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LOCALIZATION OPERATORS AND TIME-FREQUENCY
ANALYSIS

ELENA CORDERO, KARLHEINZ GROCHENIG AND LUIGI RODINO

ABSTRACT. Localization operators have been object of study in quantum me-
chanics, in PDE and signal analysis recently. In engineering, a natural language
is given by time-frequency analysis. Arguing from this point of view, we shall
present the theory of these operators developed so far. Namely, regularity prop-
erties, composition formulae and their multilinear extension shall be highlighted.
Time-frequency analysis will provide tools, techniques and function spaces. In
particular, we shall use modulation spaces, which allow “optimal” results in terms
of regularity properties for localization operators acting on L?(R?).
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in 1971 and called anti-Wick operators. Since their first appearance, they have
been extensively studied as an important mathematical tool in signal analysis and
other applications (see [18, 37, 44] and references therein). Beyond signal analysis
and the anti-Wick quantization procedure [4, 38], we recall their employment as
approximation of pseudodifferential operators (“wave packets”) [16, 27]. Besides,
in other branches of mathematics, localization operators are also named Toeplitz
operators (see, e.g., [19]) or short-time Fourier transform multipliers [25].

The objective of this chapter is to report on recent progress on localization
operators and to present the state-of-the-art. We complement the “First survey of
Gabor multipliers” [25] by Feichtinger and Nowak. Since the appearance of their
survey our understanding of localization operators has expanded considerably, and
many open questions have since been resolved satisfactorily.

The very definition of localization operators is carried out by time-frequency
tools and representations, see for example [28]. Indeed, we consider the linear
operators of translation and modulation (so-called time-frequency shifts) given by

(1) Tf(t) = f(t—x) and M.f(t) = ' f(1).

These occur in the following time-frequency representation. Let g be a non-zero
window function in the Schwartz class S(R?), then the short-time Fourier transform
(STFT) of a signal f € L*(R?) with respect to the window ¢ is given by

2) Vol (@) = (. MTg) = [ F050=a) e at.

We have V,f € L*(R*). This definition can be extended to every pair of dual
topological vector spaces, whose duality, denoted by (-, -), extends the inner product
on L?(R%). For instance, it may be suited to the framework of distributions and
ultra-distributions.

Just few words to explain the meaning of the previous “time-frequency” repre-
sentation. If f(t) represents a signal varying in time, its Fourier transform f (w)
shows the distribution of its frequency w, without any additional information about
“when” these frequencies appear. To overcome this problem, one may choose a
non-negative window function g well localized around the origin. Then, the infor-
mation of the signal f at the instant x can be obtained by shifting the window g
till the instant  under consideration, and by computing the Fourier transform of
the product f(z)g(t — x), that localizes f around the instant time x.

Once the analysis of the signal f is terminated, we can reconstruct the original
signal f by a suitable inversion procedure. Namely, the reproducing formula related
to the STFT, for every pairs of windows ¢y, s € S(R?) with (1, ps) # 0, reads
as follows

®) [ Vo) M. T dido = (o)

The function ¢ is called the analysis window, because the STFT V,,, f gives the
time-frequency distribution of the signal f, whereas the window ¢, permits to
come back to the original f and, consequently, is called the synthesis window.
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The signal analysis often requires to highlight some features of the time-frequency
distribution of f. This is achieved by first multiplying the STF'T V,,, f by a suitable
function a(x,w) and secondly by constructing f from the product the product
aVy, f. In other words, we recover a filtered version of the original signal f which
we denote by A£1¥2. This intuition motivates the definition of time-frequency
localization operators.

Definition 1.1. The localization operator A?"%2 with symbol a € S(R*?) and win-
dows 1, s € S(RY) is defined to be

@) AP () = / 0, )V F(2,0) Mo Topa(t) dodes . f € L2(RY).
R2d

The preceding definition makes sense also if we assume a € L>(R??), see below.
In particular, if a = yq for some compact set Q C R? and ¢; = @5, then A¥1:%2 is
interpreted as the part of f that “lives on the set €27 in the time-frequency plane.
This is why A¥?1%2 is called a localization operator.

Often it is more convenient to interpret the definition of A?»¥? in a weak sense,
then (4) can be recast as

(5) (AL £, g) = (Vi [, Via9) = (@, Vo f Viag), fr9 € S(RY).

If we enlarge the class of symbols to the tempered distributions, i.e., we take
a € §'(R*) whereas ¢y, 92 € S(R?), then (4) is a well-defined continuous operator
from S(R?) to §’(R?). The previous assertion can be proven directly using the weak
definition. For every window ¢; € S(R?) the STFT V,,, is a continuous mapping
from S(R?) into S(R??) (see, e.g., [28, Theorem 11.2.5]). Since also V,,,g € S(R??),
the brackets (a,V,, fV,,q) are well-defined in the duality between S'(R?*?) and
S(R?*¥). Consequently, the left-hand side of (5) can be interpreted in the duality
between §'(RY) and S(RY) and shows that A?:¥2 is a continuous operator from
S(R?) to S'(R?). The continuity of the mapping A% is achieved by using the
continuity of both the STFT and the brackets (-,-). Similar arguments can be
applied for tempered ultra-distributions, as we are going to see later on.

If 1(t) = @ot) = e ™, then A, = A$1#2 is the classical anti-Wick operator
and the mapping a — A¥1%2 is interpreted as a quantization rule [4, 38, 44].

Note that the time-frequency shifts (z,w,7) — 7T,M,, (z,w) € R¥ |7| = 1,
define the Schrodinger representation of the Heisenberg group; for a deeper under-
standing of localization operators it is therefore natural to use the mathematical
tools associated to harmonic analysis and time-frequency shifts, see [27, 28] and
the next Section 2.

