeNg

Aapy = {c=(ca) €CY . YA >0, |c|mn < +00}.
Since h — wnm(a'/?/h) is decreasing we can also write
Apay = {c=(ca) €C: Fj €N, |lc|m; < +o0},
Aoty ={c=(ca) €CY: VjeN, |cmuy; < +oo}.
Indeed, it sufficies to take j = [h] + 1 in the Roumieu case and j = [ﬂ + 1 in the Beurling case.
Now, for a weight matrix M as in (3.1)) we denote
A{M} = U A{M(A)} = {C = (Ca) c (CNg : E|>\,h > 0, HCHM(A)’h < —|—OO},
A>0
A(M) = ﬂ A(M(A)) = {C = (Ca) S CNg : V)\, h > O, ||C||M(A)7h < —0—00}.
A>0
Since MM < M® for 0 < A < k by assumption, then Wapy > Waps).  Moreover ho—
e“nin (@2/h) o decreasing for all & > 0, o € Ng. Tt follows that we can write Apuy (A)) as
inductive (projective) limit:
(5.1) Ay ={c=(ca) €CY 2 FjEN, |lc|lyw; < +o0},
(5.2) Ay ={c=(ca) €CY: Vj €N, |lc|yam 1/; < +oo}.
We observe that by Remark 2.3 it seems natural to require that lim‘a|_>oo(Ma)1/ ol = 400 for
the definition of Ay and Apvy. In fact, otherwise wm(t) = +oo for all large ¢ € R? and we
get Aoy = {0} and Ay consisting of sequences having only finitely many values # 0.

However, in our next main result, by Remark Bl and assumption (3.2]) ((33]) respectively),
we have the warranty of the finiteness of all associated weight functions under consideration.

Theorem 5.1. Let M be a weight matriz satisfying 3.2) and [B.0). Then the Hermite func-
tions are an absolute Schauder basis in Siaqy and

T: S{M} — A{M}
F o 6y o= ([ 10 (01 )

d
'yENO

defines an isomorphism.
If M satisfies (3.3) and (B.1), then the Hermite functions are an absolute Schauder basis in
Smy and the above defined operator T': Sy — Ay s an isomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition B4l we can assume that Sgaqy and Siaq) are defined by L? norms. First,
we consider the Roumieu case. If f € Sguqy, there exist A, C, C; > 0 such that

Hf||2,M(A),c =: (] < +o0.
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By (@I) and Lemma 4] there exists x > A, B,C, H > 0 such that for all v, € N, since
|H,|]2 =1 for all v € NZ, we have

S = [ H) Py < 1 V2RI HL) P = [(f, A% (Hoa)?
= [(AY(f), Hysa) | S IAL(HB Hysall3 < CTB(9V2H )P (M),

Therefore, by definition of the associated weight function, and using the notation of (29]), since
(1)) = 29 = (772, we obtain

) ‘ < ClBed/2.

~1/2
& (e
|€,Y(f)|6wM(~)("/1/2/(9\/§HC)) — sup | Y | (;/)_HC
QENg,’Y Ma

Hence (&,(f))y € Ay and, more precisely, there exist & > A, H,C' > 0 and B > 1 such that

(5.3) & (It ovare < Be??|| fllomon ¢ -

This proves that 7" is continuous in the Roumieu case [30, Proposition 24.7].
On the other hand, given ¢ = (¢;),eng € Aqaqy, let A, C* > 0 such that

sup |C’y|6wM(A)(’Yl/2/C’*) — ||C||M(’\),C'* = Ci“ < 400.
yeNg

By Lemma [B.2], there exist x > X and By, By > 1 such that
_wM(A) (BQt)'l'wM(m) (t < Bl(l + |t‘) d—l—l) t c Rd'

)

Then, by ([B.2), there exist k' > x and B,C, H > 0 with C' > B,C*, such that, by Lemma [£.5]

ley| - |2%0° H, ||z < ‘CW‘(2H0)|Q+B\M ) Be Wity (/2/C)
< CfB (2HC)“’+B|MQ+66—WM(A>(V 12 /C* )y gy (Y12 (B2C*))

latB () A2 [\ THED
5.4 < C{BB(2HC)**PIM " <1+‘ ) :
(5.4 BeHo) ) (14| 2
Since here || denotes the Euclidean norm of the multi-index /2, we have
(55) ‘ 1/2‘2(d+1) (fy + . _'_,yd>d+1 > h/‘d—H'
Hence
lz20° : Jact8] 7 %) 1
2 lesl a0yl < CIBBy(HO) M, 5 ey
’”/GNO ’”/GNO < _l— BZC* >
1
* a+p
< cimm ORI Y L
'yENdl"— BQC*
B2cv*)2(d+1

