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THE WEYL CALCULUS FOR GROUP GENERATORS
SATISFYING THE CANONICAL COMMUTATION RELATIONS

JAN VAN NEERVEN and PIERRE PORTAL

In memory of Alan McIntosh (1942-2016), celebrating his friendship with
José Enrique Moyal (1910-1998)

Communicated by Florian-Horia Vasilescu

ABSTRACT. We generalise the classical Weyl pseudo-differential calculus on

R? to the setting of two d-tuples of operators A = (Aj,...,A;) and B =
(By,...,By) acting on a Banach space generating bounded Cy-groups satis-
fying the Weyl canonical commutation relations. We show that the resulting
Weyl calculus extends to symbols in the standard symbol class S° provided
appropriate bounds can be established. Using transference techniques we ob-
tain boundedness of the H*-functional calculus (and even the Hormander

d
calculus), for the abstract harmonic oscillator L = % Y (A]2 + B]Z) — %d.
j=1

KEYWORDS: Weyl pairs, canonical commutation relations, pseudo-differential cal-
culus, twisted convolution, transference of Co-groups, UMD spaces, H*-functional
calculus, spectral multipliers.

MSC (2010): Primary 47A60; Secondary 35505, 47A13, 47D03, 47G30, 81S05.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the early 1980’s, Alan McIntosh introduced the H*-functional calculus as
a refined version of the Dunford holomorphic functional calculus for unbounded
sectorial operators (see the original paper [43] in the Hilbert space setting, their
extensions to Banach spaces [15], [35], and the monographs [25], [33]). This cal-
culus is meant to be an operator-theoretic abstraction of the calculus of Fourier
multipliers, which it recovers when applied to constant coefficient differential op-
erators such as the Laplacian on L?(R?). One of its roles is to provide a framework
for perturbation theory: deriving properties of the functional calculus of differen-
tial operators with varying coefficients from its constant coefficient counterpart.
The quintessential example of such an application is given in [6], where pertur-
bation is first understood in the operator-theoretic sense, then in the harmonic
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analytic sense of (an extension of) Calderén-Zygmund theory. The combination
of both perspectives leads to a striking boundedness result for the H*-functional
calculus of Dirac operators that includes the solution of the celebrated Kato’s
square root problem (originally obtained in [5]).

In the present paper, we introduce an operator-theoretic framework which
aims to generalise pseudo-differential calculus in the same way that the McIn-
tosh H*-functional calculus generalises Fourier multiplier calculus. Our start-
ing point is the Weyl calculus of standard position and momentum operators
Qif(x) = xjf(x) and P;f(x) = i9;f(x), j = 1,...,d, acting on their natural do-
mains in L?(RY). For Schwartz functions a € S(R??) one can define a bounded
operator a(Q, P) acting on L?(R¥) by

1 )

A QP = G / a(u,0)elQHP) fdudo,  f € L2(RY).
T R2d

Here, €!(*Q+?P) js understood as the Schrodinger representation

(1.2) ei(uQ+vP)f(x) - e(l/2)iuveiuQeiva(x) _ e(l/2)iuv+iuxf(x + ,0)

which unitarily represents the canonical commutation relations for the position
and momentum operators on L?(R¥); the first identity is suggested by the Baker—
Campbell-Hausdorff formula, noting that all higher commutators of P and Q
vanish. As shown in Proposition 1, p. 554 of [50], encodes the standard
pseudo-differential calculus, in the sense that for every a € S(R?) there exists a
unique b € S(R*) such that

. QP = v [ Df D

R4

the map a — b being continuous with respect to various relevant topologies.
The advantage of over is that the former makes sense for generators of
bounded groups on an arbitrary Banach spaces, whereas a representation such as
is restricted to function spaces on which an appropriate Fourier transform
can be defined. We thus take as our starting point for the development of a
general theory.