Localization operators can be viewed as a multilinear mapping

(6) (CL, ©1, gp?) = Aapl’¢27

acting on products of symbol and window spaces. The dependence of the localiza-
tion operator A¥:%2 on all three parameters has been widely studied in different
functional frameworks. The start was given by subspaces of the tempered distribu-
tions. The basic subspace is L?(R?), but many other Banach and Hilbert spaces,
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as well as topological vector spaces, have been considered. We mention L” spaces
6, 44], potential and Sobolev spaces [7], modulation spaces [10, 25, 35, 42, 43] and
Gelfand-Shilov spaces [15] (the last ones in the ultra-distribution environment) as
samples of spaces either for choosing symbol and windows or for defining the action
of the related localization operator. The outcomes are manifold. The continuity of
the mapping in (6) can be expressed by an inequality of the form

(7) [AZ P lop < Cllalls, [le1ll 5, #2155 ,

where By, B, B3 are suitable spaces of symbols and windows. For example, if
a € L*(RY) and ¢y, p € L*(RY), then

|42 pus = sup  sup [(AZ9f,g)]
Il 2=1 llgllp2=1
= sup sup |(a,V, fV,09)]
Ifl2=1 llgll2=1

< sup  sup |a|lpe ||V, f Vipogll 2
11l ,2=1 gl 2 =1

< sup sup |al|peol| Ve, £zl Vipoll 2
£l ,2=1 llgll 2=1

= llallz=lleallz2llezl 2

where the last inequality is achieved by using the orthogonality relations for the
STET
Vo fllz2@eay = |0l r2@ay | fllz2mey, Ve, f € LA(RY).

Thus for this particular choice of symbol classes and window spaces we obtain the
L? boundedness. The previous easy proof gives just a flavour of the boundedness
results for localization operators, we shall see that the symbol class L* can be en-
larged significantly. Even a tempered distribution like 6 may give the boundedness
of the corresponding localization operator. Apart from continuity, estimates of the
type (7) also supply Hilbert-Schmidt, Trace class and Schatten class properties for
Azrv2 11, 15).

Among the many function/(ultra-)distribution spaces employed, modulation spaces
reveal to be the optimal choice for handling localization operators, see Section 3
below. As special case we mention Feichtinger’s algebra M!(R?) defined by the
norm

[ 1[ar = (Vo Sl (rea)
for some (hence all) non-zero g € S(R?) [23, 28]. Its dual space M*>(R??) is a very
useful subspace of tempered distributions and possesses the norm

[fllar = sup Vg f(z,w)].

(z,w)ER2d
With these spaces the estimate (7) reads as follows:

Theorem 1.2. If a € M>®(R*?), and ¢y, 2 € M*(R?), then A?*¥2 is bounded on
L2(RY), with operator norm at most

[AZ B2y < Cllallarell@llar llpallar -
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The striking fact is the converse of the preceding result [10].

Theorem 1.3. If A91%2 is bounded on L?(R?) uniformly with respect to all win-
dows 1,0y € MY, i.e., if there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on the
symbol a such that, for all @y, s € S(RY),

(8) AT || B2y < Cllorllarn lallam
then a € M.

Similar statements hold true for Schatten class properties [11] and for weighted
ultra-distributional modulation spaces [15]. A recent result in the study of lo-
calization operators [26] reveals the optimality of modulation spaces even for the
compactness property. These topics shall be detailed in Sections 4 and 5.

In Section 6 we shall treat the composition of localization operators. Whereas the
product of two pseudodifferential operators is again a pseudodifferential operator,
in general the composition of two localization operators is no longer a localization
operator. This additional difficulty has captured the interest of several authors,
generating some remarkable ideas. An exact product formula for localization op-
erators, obtained in [20], shall be presented. Notice, however, that it works only
under very restrictive conditions and is unstable. In another direction, many au-
thors have made resort to asymptotic expansions that realize the composition of
two localization operators as a sum of localization operators and a controllable re-
mainder [1, 14, 33, 40]. These contributions are mainly motivated by applications
to PDEs and energy estimates, and therefore use smooth symbols defined by dif-
ferentiability properties, such as the traditional Hormander or Shubin classes, and
Gaussian windows. In the context of time-frequency analysis, where modulation
spaces can be employed, much rougher symbols and more general window func-
tions are allowed to be used for localization operators. Consequently, the product
formula in [14] has been extended to rougher spaces of symbols in [12], as we are
going to show.

In the end (Section 7), we shall present a new framework for localization opera-
tors. Namely, the study of multilinear pseudodifferential operators [2, 3] motivates
the definition of multilinear localization operators. For them, we shall present
the sufficient and necessary boundedness properties together with connection with
Kohn-Nirenberg operators [13].

Notation. We define t> =t - t, for t € R%, and zy = x - y is the scalar product
on R%.

The Schwartz class is denoted by S(IR?), the space of tempered distributions by
S’(R%). We use the brackets (f, g) to denote the extension to S(R?) x &' (R%) of the

inner product (f, g) = [ f(t)g(t)dt on L*(R?). The Fourier transform is normalized
to be f(w) = Ff(w) = [ f(t)e > ™dt, the involution g* is ¢*(t) = g(—t).

The singular values {sx(L)}?2, of a compact operator L € B(L?*(R?)) are the
cigenvalues of the positive self-adjoint operator v/L*L. Equivalently, for every k €
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N, the singular value {sx(L)} is given by
sp(L) =inf{||L — T||z> : T € B(L*(R%)) and dim Im(T) < k}.

For 1 < p < oo, the Schatten class S, is the space of all compact operators whose
singular values lie in [P. For consistency, we define S, := B(L*(R?)) to be the space
of bounded operators on L?(R%). In particular, S, is the space of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators, and S] is the space of trace class operators.

Throughout the paper, we shall use the notation A < B to indicate A < ¢B for
a suitable constant ¢ > 0, whereas A < B if A < ¢B and B < kA, for suitable
c, k> 0.

2. TIME-FREQUENCY METHODS

First we summarize some concepts and tools of time-frequency analysis, for an
extended exposition we refer to the textbooks [27, 28].

The time-frequency representations required for localization operators and the
Weyl calculus are the short-time Fourier transform and the Wigner distribution.

The short-time Fourier transform (STFT) is defined in (2). The cross- Wigner
distribution W (f, g) of f,g € L*(R?) is given by

t

) W) ww) = [ fla+ Dolo— e de.

The quadratic expression W f = W (f, f) is usually called the Wigner distribution
of f.

Both the STFT V, f and the Wigner distribution W (f, g) are defined for f, g in
many possible pairs of Banach spaces. For instance, they both map L*(R?) x L*(R?)
into L2(R??) and S(RY) x S(RY) into S(R??). Furthermore, they can be extended
to a map from S'(R?) x S'(R?) into S'(R??).

For a non-zero g € L*(R?), we write V; for the adjoint of Vi, given by
(VyF. f) =(F.V,f), feL*R), FeLlRY).
In particular, for F' € S(R*?), g € S(R?), we have
(10) VIF(t) = /de F(x,w)M,T,g(t) dz dw € S(R?).
Take f € S(R?) and set F' =V, f, then

ay )= — -

~ lgliz ~ lgllz

We refer to [28, Proposition 11.3.2] for a detailed treatment of the adjoint operator.