= C;BB,(2HC) 1M Z (ByC*) 21 4 |y|d+17
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Hence
. < 5 _ *
(5.6) szeNg cy H, o ape CiBB,C = BB:C|c|lye e
for C' = Z*yENd(B2C*) (4+1) /((ByC*)2@HD) 4 |4|*H1) < 400, This shows that T~ is continuous

and, moreover, that (H,), is an absolute Schauder basis in Sga.
Let now f € S(aq) and A, C' > 0 be given. We consider 0 < x < X\, H, B > 0 as in (3.3)) (with
k and H depending only on \) and we set

Cr = || fllameo o < +o0.
By Lemma [4.3] we have
|AS flla < C1Be*(9V2HC) MDY, o e NI

Hence, proceeding as in the Roumieu case, we deduce that, for all A\,C' > 0, there exist 0 <
k < Xand B, H > 0 such that

(5.7) 16 (D)l pyzre < B2l fllamm -

This shows that 7' is continuous in the Beurling case.

Now, if ¢ = (cﬁ,),yeNg € Ay, then by ([B3) and Lemma B3] for all \,C > 0 there exist
0 <k <A\ and H,B >0 (with x and H depending only on \) such that

|2°0° H, |l < (2HC)* M) Berain 0H2/C),
By Lemma [3.2] there exist 0 < & < k and By, By > 1 such that
e_wM(”/)(B2t)+wM("€)() < B (1 + |t|) 2(d+1 ’ t c Rd

Since ¢ € Apg), we have
/)(Bz’yl/z/C)

sup |c.,|e“mts

= ’|CHM(~’),C/BQ =: (1 < +o0.
yeNd

Therefore, arguing as in the Roumieu case,

Z ley| - |z*0° H, ||s < CIB(QHC)IMB\M&)B Z o~ “nte) (B27 /2 /C) ey ) (1112 /C)
veNd veNd

1
T+ 7 O

< C\BB(2HCO) MY, Z

< BC,(2HC) M0,

for B = BB, D end CHAH) J(CHH) 1 |y|941) < 400, For all A\, h > 0 there exist then &' < X
and h = h/(2HB,) > 0 such that

(5.8) HZWEN% o, H,

This shows that 7' is continuous on Suq) and that (H,), is an absolute Schauder basis in
S(amy, which finishes the proof. O

> B||C||M<m'>,ﬁ-
2,MX) h
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As in [27, Corollary 3.6] we also have that the Fourier transform is well adapted to our spaces
and it is an isomorphism:

Corollary 5.2. Let M be a weight matriz satisfying (3.2)) and (3.0) (B3) and (B.7)). Then
the Fourier transform is an isomorphism in Sgaqy(RY) (S (RY) ).

Now, we prove that the spaces of sequences are nuclear.

Theorem 5.3. Let M = (MQ))»O,aeNg be a weight matriz satisfying 3.7). Then Ay is
nuclear.

Proof. By (5.2) and [10, Theorem 3.1], the sequence space Ay is nuclear if and only if

(5.9) VieNIENL>j: Ym0 eaam @) < poo

d
YENG

Moreover, by Lemma B3] condition (814 is satisfied. We can thus proceed as in the proof of
Theorem 1 of [9] to prove that (3.14) implies that the series in (5.9) converges, and hence A
is nuclear. To this aim we fix an index A > 0 and N € N with N > 2d and remark that if
the inequality (8.I4]) holds for A = 1/7 and k < A, then it holds also if, instead of x, we put
k' = 1/h with h € N, h > [%] + 1, since M®) < M® for ' < k and hence wyge) < W) -
Then, for ¢ > Ah (so that £ > Aj and ¢ > h > j and note that the constant A is also depending
on the chosen N):

E ewMu/j)(j’Yl/Q)—wMu/Z)(@’Yl/Q) < E ewMu/j)(j“/1/2)—wM(1/h)(Aj’Yl/2) +1

~veNd veENg\{0}
_Nlog |j~1/2 ._ 1
< Z e Nlogliv'/Fl+B 4 1 — B ;=N Z M—N/2+1<+OO’
vENG\{0} vENG\{0}
by our choice of N > 2d. This completes the proof. O

Concerning the Roumieu case we have the following result.