[ Tt ML Teg(0) dr o € SR VL),
R2d

Representation of localization operators as Weyl/Kohn-Nirenberg oper-
ators. Let W (g, f) be the cross-Wigner distribution as defined in (9). Then the
Weyl operator L, of symbol o € §'(R??) is defined by

(12) (Lo f,9) = (o, W (g, f)),  f.g€SRY.
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Every linear continuous operator from S(R?) to S'(R%) can be represented as a
Weyl operator, and a calculation in [7, 27, 38] reveals that

(13) Aﬁh@ = LG*W(M,W)’
so the (Weyl) symbol of A?*¥2 is given by
(14) o =ax*xW(p2,¢1).

To get boundedness results for a localization operator, it is sometimes convenient
to write it in a different pseudodifferential form. Consider the Kohn-Nirenberg form
of a pseudodifferential operator, given by

(15) T, = [ )@= v, f e S@Y,

where 7 is a measurable function, or even a tempered distribution on R??,
If we define the rotation operator U acting on a function F on R?? by
(16) UF(z,w) = F(w, —1), VY (z,w)€R*,

then, the identity of operators below holds [13]:

(17) Apoer =T,

with the Kohn-Nirenberg symbol 7 given by

(18) T=axUF(V, )

The expression UF (V,, p2) is usually called the Rihaczek distribution.

3. FUNCTION SPACES

Gelfand-Shilov spaces. The Gelfand-Shilov spaces were introduced by Gelfand
and Shilov in [30]. They have been applied by many authors in different contexts,
see, e.g. [9, 32, 34, 41]. For the sake of completeness, we recall their definition and
properties in more generality than required.

Definition 3.1. Let o, 3 € Ri, and assume Ay, ..., Aq, B1,...,Bq > 0. Then the

Gelfand-Shilov space Sg”f = ng’f(]Rd) is defined by
Sgl ={f € C®RY | (3C > 0) [|aP0f| = < CAP(p))°BY(q!)*, Vp,q € N3}.
We then consider projective and inductive limits denoted by
a : : a,B a . . a,B
Y5 = proj Ajé%>0 Sga; S5 =1ind A>l(1)’r1191>0 Sgla-

For a comprehensive treatment of Gelfand-Shilov spaces we refer to [30]. We
limit ourselves to those features that will be useful for our study.

Proposition 3.2. The next statements are equivalent [15, 30, 31]:
(i) f € S§(RY).
(ii) f € C*(RY) and there exist real constants h > 0,k > 0 such that:

(19) e | e < 00 and || F | e < o0,
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wh@r@ |x|1//6 — ‘xlll/ﬂl + “ e + |Id|1/ﬁd7 |w|1/a — |w1|1/041 + “ e + |Wd|1/ad.

(iii) f € C>°(RY) and there exists C > 0,h > 0 such that
(20) 109 F)eM 7| e < ClaF(gl)", g € NG,
Gelfand-Shilov spaces enjoy the following embeddings:
i) For a, 8 > 0 [30],
21) ¥ — SF — S.
ii) For every 0 < oy < ap and 0 < 31 < By [15],
22) R
Furthermore, S§ is not trivial if and only if a+ 3 > 1 or a+ 3 =1 and af > 0.
The spaces X% with o > 1/2 are studied by Pilipovi¢ [34]. In particular, the case
a = 1/2 yields Zig = 0.
The Fourier transform F is a topological isomorphism between S? and S§
(F(S5) = S%) and extends to a continuous linear transform from (S%)" onto (S5)'.

If « > 1/2, then F(SY) = S¢. The Gelfand-Shilov spaces are invariant under
time-frequency shifts:

(23) T,(879)=8% and M,(S?)=S",

67

(
(
(
(

and similarly to the 33.
Therefore the spaces SS are a family of Fourier transform and time-frequency
shift invariant spaces which are contained in the Schwartz class S. Among these

S& the smallest non-trivial Gelfand-Shilov space is given by 811 //22 . A basic example

is given by f(z) =e ™" Sll//;(Rd).
Another useful characterization of the space 8 involves the STFT: f € S(R?)

if and only if V, f € SY(R?*®) (see [32, Proposition 3.12] and reference therein). We

will use the case o = 1/2: for a non-zero window g € 311 //22 we have
(24) Vol € 81 (R¥) & f € 81/ (RY).

The strong duals of Gelfand-Shilov classes S§ and XF are spaces of tempered
ultra-distributions of Roumieu and Beurling type and will be denoted by (S§)" and
(33)', respectively.

Modulation Spaces. The modulation space norms traditionally measure the joint
time-frequency distribution of f € &', we refer, for instance, to [21], [28, Ch. 11-13]
and the original literature quoted there for various properties and applications. In
that setting it is sufficient to observe modulation spaces with weights which admit
at most polynomial growth at infinity. However the study of ultra-distributions
requires a more general approach that includes the weights of exponential growth.

Weight Functions. In the sequel v will always be a continuous, positive, even,
submultiplicative function (submultiplicative weight), i.e., v(0) = 1, v(2) = v(—2),



LOCALIZATION OPERATORS AND TIME-FREQUENCY ANALYSIS 9

and v(21 + 22) < v(z1)v(2e), for all 2, 21,20 € R?. Moreover, v is assumed to be
even in each group of coordinates, that is, v(+z, +w) = v(z,w), for all (z,w) € R*
and all choices of signs. Submultiplicativity implies that v(z) is dominated by an
exponential function, i.e.

25 3C, k>0 such that w(z) < Cell 2 e R,
(25)

For example, every weight of the form v(z) = e®="(1 + |z])*log" (e + |2|) for
parameters a,r,s > 0, 0 < b < 1 satisfies the above conditions.

Associated to every submultiplicative weight we consider the class of so-called
v-moderate weights M,,. A positive, even weight function m on R?? belongs to M,
if it satisfies the condition

m(z + z) < Co(z)m(z) V21,20 € R*

We note that this definition implies that % <Sm S v, m# 0 everywhere, and that
1/me M,.

For the investigation of localization operators the weights mostly used are defined

by

(26) vs(2) = wi(m,w) = (2)* =1 +2>+wH)? 2= (z,w) eR™
(27) ws(z) = wy(z,w) = el = (x,w) € R

(28) 7(z) = T(rw)=(w)’

(29) ps(z) = ps(r,w) = el

Definition 3.3. Let m be a weight in M., and g a non-zero window function in
811//22 For1 < p,q< oo and f € 511//22 we define the modulation space norm (on

S/3) by

1/q

a/p
anM,e,ﬂ:nvngW:(/Rd(Ad|%f<$,w>|pm<x,w>pdx> dw) ,

(with obvious changes if either p = oo or ¢ = o0). If p,q < oo, the modulation
space MP4 is the norm completion of 811//5 in the MP9-norm. If p = oo or g = oo,

then MP1 is the completion of Sll//; in the weak™ topology. If p = q, MP = MPP,

m

and, if m =1, then M™% and MP stand for MP? and MEPP, respectively.

Notice that:
(i) If f,g € Si//;(Rd), the above integral is convergent thanks to (19) and (24).

Namely, the constant h in (19) guarantees ||V, fe"!||~ < oo and, for m € M,,
we have

a/
[ ([ vseopneora)” a
Rd R4

q/p
< C||(Vyf)e || oo / (/ m(z, w)[Pe PP d‘f) o < 00
Rd Rd



10 ELENA CORDERO, KARLHEINZ GROCHENIG AND LUIGI RODINO

(ii) By definition, MPF is a Banach space. Besides, it is proven for the sub-
exponential case in [21] and for the exponential one in [15] that their definition
does not depend on the choice of the window g, that can be enlarged to the mod-
ulation algebra M.

(iii) For m € M, of at most polynomial growth, M?? C S’ and the definition 3.3
reads as [10, 28]:

MEIRY) = {f € S(RY): V,f € Lj(R))
1

(iv) For every weight m € M,, MP? is the subspace of ultra-distribution (%})’
defined in [15, Definition 2.1].
(iv) If m belongs to M, and fulfills the GRS-condition lim,,_. v(nz)"/"™ = 1, for
all z € R??, the definition of modulation spaces is the same as in [12] (because the
“space of special windows” S¢ is a subset of 811 //22 ).
(v) For related constructions of modulation spaces, involving the theory of coorbit
spaces, we refer to [22, 24].

The class of modulation spaces contains the following well-known function spaces:

Weighted L*-spaces: M?,.(R?) = L2(R?) = {f : f(x){z)* € L*(R)},s € R.

Sobolev spaces: M7,.(R?) = H*(R?) = {f : fw){w)® € L2(RY)}, s € R.
Shubin-Sobolev spaces [38, 7]: M7, . (R?) = LZ(RY) N H*(RT) = Q,(R7).
Feichtinger’s algebra: M1(RY) = Sy(R?).

The characterization of the Schwartz class of tempered distributions is given
in [31]: we have S(R?) = (5 M<,>5(]Rd) and §'(R?) = U, Mf;’(.)S(Rd). A similar
characterization for Gelfand-Shilov spaces and tempered ultra-distributions was ob-
tained in [15, Proposition 2.3]: Let 1 < p, ¢ < oo, and let w; be given by (27), then,

(30) St=\Mpe, (8D =M.
5>0 s2>0

(31) o= J Mz, (B1) =) M,
s>0 s>0

Potential spaces. For s € R the Bessel kernel is
(32) Go=FH{A+]- )",
and the potential space [5] is defined by
WP =G+ IP(RY) ={f €8, f=Gsxg,9€ L'}

with norm || f[lwz = llg|z»-
For comparison we list the following embeddings between potential and modu-
lation spaces [10].

Lemma 3.1. We have
(1) If p1 < po and q1 < qa, then MPVT — NP2,
(i) For 1 <p<oo and s € R

WE(R?) < M2(RY).
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Consequently, LP C MP*° and in particular, L> C M>. But M contains all
bounded measures on R? and other tempered distributions. For instance, the point
measure ¢ belongs to M*°, because for g € S we have

Vyd(z,w)| = [0, MuTog)| = |5(=2)| < llgllz=,  V(z,w) € R*.

Convolution Relations and Wigner Estimates. In view of the relation be-
tween the multiplier a and the Weyl symbol (14), we need to understand the con-
volution relations between modulation spaces and some properties of the Wigner
distribution.

We first state a convolution relation for modulation spaces proven in [10], in the
style of Young’s theorem. Let v be an arbitrary submultiplicative weight on R2?
and m a v-moderate weight. We write m,(z) = m(z,0) and ms(w) = m(0,w) for
the restrictions to R? x {0} and {0} x R¢, and likewise for v.

Proposition 3.4. Let v(w) > 0 be an arbitrary weight function on R? and
1<p.qrst<oo. If

1 1 1 1 1
I R d —4+-=1
P + q r’ an t + t ’
then
(33) My, (RY) « MIS 1 (RY) — M (RY)

with norm inequality || f * hllarge S ([ f [z 1121y gas
mi v v @ugv—

REMARKS: 1. Despite the large number of indices, the statement of this propo-
sition has some intuitive meaning: a function f € MP? behaves like f € LP and
f € L9 so the parameters related to the x-variable behave like those in Young’s
theorem for convolution, whereas the parameters related to w behave like Holder’s
inequality for pointwise multiplication.

2. A special case of Proposition 3.4 with a different proof is contained in [42].

The modulation space norm of a cross-Wigner distribution may be controlled by
the window norms, as taken from [10, 15].

Proposition 3.5. Let 1 < p < oo and s > 0.
i) If o1 € M (RY) and py € ME (RY), then W (2, 1) € MEP(R?), with

(34) W (2, 00l gz S llnllazy, ll2llnse, -
it) If g1 € M, (RY) and oy € ME_(R?), then W (pa, ¢1) € M)P(R*) with
(35) W2, o) llagrr S llonllazy, llspallar,

4. REGULARITY RESULTS

In this section, we first give general sufficient conditions for boundedness and
Schatten classes of localization operators. Then we treat ultra-distributions with
compact support as symbols, and finally we shall state a compactness result.
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4.1. Sufficient Conditions for Boundedness and Schatten Class. Using the
tools of time-frequency analysis in Section 3, we can now obtain the properties of
localization operators with symbols in modulation spaces, by reducing the problem
to the corresponding one for the Weyl calculus.

First, we recall a boundedness and trace class result for the Weyl operators in
terms of modulation spaces.

Theorem 4.1. (i) If 0 € M (R??), then L, is bounded on MP4(R?), 1 < p,q <
oo, with a uniform estimate ||Ly||s.. < ||o||arer for the operator norm. In partic-
ular, L, is bounded on L*(RY).