Theorem 5.4. Let M = (Mg‘))boﬂeNg be a weight matriz satisfying B.8). Then Agygy is
nuclear.

Proof. For
Ao j i= em (@!2/5)

we consider the matrices

L ) o . : 1
A= (a'%])aeNg, JEN? V= ('UOlv])aeNg, jEN Wlth 'UOlJ - aoz,j‘

We observe that A is a Kothe matrix since its entries are strictly positive and aq ; < aq j4+1 for
every j € N. We consider now the space

Ay ={e=(ca) €CY: V5 €N, Y ealaa, < oo}

aENg
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Since N¢ = Upenln with I, = {a € N¢ : |a] < m} and v, > 0 for every a and j, we have
that the matrix V satisfies the condition (D) of [5] (see also [4]). From [4, Theorem 18(1)] we
have that A\ is distinguished, and then, from [4, Corollary 8(f)| and (5.1]) we get

/
M), = Amy-
Since a Fréchet space is nuclear if and only if its dual is nuclear [32, pg. 78], it is enough to

prove that A(r) is nuclear; from [I0, Theorem 3.1] this is true if and only if

(5.10) VEENImeN,m>k: Y emom (M2 /m) g0 (2 IR) 4o
yeNg
By Lemma 3.3 we can now use ([3.15) with A = k and with a fixed N > 2d; since wygm) (t) <

wpo) (t) for every m > k, we can replace in ([B.15) x by m = max{k, Ak}, obtaining that for

every k € N there exists m > k such that
1/2 1/2
WhL(m) (L) + N log 7
m

m m

4172
< Wk (A—) + B,

for every v # 0. Since A < m/k we obtain

e“m(m) (Y2 /m)—wy vy (712 /E) < eBmMN 1 < eBmVN 1
=

for v # 0; since N > 2d we have that (5I0) holds, and then by estimating as in Theorem
the proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.5. If M = (Mrg/\))»o,aeNg is a weight matriz satisfying B3) and B.1), then the
space Sy 1s nuclear. If M satisfies [3.2) and (3.6]), then the space Sgamy is nuclear.

Proof. The Beurling case follows from Theorems [b.I] and [5.3] and the Roumieu case follows
from Theorems [5.1] and [5.4] O

Proposition 5.6. Let M = (Mé”)bomeNo be a weight matriz (with d = 1), such that each
sequence MW satisfies Z2) and lim,_,(M,)/? = +oo. Assume, moreover, that
Y
o . My
; NE
MO,

p €N,

satisfies p™ < u® for all0 < X < k and u(())‘) =1 for all A > 0. Then the following conditions
are equivalent:

(a) Vi ENTLEN£>j: 32 emn R )=o) o 4o

D) YA>030<r<AMA>1¥peN: MY <A+HMD.

Proof. 1f condition (b) is satisfied, then (B.7)) is satisfied and hence also condition (a), as we
already saw in the proof of Theorem [5.3l
Let us now assume condition (a) and prove (b). To this aim let us first remark that

(511) k—> W (1/5) (j]{il/z) — Whp(1/0) (61{?1/2)
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is decreasing. Indeed,
Wwni(1/0) (W{?lﬂ) — Wn(L/9) (jk‘l/2) = (wMu/z) (fk‘l/z) — Wn/o) (jk?l/2))
+ (MM(l/Z) (jkl/z) — Wn(L/9) (j/{;l/z)) = Wiy + Wa.

The first difference w; = wygase (CkY?) — wypase (jE'/?) is increasing since by definition ¢
wama/o (€) is convex (see the proof of Theorem 1 in [9] for the implication that the convexity
implies that w; is increasing).