(ii) If o € M*(R??), then L, € Sy and || Ly|ls1 < ||o||an-

(i) If 1 <p <2 and 0 € MP(R*), then L, € S, and || Ls||s, < ||o||ae-

(iv) If 2 < p < 0o and 0 € MP¥ (R, then L, € S, and ||L,||s, < 1o ygow -

One of many proofs of (i) can be found in [28, Thm. 14.5.2], the L?-boundedness
was first discovered by Sjostrand [39]. The trace class property (ii) is proved in [29],
whereas (iii) and (iv) follow by interpolation from the first two statements, since
[M*', M%)y = MP for 1 < p <2, and [M>', M??), = MP? for 2 < p < cc.

Based on the Thm. 4.1 and Prop. 3.4, we present the most general boundedness
results for localization operators obtained so far. We detail the polynomial weight
case, the exponential one is stated and proved by replacing the weight vy by wy
and 75 by us (see [15, Theorem 3.2])

Theorem 4.2. Let s > 0, a € M, (R*), ¢1,00 € M, (R?). Then AZ-¥* is
bounded on MP4(R?) for all 1 < p,q < oo, and the operator norm satisfies the
uniform estimate

AT P s S Nallargs llenllan, ll@2llary, -

Proof. See [10, Theorem 3.2]. To highlight the role of time-frequency analysis, we
sketch the proof. An appropriate convolution relation is employed to show that
the Weyl symbol a s W (ps, 1) of A0#2 is in M°!. Namely, if o1, ¢ € M, (R?),
then by (34) we have W (2, ¢1) € M} (R*!). Applying Proposition 3.4 in the form
My, M C M1 we obtain that the Weyl symbol o = a x W (s, 1) € ML,
The result now follows from Theorem 4.1 (7). n

REMARK: To compare Theorem 4.2 to existing results, we recall that the standard
condition for A?1#2 to be bounded is a € L>®(IR??), see [44]. A more subtle result of
Feichtinger and Nowak [25] shows that the condition a in the Wiener amalgam space
W (M, L>) is sufficient for boundedness. Since we have the proper embeddings
L c W(M,L>) c M>* C My, for s > 0, Theorem 4.2 appears as a significant

improvement. A special case of Theorem 4.2 follows also from Toft’s work [43].

Since 74(2,() = (¢)° depends only on the frequency variable, the condition
a € ij’TS describes the admissible roughness of a, while in some sense a remains
bounded in z. On the other hand, if we allow the symbol a to grow in both time and
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frequency by choosing the “full” weight vs = ((z,())®, then we obtain a negative
result [10, Proposition 3.3]:

Proposition 4.3. For any s > 0 there exist symbols a € M7y, (R*?) and windows
01,02 € S(RY) such that A?1%2 is unbounded on L*(RY).

These results demonstrate that bounded symbols with negative smoothness may
still yield bounded localization operators, provided that the roughness of a is com-
pensated by a suitable time-frequency localization of the windows. On the other
hand, a smooth unbounded symbol cannot, in general, yield a bounded operator.

The Schatten class properties of localization operators with symbols in modula-
tion spaces are achieved accordingly. Combining Proposition 3.4 with Theorem 4.1,
almost optimal conditions for A¥*¥2 € S, are derived in [10, 15]. Again, we state
the earliest result for weights of polynomial growth [10, Theorem 3.4].

Theorem 4.4. (i) If 1 < p < 2, then the mapping (a, 1, ps) — AP1%2 4s bounded

from Mfﬁj(]de) x M, (R?) x MP (R?) into S,, in other words,

1AZ* s, < Nallamee 1 llaz, le2llae, -

1/7s Vs
(i1) If 2 < p < o0, then the mapping (a, p1, p2) — A2 js bounded from Mf/io X
M} x M? into S,, and

1AZ s, S Nlallaze leallaz

Vs

QOQHME; .

Using the embeddings W?, < M7} (Lemma 3.1) and M; < M?P , one obtains

a slightly weaker statement for symbols in potential spaces. This result was already
derived in [7, Thm. 4.7].

Corollary 4.5. Let a € WES(RQ") for some s > 0, 1 < p < o0, and @y, py €
M; (RY). Then

[AZ s, < llallwe,

901HM55 ||902HM38 -

REMARK: By using other convolution relations provided by Proposition 3.4,
interpolation and embedding properties of modulation spaces, one may derive many
variations of Theorem 4.4. We only mention two small modifications that might
be of interest.

(a) If a € Mll/’zis and 1 € M), ¢ € MP, then A2 is of trace class, because

Mll/i * M};p/ C M!'. Comparing to Theorem 4.4(i), we see that this result allows us
to use a window @y with less time-frequency concentration, however, at the price
of a slightly smaller symbol class.

(b) If (a, o1, p2) € MY x M x My, where 1/g+1/r—1=1/pand 1 <p <2,
then A?¥> € S,. To see this, we observe that Theorem 4.4(i) also holds with
the role of the windows reversed, i.e., for (¢1,p2) € M2 x M, . The result then
follows from the interpolation property [M, x MP  MP x M |o = MZ x M with

1/qg+1/r—1=1/p.
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4.2. Ultra-Distributions with Compact Support as Symbols. As an appli-
cation we present the result shown in [15, Section 4], in terms of ultra-distributions
with compact support, denoted by &/, t > 1. Recall the embeddings:

E (S cxly, t>1.

We skip the precise definition of £/, which can be found in many places, see e.g. [36,
Definition 1.5.5] and subsequent anisotropic generalization. The following struc-
ture theorem, obtained by a slight generalization of [36, Theorem 1.5.6] to the
anisotropic case, will be sufficient for our purposes.

Theorem 4.6. Let t € R t > 1, d.e. t = (ty,...,tq), witht; > 1,... t5 > 1.
Fvery u € & can be represented as

(36) u = Z 0% e,
a€eNg

where |1, 1S a measure satisfying
(37) [ ldnal < Gl
K

for every € > 0 and a suitable compact set K C R?, independent of a.

Using the preceding characterization, the STFT of an ultra-distribution with com-
pact support is estimated as follows. [15, Proposition 4.2].

Proposition 4.7. Lett € RY t > 1, and a € E/(R?). Then its STFT with respect
to any window g € X satisfies the estimate

Voa(w, w)| S e Pileteml™,
for every h > 0, cf. (19) and below for the vectorial notation.

The STFT estimate given in Proposition 4.7, is the key of the following trace
class result for localization operators:

Corollary 4.8. Lett € R, t > 1. Ifa € E/(R*) and ¢y, o2 € S}(RY), then Af1¥2
18 a trace class operator.

Proof. See [15, Corollary 4.3]; for sake of clarity we sketch the proof. If 1, ps €
SH(R?), the characterization in (30) with p = ¢ = 1 implies that ¢1, s € M, (RY)
for some (all) € > 0. Since, for |w| > C. (where C, is a suitable positive constant
depending on €) we can write

d
t - [2mw|' = th’|27wz'|1/ti < elwl,
i=1

then the estimate of Proposition 4.7 gives a € Mll/(;i (R?9). Finally, since o1, @y €

M, (RY) and a € Mll/c;z (R??), Theorem 4.4 (i), written for the case p = 1 with 7,

replaced by ps, and vs by ws, implies that the operator A?1:%? is trace class. [ |

REMARK: Similar results show that tempered distributions with compact sup-
port give trace class operators, see [10, Corollary 3.7].
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4.3. Compactness of Localization Operators. Localization operators with sym-
bols and windows in the Schwartz class are compact [7]. If we define by M° the

closed subspace of M, consisting of all f € &’ such that its STFT V,f (with

respect to a non-zero Schwartz window ¢) vanishes at infinity, it is easy to show

that localization operators with symbols in M° and Schwartz windows are com-

pact. Namely, let a € M°(R?!) and g € S(R?*®), for simplicity normalized to be

lgllz2 = 1; consider then Vya . The Schwartz class is dense in M, hence there

exists a sequence F,, of Schwartz functions on R* that converge to V,a in the L>-

norm. Define the sequence a,, := VF,, n € N, where V" is the adjoint operator

defined in (10). Then a, € S(R*¥) and a,, — a in the M*>-norm, since by (11)

la = anllare = IVya = VyV; Fullim = [Vya = Fulli= — 0,
for n — oo. From Theorem 4.2 we have

IAZ 7 = AT sy = 1AL 20 w2y < Clla = anlluellerllan [lpallarn — 0.

Since compact operators are a closed subspace of the space of all bounded operators
B(L?), then the localization operator A% is compact.

The symbol class M°(R??) is not optimal as the next simple example shows.
Consider a = § ¢ M°(R?¥). Since V,6(z,¢) = §(z), it does not tend to zero when
z € R* is fixed and || goes to infinity. Hence § ¢ M°(R?*®). However A¥"%? is
a trace class operator for every o1, ¢, € S(R?), in fact, a rank-one operator, and
therefore it is compact.

The example just mentioned has been the inspiration for the following compact-
ness result [26, Proposition 3.6.]:

Proposition 4.9. Let g € S(R??) be given and a € M>®(R*). If o1, ps € S(RY)
and

(38) lim sup |V,a(z, ()| =0, VR >0,

[zl=o0 ||<r

then A21%2 is a compact operator.

5. NECESSARY CONDITIONS

In this section we show that the sufficient conditions obtained so far are es-
sentially optimal. This investigation requires different techniques and we limit
ourselves to state the main results. A first attempt is done in Theorems 4.3, 4.4 of
[10], where a converse for bounded and Hilbert-Schmidt operators is obtained for
modulation spaces with polynomial weights:

Theorem 5.1. i) Let a € S'(R*?) and fix s > 0. If there exists a constant C =
C(a) > 0 depending only on a such that

A7 % |5 < C llallan,

2|,

for all 1,9 € S(RY), then a € My, .



16 ELENA CORDERO, KARLHEINZ GROCHENIG AND LUIGI RODINO

ii) Let a € S'(R??). If there exists a constant C = C(a) > 0 depending only on a
such that

[AZ M52 < Clleallar le2llan
for all o1, 02 € S(RY), then a € M>>.

Next, an extension for the boundedness necessary condition is given in [15, Theorem

3.3]:

Theorem 5.2. Let a € (31)(R*) and fix s > 0. If there exists a constant C =
C(a) > 0 depending only on a such that

A |50 < Cllnallarg, l2llary,
for all o1,y € SHRY), then a € M

1/#3 :

Necessary conditions for localization operators belonging to the Schatten class
S, have been obtained for unweighted modulation spaces in [11]:

Theorem 5.3. Let a € S'(R*) and 1 < p < co. Assume that A?%2 € S, for all
windows 1,y € S(RY) and that there exists a constant B > 0 depending only on
the symbol a such that

A2 5, < Bllotllan lezllan, Ve, o2 € SRY),
then a € MP*°.

The techniques employed for the converse results are thoroughly different from
the techniques for the sufficient conditions. Gabor frames and equivalent norms
for modulation spaces are some of the crucial ingredients in the proofs. For the
sake of completeness, we shall sketch the main features. First, by using the Gabor
frame of the form

{MBnTak(I)}k,nEZ2d7 0< a7ﬁ < ]-7

with the Gaussian window ®(z,w) = 27%¢ e "@*+*) the MP>(R?)-norm of a can
be expressed by the equivalent norms

(39) HCLHM;),OO(R211) = H <CL, MBnTakq)>n,keZQd HZp,oo(Z4d).

Then one relates the action of the localization operator on certain time-frequency
shift of the Gaussian ¢ to the Gabor coefficients, and for a diligent choice of (z,§)
and (u,n) one obtains that (A?v#2 M T, M, T, ) = (a, Mp,Tor,®). The result is
then obtained by using (39).

In view of the sufficient Schatten class results known so far, it is left as an exercise
to show that the necessary conditions for the Schatten class can also be formulated
for weighted modulation spaces.

We end up with the compactness necessary result of [26, Theorem 3.15].

Theorem 5.4. Let a € M>™(R*?) and g € S(R*) be given. Then, the following
conditions are equivalent:
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(a) The localization operator A?1¥2 : L*(RY) — L?(R%) is compact for every pair
¥1, P2 € S(Rd)

(b) The symbol a satisfies condition (38).

6. COMPOSITION FORMULA

Given two localization operators, we want to compute their product and develop
a symbolic calculus. It would be useful to express it in terms of localization oper-
ators. We shall present two different product formulae. The first one is an exact
formula that expresses the composition of two localization operators again as a
localization operator. However, the formula holds only for Gaussian windows and
very special symbols. The second formula is much more general, but in this case
the product of two localization operators is a sum of localization operators plus
a remainder term, which can be expressed in either the Weyl or integral operator
form.