To prove that also the second difference wy is increasing, we set

Sao () == #{p e N: pfV) <t}
and remark that, by (22]) (see [25, formula(3.11)]),
t
)
W) (t) = / Md&
0

s
Then

ds

t

by s) — 2 (s

wa/o () — wyasn (8) = / M0/ (5) . /5 (5)
0

is an increasing function of ¢ since
Yo (s) = Sypam (8), {> 7,

by the assumption ,ul(,l/é) < ,ul(,l/j) for ¢ > 7.
Therefore w; and wy are increasing and we have thus proved that (B.I1]) is decreasing. This
condition together with assumption (a) implies that

khm kem(1/5) R 2 =y e (6112) 0.
—+00

There exists then A > 1 such that

sup kem(1/ O =epg0/0 (K2) < 4
keN

and hence, for all £ € N,
warasn (GEY?) — wppase (C6Y?) < —log k 4 log A < —log(jkY/?) +log(j A).
Choosing, for every ¢ > 1, the smallest k¥ € N such that jk'/? € [t, (j + 1)t], we finally have
wyas (t) +logt < wygasm (75Y2) + log(jk'/?)

12
< w70 (fk‘l/z) + log(jA) < wppa/0 (5(] + l)t) + log(jA).

Since (B.12)) is trivial for 0 < ¢ < 1, we have proved that condition (ii) of Lemma[2.2]is satisfied
for N = M1/9) and M = M®/9 and hence, from (i) of Lemma 2] there exists A > 1 such
that

MUY < AN v e N,

p
Then, for all A > 0, choosing 7 € N so that % < ), there exists kK = % < % < X such that
condition (b) holds. O

Proposition yields now the following result.
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Theorem 5.7. Let M = (Mzg/\))/\>0,peNo be a weight matriz as in Proposition [5.6. Then the
space Aaqy is nuclear if and only if condition [B.7) is satisfied.

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem [5.3] and, in particular, (5.9]). O

Theorem 5.8. Let M = (MIS’\)),\>0,p€NO be a weight matriz as in Proposition [0.6. Then the
space Apagy is nuclear if and only if condition ([3.6)) is satisfied.

Proof. By the proof of Theorem [.4] we have that Ay is nuclear if and only if (5I0) is
satisfied, and this is equivalent to (B.6]) since, analogously as in Proposition [5.0] the following
two conditions are equivalent:

(CL)/ VieNIleN/I>7: Zl—:j M) (k1/2/z)_wM(j)(kl/2/j) < 400,
(b)) YA>03k>\NA>1VpeN: MY, <A,

Indeed, (b)" implies ([B.6) and hence (a)’, i.e. (5I0), in the one-dimensional case, by the proof
of Theorem (.41

Conversely, if (a)’ holds then for every fixed j € N, and ¢ > j as in (a)’, there exists A > ¢
such that

sup ]{;ewM(é) (kl/z/z)_wM(j)(kl/z/j) < A’
keN

since
ke wngo (K12 /0) = wnon (K172/)
is decreasing, similarly as in the proof of Proposition Then, for all k € N,
wae (B2 /0) — wao) (K% /5) < —logk +log A < —log(k'/?/0) +log(A/0).
If t > 1 we can choose a smallest k € N such that k'/2/¢ € [t, (1 + 1)¢] and obtain that
wypo (1) +log t < wygeo (K2 /0) + log(k'?/0)

< wpro (K72 /5) 4+ log(A/0) < wpe G <1 + %) t) +log(A/0).

Since (5.12) is trivial for 0 < ¢ < 1, we have that
Wh© (t) + logt < wpih) (At) + B, vVt > 0,
for A = f (1+4) > 1 and B = log(A/¢) > 0. By Lemma 22 with M = MY and N = M),

for every A > 0 we can choose j € N, 7 > X so that (b) is satisfied for k = ¢ > 7 > A. The
proof is complete. O

6. Rapidly decreasing ultradifferentiable functions

We shall now consider weight functions w defined as below:

Definition 6.1. A weight function is a continuous increasing function w : [0, +00) — [0, 4+00)
such that

() IL>1Vt>0: w(2t) < L(w(t) +1);

(B) w(t) =O0(t?) ast — +oo;
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(7) logt =o(w(t)) as t — +oo;
(0) @u(t) :==w(e) is convex on [0, +00).
Then we define w(t) :== w(|t]) if t € RZ