6.1. Exact Product. We reformulate the result of [20] in the notation of [27, 28].

We consider the window functions ¢1(t) = po(t) = @(t) = 2¥% ™ t € R
In this case, the Wigner distribution of the Gaussian ¢ is a Gaussian as well:
W(p,¢)(z) = 2¢/2¢727" 2 € R, According to (14) the Weyl symbol o of the
operator A is o(¢) = 292 (axe >™")((), 2z, ¢ € R?. We first recall the well-known
composition of Weyl transforms from [27, Chp. 3.2] and then make the transition

to localization operators. Let [-, -] be the standard symplectic form on R?? defined
by

[(21,22), (C1, )] = 21G2 — 22G1,  With 2 = (21, 22), ¢ = ((1,2)

and let the twisted convolution § on R?¢ be given by

(40) // — 2)em el
R2d

Then the composition of two Weyl transforms with symbols ¢ and 7 can be written
formally as

(41) LoL; = L1549 -
For any f,g € S(R?¥), we define the f” product by
(42) fre(0) = / F(2)g(z — O)emEHl=D o= g
R2d

Then the product of localization operators is given by the following formula.
Theorem 6.1. Let a,b € S(R*). If there exists a symbol ¢ € S'(R*?) such that
(43) ¢ =221,

then we have
»,p L »,P
ADPADY = AP,
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The proof is a straightforward consequence of relations (40) and (42). Indeed,
one rewrites A?¥ A% in the Weyl form and uses relation (40) for the Weyl product.
The result is the Weyl operator L,, where the Fourier transform of y is given by

Q) = [FlaxW(p, @))h}"(b*W(w ©)I(C)

/ / ()52 = /2= il g
= 274~ (7/2¢ // a(2)b(z — )em Gt =T g
R2d

Q) = Q2 IT) = Flex Wi, 0))(Q),
where ¢ is given by relation (43).

Hence, we have

6.2. Asymptotic Product. A second approach to the composition of two local-
ization operators derives asymptotic expansions [1, 14, 33, 40, 12]. These realize
the product as a sum of localization operators plus a controllable remainder. Most
of these expansions were motivated by PDEs and energy estimates, and therefore
use smooth symbols that are defined by differentiability properties, such as the
Hormander or Shubin classes. For applications in quantum mechanics and sig-
nal analysis, alternative notions of smoothness — “smoothness in phase-space” or
quantitative measures of “time-frequency concentration” — have turned out to be
useful. This point of view is pursued in [12], and we shall present the corresponding
results.

The starting point is the following composition formula for two localization op-
erators derived in [14]:

= D
(44) Apre2 AF391 = MZZO Al + B

The essence of this formula is that the product of two localization operators can
be written as a sum of localization operators with suitably defined, new windows
®,, and a remainder term E, which is “small”.

In the spirit of the classical symbolic calculus, this formula was derived in [14,
Thm. 1.1] for smooth symbols belonging to some Shubin class S™(R??) and for
windows in the Schwartz class S(R?).

In [12] the validity of (44) is established on the modulation spaces. The inno-
vative features of this extension are highlighted below. Since the results are very
technical, we do not give the detailed statements and proofs, but refer the reader

o [12].

(i) Rough symbols. While in (44) the symbol b must be N-times differentiable,
the symbol a only needs to be locally bounded. The classical results in symbolic
calculus require both symbols to be smooth.

(ii) Growth conditions on symbols. The symbolic calculus in (44) can handle
symbols with ultra-rapid growth (as long as it is compensated by a decay of b or
vice versa). For instance, a may grow subexponentially as a(z) ~ e’ for o > 0
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and 0 < # < 1. This goes far beyond the usual polynomial growth and decay
conditions.

(ili) General window classes. A precise description of the admissible windows
@; in (44) is provided. Usually only the Gaussian e~™ or Schwartz functions are
considered as windows.

(iv) Size of the remainder term. Norm estimates for the size of the remainder
term Ey are derived. They depend explicitly on the symbols a, b and the windows
¥j-

(v) The Fredholm Property of Localization Operators. By choosing N =1, p; =
0y = @ with ||¢|l2 = 1, a(z) # 0 for all z € R??, and b = 1/a, the composition
formula (44) yields the following important special case:

(45) APPALE = AY¥ + R=1+R.

Under the following conditions on a:

(i) |a| < 1/m (in particular, a € L°(R??),) where m € M,,
(i) (0ja)m € L> and vanishes at infinity for j =1, ..., 2d;

the remainder R is shown to be compact, and as a consequence, A?% is a Fredholm
operator between the two modulation spaces M?9 and MP:? (with different weights).
This result works even for ultra-rapidly growing symbols such as a(z) = e?#” for
a > 0and 0 < # < 1. For comparison, the reduction of localization operators to
standard pseudodifferential calculus requires elliptic or hypo-elliptic symbols, and
the proof of the Fredholm property works only under severe restrictions, see [8].

7. MULTILINEAR LOCALIZATION OPERATORS

Multilinear localization operators are introduced in [13]; they not only generalize
the linear case but also yield a subclass of multilinear pseudodifferential operators.
To understand their meaning, one can think of localizing m-fold products of func-
tions. For the sake of clarity, we shall first introduce the bilinear case and show
how the construction arises naturally from the framework of reproducing formulae
and linear localization operators. The general case can be treated similarly.
Bilinear localization operators. Let fi, fo € S(R?), then the tensor product
(i®fo)(z1,2) = fi(z1) f2(2) is a function in S(R?*?). Given four window functions
0; € S(RY), i = 1,...,4, with (p1,03) = {p2,04) = 1, the usual reproducing
formula for the functions f, f2 stated in (3) reads as follows:

(46> fl = / . V<p1f1(21, Cl) Mcszl% dCl dz.
R2

(a7) fo= [ Veuhalen,G) M Togprda dia
R2

The product of both sides of equalities (46) and (47) yields
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(f1 ®f2)(5517552)=/ Voo f1(21, G )Vip, fo(22, )M, Ty 03 (21)M e, T, pa(20)dCdz

R2d.J R2d
- /RM Virops (f1 @ f2)(2,C) McT,(ps @ @a) (1, 22) dC dz

with 2 = (21, 22), ¢ = ((1, ) € R

The previous reproducing formula for the function f; ® fo can be localized in the
time-frequency plane yielding a localization operator A¥1®¥2:¢39¢4 with symbol a
(defined on R*?) and windows @1 ® s, p3®p4. Formally, the action of the operator
on the function f; ® f5 is given by

Ail@eoz,m@m(fl ® fa)(x1, z2)

:/ a(z, )V, f1(21, C1) Vo, f2(22, Co) M, Ty p3(21) M, Ty pa(2)d2d( .
R4d

For any symbol a € &'(R*), and window functions ¢; on S(R?), the operator
AP1892:235894 can be seen as a bilinear mapping from the 2-fold product of Schwartz
spaces S(RY) x S(R?) into the space S'(R?*?) of tempered distributions. Moreover,
if we restrict now our attention to a smoother symbol a € S(R), we obtain a
multilinear mapping from S(R?) x S(R?) into S(R??).