It is not restrictive to assume w|j1; = 0. As usual, we define the Young conjugate ¢, of ¢,
by

i (s) = sup{ts — o (1)},
>0
which is an increasing convex function such that ¢** = ¢, and ¢*(s)/s is increasing [23, 12].
We remark that condition () and the stronger condition w(t) = o(t?) as t tends to infinity are
needed in the Roumieu and Beurling cases for Corollaries [6.9] and 610l On the other hand,
condition () guarantees that ¢ is finite, so that, from the properties of ¢, (see [12] or [8,
Lemma A.1]) we easily obtain (cf. [33]):

Lemma 6.2. Let w: [0,+00) — [0,+00) be a weight function as in Definition[6.1], and set

(6.1) WY = exeeled x>0 e N
Then WY € R and the weight matrix
(62> Mw = (W(A)))\>0 = (Wo(zA)))\>0, aENg

satisfies the following properties:
(i) WO =1, )\ > 0;
( ) W eWa’)r)e, A> 0,0 € N witha; 20, andi=1,...,d;
< WO > 0< k<A
<W§?*W”), A>0,a,3 € Nd:

(i)

) W

) W,

v) Vh > o JA>1VYA>03D>1VaeNt:  plw < pwiV.
)

)

(iii
(iv

(vi) Both conditions ([B.6) and (3.7) are Ualzd
(vii) Conditions [B.4) and (3.5) are satisfied for Kk = X and A = 1.

Proof. Let us first remark that condition () of Definition ensures that W € R for all
A > 0 and o € Nd. Condition (i) is trivial since ¢ (0) = 0. Condition (ii) follows from the

convexity of ¢ :
* Ala|=1D)+X(Ja|+1 *
e3en0lal) — pFen (FEEEAEEL)  for(Ma—eil) g Rel(Mate)

The monotonicity property (iii) is clear since ¢ (s)/s is increasing. Properties (iv), (v) and
(vii) follow from [8, Lemma A.1]. Indeed, from [8, Lemma A.1(ix)]

peLOlatBl) < ok oh @A)+ el N8)

From [8, Lemma A.1(iv)] with A = L? + L and B = L?, where L is the constant of condition
(a) of Definition [6.1]

ploledetlal < A, et (Xla)

for all N > ABUes 1 and A, = ex (1) les bl - gy, [8, Lemma A.1(ii)]

exeoNaD+3eL(MBD) < pxes(Matsl)
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Finally, (vi) is an immediate consequence of (iv). O

Let us now define the spaces of rapidly decreasing w-ultradifferentiable functions, in the
Roumieu case

Spy(RY) == {f € C=(RY): IN>0,C>0: sup [[a°0° f|lpoe 2#eNat5) < 0}

a,BeNE
aaﬁ ~
CFeC®RY: 0,050 |fllewe = sup WSl o
oo, W )
(X,BEN% WO!-"-B

and in the Beurling case
S(w Rd {fECOO(Rd) V)\>OE|C)\ >0: Hf”oo,W(A) SC)\}
From Lemma [6.2(iv) and (vii) (see also [6] Thm. 4.8]):

50 240 flo
S{w} {fGC' (Rd)Z El)\>0,C>0 SU%dWSC}
and
9P
Swy(RY) ={f € C®RY): VA>03C, >0: sup 120" flle < Gy}

apeng WNWHY

We refer to [0, 8, 21] for more equivalent seminorms on S, (R?), if w(t) = o(t?).
We can also insert hl®*Al at the denominator (for some h > 0 in the Roumieu case and for
all h > 0 in the Beurling case) by Lemma [6.2(v). In particular, we have the following

Proposition 6.3. Let w be a weight function and M, the weight matriz defined in (6.1)), (6.2)).
We have Spa,y = Sty (R?) and S,y = Sy (RY) and the equalities are also topological.

Remark 6.4. We observe that for the weight function w(t) = log®(1 + t), for some s > 1, we
have that S(,)(R) never equals S(yz,)(R) for any sequence (M,),en,. Hence, Sy (R) cannot be
defined with sequences as in [27] when (M),) satisfies (MO0), (M1) and (M2)" (see [L1] for the
definition of (M0); (M1) and (M2) are recalled in (2Z2)) and (2.4)).

Indeed, by [1I, Example 20], £ (R) # Ea,)(R) for any sequence (M,) as considered just
above, Where Ew(R) and Euy) (R ) are the spaces of ultradifferentiable functions defined by
weights and sequences (for the definitions see [11]). We fix a sequence (M,) and prove that
Sw)(R) # S, (R). Clearly, we can assume that (M),) is non-quasianalytic since the weight
w is non-quasi-analytic. In particular, (M,) satisfies (M0) (see [11], condition (M3)’, and use
also (M1)). If f € En,)(R) \ Ewy(R), then there are a compact set K C R and m € N such
that _

sup sup \f(j)(x)|e_m“p*(i) = +00.
j€ENp zeK
Hence

Vn € N dz, € K, j, € N such that \f(j”)(:cn)| > nemw(%).

Since K is compact we can assume that the sequence (z,) converges to some zy € K. Let
¢ € D, (R) (the space of functions in &y, (R) with compact support) with ¢ = 1 in a
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neighbourhood of zy. Then g = f¢ € D) (R) C Siar,)(R) but, for n sufficiently large,
199 ()| _ 19 (@)

> n — +o00,

3

emw*(%) B emw*(#)
and hence g ¢ S(,)(R) (see the definition of S, (R) above).
Analogously, for f € £y (R) \ Ea,)(R) we can construct g € Sy (R) \ Siar,) (R).
The same arguments are valid for the Roumieu case and for dimension bigger than one
(considering always isotropic classes).

The following Lemma was proved in dimension 1 in [24, Lemma 2.5]; here we give a version
of it in dimension d.

Lemma 6.5. Let w be a weight function. Then there exists a constant B > 0 and, for every
A > 0, there exists C > 0, such that

(6.3) Mo (1) < w(t) < Blwwo (1) + Ch, t € R

Proof. For t = 0 the thesis is trivial, so we can consider ¢ # 0. Since [t¢| < [t|l*] for every
multi-index «, we have
%]

s < s {Aalloglt] — ¢ (Aal)}

aeNg,t

Aww (t) = A sup log

aENgyt
< @, (logt]) = w(?),
so the first inequality of (6.3]) is proved. Now, similarly to [33, proof of Lemma 5.7], we can
prove that, for every ¢ € R? such that [t| > ers(M/A,
(6.4) w(t) <2 sup {AM log [t| — @5, (AM)}.

MeNy

Observe now that for every t € R% we have |t| < V/d|t|oc < d|t|oo. Then by [8, Remark
2.2(ii)],

(6.5) w(t) < w(d|tfeo) < D (w([tl0) + 1),

for Dg= L+ L*+ ...+ L% where L is the constant of condition () in Definition [6.1]

Fix now t € R? with [t| > e®¢W/A and let jy be such that [t|o, = |t;,]; for every M € Ny, we
then write ay; := Mej,. We then have [¢|2 = [t*M], and so by (6.4) we obtain
2] %]

w([too) = w([tjo]) < 2A sup log crn al)/A

MeNg m - 2)\MW()\) (t)7

< 2\ sup log

aeNg,t

since oy € N§, due to the fact that ¢;, # 0 (we are in fact considering ¢ € R? such that
[t| > er=MN/A), By (6.5) we then obtain

(.U(t) S QAdeW(,\)(t) + Dd
for |t| > e?«M/A Then the second inequality of (6.3]) holds for
B=2D; and C\=Dy;+ sup w(t).

|t|<ewl(N)/X



C. Borrr, D. JORNET, A. OLIARO AND G. SCHINDL 27

Lemma 6.6. Let w be a weight function and consider the weight matriz M, as defined in

@1), ©2). Then, for r > 0:
(a) w(t) = O(Y") ast — +oo if and only if

(6.6) YA>03C,D>1VaeN: o™ < DWW,
(b) w(t) = o(t'/") as t — +o0 if and only if
(6.7) VAD>03C>1VYaeN: o < DWW,

Moreover, in the conditions above we can replace “~Y X7 by “3IN".