In [13] the boundedness properties of the trace of AP1®¥2:#39¢4 on the diagonal
r1 = x9 are studied. This restriction leads to a new kind of localization operator.

Definition 7.1. Let f1, f» € S(R?). Given a symbol a € S'(R') and window

functions ¢; € S(R?), with i = 1,...,4, the bilinear localization operator A, is

given by

(48)

Au(f1, fo)(x) = /Ma(z,é) Vi [1(21, C1) Vi, f2(22, Co) M, T2, 3(w) M, T, p4() dz dG,
R

where x € RY.

Notice that if the symbol a € &'(R*?) then the corresponding operator 4, maps
S(R?) x S(RY) into S'(R?).

In order to give a weak definition of the bilinear localization operator A,, we first
introduce the following time-frequency representation. For ¢3,p, € S(RY) \ {0},
z = (21,22), ¢ = (¢1,G2) € R* we define V,, , by

(49) v9037904g(za C) = /d g(t) MCsz1 903(t)MC2T22S04(t) dta g€ S(Rd)
R

Thus, for fi, f2,9 € S(RY) the weak definition of (48) is given by

(50) <Aa(f1> f2)a g> = <aa V901®<,02(f1 ® fQ)V90379049>'

Multilinear localization operators. Without any further work — just some
extra notation — it is straightforward to generalize the above definition of multilin-
ear localization operators and relate it to a multilinear pseudodifferential operator.
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Thus we are led to make the following definition. Fix m € N. For every sym-
bol a € S'(R*™?) and windows ¢;, i = 1,...,2m, in the Schwartz class S(R?),
we introduce the analysis, synthesis window functions ¢, ¢, : R™ — C, defined
respectively as tensor products of the m analysis, and m synthesis windows, i.e.,

(51) G1(tr, - tm) = @1(t1) - Pm(tm),
and
(52) a1, .. ) = Omga(t1) - - Pam(tm).

Let R be the trace mapping that assigns to each function defined on R™? a
function defined on R? by the following formula:

(53) RE(t) = F

|{t1:t2:~-:tm:t} (tlv SR
for any t € R%
Definition 7.2. The multilinear localization operator A, with symbol a € S'(R*™?)

and windows ; € S(RY), j =1,...,2m is the multilinear mapping defined on the
m-fold product of S(RY) into S'(R?) by

MH@): = [ a0 Vep,s, (9705) (:0) [T M T o) e dz
j=1
(54) _ /R a0 Vi (B11)) (5,C) RMT () dC

H
where (z,() € R x R™ 2 € RY and f = (f1,..., fm) € S(RY) x -+ x S(R?).

If m =1 we are back to the linear localization operator A?'¥2? whereas the case
m = 2 gives the bilinear localization operator introduced in (48).

One of the results of [13] is related to the boundedness properties of multilinear
localization operators on products of modulations spaces. To this end, these oper-
ators are represented as bilinear (or, in general, as multilinear) pseudodifferential
operators and known results on boundedness of multilinear pseudodifferential op-
erators on products of modulation spaces ([2, 3]) lead to boundedness results of
these multilinear localization operators. In analogy to the linear case, it is worth
detailing their connection with multilinear pseudodifferential operators.

Proposition 7.3. Let a € §'(R*?) and ¢; € S(RY), j = 1,...,2m. Then the
multilinear localization operator A, is the multilinear pseudodifferential operator T

defined on 7) = (i), € S(RY) x ... x S(RY) by

(55)  AF)) = T(F)() = /

Rmd

(@, &) [] fi(&) e 2i=% dg.
j=1

The symbol T is given as

(56) 7(7,8) = ax ®(X,§)
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withx € R, X = (z,...,2), E=(&,...,&) € R™, and

(57) O(z,&) = [ [UF Vi, 054m) (21, &),

j=1
for z=(z1,...,2y) € R™,

According to what happens for linear localization operators, we shall provide
both sufficient and necessary conditions for boundedness on products of modulation
spaces.

Theorem 7.4. (a) Sufficient conditions. Let m € N, a symbol a € M>(R?*™4),
and window functions ¢; € MY RY),j = 1,...,2m, be given. Then the m-
linear localization operator A, defined by (54) extends to a bounded operator from
MPra(RY) x - .o x MPmam (RT) jnto MPo%(R?), when

1 1 1 1 1 1
— === 4t —=m—-1+ =,
h Pm Po ¢1 qm do
and 1 < pj,q; < oo, for j = 0,...,m. Moreover, we have the following norm
estimate
2m
(58) [Aall < Cllal|proo moma) H 03l a1t Ry,
i=1
where the positive constant C' is independent of a and of p;, 7 =1,...,2m.

(b) Necessary conditions. Let m € N, and a € S'(R*™?) be given. Assume that
(i) the m-linear localization operator A, is bounded from MP19 (RT)x. . . x MPm:dm (R®)
into MPo9 (R?), where

1 1 1 1 1 1

__|_..._|__:_7__|_..._|__:m_1_|__7

P Pm  Po 1 m do
and 1 < pj;,q; < oo, for j =0,...,m, and moreover that

(i) A, satisfies the following norm estimate
2m

(59) ||Aa|| S O(Q)H||90i||M1(Rd)a \V/QDZ GS(Rd), ] = 1,...,2m,
i=1

with a positive constant C(a) depending only on a. Then the symbol a belongs
necessarily to M (R?md),

An application of this theory is that it provides symbols for multilinear bounded
Kohn-Nirenberg operators. Two steps are needed to construct symbols in M°!:
first, suitable windows ¢;, © = 1,...,d are chosen for computing the function ®
defined in (57). Secondly, symbols a are provided explicitly, the convolution with
® in (56) is computed, yielding the Kohn-Nirenberg symbols 7 desired. We refer
to [13, Section 7] for concrete examples.
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