Proof. We only consider the case “ V A", since the proof for the case “ 3\” is analogous.
(a): If w(t) = O(t/") as t — +o0, there exists ¢ > 1 such that

w(t) < ct'" 4, >0,

and hence
Puly) =w(e?) <ce’" +¢,  y>0.
Then
¢ (x) = sup{wy — @u(y)} > sup{ay — e} — ¢
y=>0 y>0
(68> = xIr <10gx_r _ 1) _ C, lf T Z E
¢ r

Therefore, for every A > 0 and j € N with j > -5, choosing # = Aj and multiplying by 1/X in
(6.8), we have
c

1 \j - A
—pr(Nj) > gr logi -1 - ©_ log 77" —I—jrlog—r - —
A c ec A

>

and hence, for j > -5,

(6.9) jjr < 6”“’0‘)) <§C) ex < éADg\Wj(/\)

r
for C, = e/*, D, = max { (%)T , 1}, and Wj = e#o(M)/X Enlarging the constants C, Dy we
have (6.9) for all j € N. Then,

A" =i ol < C\DP WY L DYWL

oq

and so we obtain (B.6) for C' = C¢ in view of Lemma B.2(vii).
Conversely, if (6.6]) holds then, by definition of associated function we obtain, for z € R,

« C Dl D
wwo (z) = sup log V|;( |) < sup log|z“| o < sup (logC—l—Zlog%).

aeNg | a aeNg | aeNg =1 j
Consider now j such that z; # 0 (otherwise the corresponding addend in the previous sum is
0). A simple computation shows that

sup logM < suplogw < i(\zj|D)1/T.
o EN a; >0 e
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We then have

d
d
(6.10) wwm (2) <logC + Z £(|zj|D)1/T’ <logC + £(|Z|D)1/’".
j=1
By Lemma 6.5, we have w(z) = w(|z]) = O(]z|V/") as |z| — 400 for z € R?, which is equivalent
to w(t) = O(tY") as t — +oo for t € R.
(b): If w(t) = o(tY/") as t — 400, then for every D > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that

w(t) < D" +¢, t>0.

Proceeding as in (a) we have

)

D
or(z) > xr <log % - 1) —c, for x > -

and hence
rlal
o’ < ec/)\ Q W()\)
- Ar @
and (6.7)) is satisfied by the arbitrariness of D > 0.
Conversely, if (6.7]) holds then, proceeding as in (a), we have that for every A, D > 0 there

exists C' > 0 such that (6.I0) is valid and therefore, by LemmalG.5, w(z) = o(|z|*/") as |z| — 400
for z € R?, or, equivalently, w(t) = o(t'/") as t — +o0. O

Corollary 6.7. Let w be a weight function. We have:
(a) The Hermite functions belong to Sg.y(R?) if and only if w(t) = O(t?) as t — +o0.
(b) The Hermite functions belong to S, (R?) if and only if w(t) = o(t?) as t — +oc.

Proof. By Lemmas and and Proposition 7, w(t) = O(t?) as t — +oo if and only
if M,, satisfies (3.2) if and only if the space Syu,} contains the Hermite functions; while
w(t) = o(t?) as t — +oo if and only if M,, satisfies (33) if and only if Siuy,) contains the
Hermite functions. O

For a weight function w we now consider the sequence spaces

Agy = {c=(cq) € CNe - djeN, ||, := sup |Ca‘e§w(a1/z/j)

aENg

< +oo},

A ={c=(ca) €C: Vj €N, [clluy = sup |eale™ ") < o0},

aENg

Proposition 6.8. Let w be a weight function and M,, the weight matriz defined by (6.1]), (6.2)).
Then Apy = Agamy and Ay = A,y and the equalities are also topological.

Proof. From Lemma [6.5] with A = j (and taking B € N), we have
al/2 ol/2 C .
e%w( Bj ) < e“ﬁ,(j)(ﬁ)"‘?? < e%eww(j)(al/Q/j)

and, conversely, ew) (2/) < o9 ?/D) g proves the Roumieu case. Taking A = 1/j we

prove analogously the Beurling case. 0

We now easily deduce the following consequence of Theorem 5.1
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Corollary 6.9. Let w be a weight function. The Hermite functions are an absolute Schauder
basis in Sy (RY) and

T S{w}(Rd) — A{w}
f — (f’y(f))’yENo

defines an isomorphism.
If moreover w(t) = o(t?) as t — +oo, then the Hermite functions are an absolute Schauder
basis in S,)(R?) and

T: S(W) (Rd) — A(w)
as defined above is also an isomorphism.
We finally have

Corollary 6.10. If w is a weight function, then S,y (R?) is nuclear. If moreover w(t) = o(t?)
as t — 400, then Sy (R?) is nuclear.
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