We work with general Weyl pairs (see Section |3|for precise definition), i.e.,
two d-tuples A = (Ay,...,Ay) and B = (By, ..., By) acting on a Banach space X
such thatiA,...,iA;and iBy, . ..,1B; generate bounded Cy-groups satisfying the
canonical (integrated) commutation relations

(1.4) elSAjeltAk _ eltAkelsA]-, elSBjeltBk _ e1tBkelsBj/ elsA]-enEBk _ e_lswfkeltBkQISA/'.
In this context, (1.2) is replaced by

d d
el(llA+vB) .— e(l/2)1uve1uAewB — e(1/2)1uv HelujAj H elkBr
j=1 k=1
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The analogue of (1.1),
(1.5) a(A,B)f = ( 2:[) - / a(u,0)e"4*B) fdudo,  f e X,
R2d

defines an algebra homomorphism between S(R??) endowed with the (non-
commutative) Moyal product

1 ’ N —2i(ou —uv’ / /
(1.6) (a#b)(x, 5):ﬁ/ /a(x—i—u,(j—i-u )b(x+v,E+0")e 2 4 qudy’ dodo
R2d R2d

into the space of bounded linear operators .Z(X).

This calculus was already studied by Anderson [3]], [4] (who assumed the
groups to consist of isometries; but this can be achieved by a simple renorming
of X). The latter paper contains a generalisation of the Moyal product in the
case where the operators iAy, ...,iA,, 1By, ..., 1B, are the generators of a strongly
continuous unitary representation of an arbitrary nilpotent Lie group, equation
being the special case corresponding to the Schrédinger representation of
the reduced Heisenberg group (cf. Section [4).

The Moyal product defined in is used in pseudo-differential operator
theory to deal with composition of symbols. In Section 3} we show that if the al-
gebra homomorphism defined by is continuous from S(R??) endowed with
the topology of the standard pseudo-differential class of symbols S° to .Z(X),
then the calculus can be meaningfully extended from S(R??) to S°. This is an
analogue of the fundamental convergence lemma in the theory of H*-functional
calculus (see, e.g. Proposition 10.2.11 of [33]), and is proved using asymptotic ex-
pansions of the Moyal product, typical of pseudo-differential calculus. Having
such a convergence lemma shows that a pseudo-differential calculus for (A, B)
can be defined as soon as appropriate bounds on the operators defined in
are obtained.

This is the main point of our paper. While previous studies, such as An-
derson’s [3], [4], have focused on algebraic properties of the calculus considered
as a map from S(R??) to .#(X), we focus on the analytic question of extending
the calculus to a continuous map from a large set of functions to .Z(X). This is
the operator theoretic analogue of the harmonic analytic problem of identifying
classes of symbols for which pseudo-differential operators are bounded on L?.

One of the applications of pseudo-differential calculus is to study Schrodin-
ger operators such as the harmonic oscillator defined by 1Af(x) — 3|x[2f(x) on
L*(R%). In our abstract situation, we show that it is possible to express, in Sec-
tion[5} the semigroup generated by

1.7 L~—1d Ly A? 1 B?
(17) —L=5 —52( -+ B7)
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in terms of the Weyl calculus as

(1.8) e 't =a(A,B),
where a; € .7 (R?*) is the function
1—et\d e
at(x,8) = (14 {omr) op(= 155 (P + [22).

For the pair of position and momentum operators associated with the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator (see Example [3.4), is a well known formula
for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup which goes back, at least, to [52]; see also
[45], where this formula was rediscovered by a reduction to Mehler’s formula.
Here we show, with a different proof, that it generally holds for the operators L
associated with Weyl pairs through (1.7). As such, can be throught of as an
abstract analogue of Mehler’s formula for Weyl pairs.

To obtain useful bounds for various functions of L we use, in Section[6] the
idea of transference to derive bounds for a(A, B) acting on X from correspond-
ing bounds on the twisted convolution with @, viewed as an operator acting on
LP(R4; X). This idea can be traced back to Coifman and Weiss [14] and the form
used here is inspired by the work of Hieber and Priiss [30], Haase [26], and Haase
and Rozendaal [28]. They have shown that bounds on the Phillips functional cal-
culus defined, for a generator iG of a bounded Cyp-group acting on a Banach space
X, by

a(G)f = \/%/E(u)emcfdu,
R

can be obtained from bounds on convolution operators acting on L?(R; X). The
latter can then be proven using, for instance, Bourgain’s UMD-valued Fourier
multiplier theorem [11]], or its analogue for operator-valued kernels proven by
Weis in [B3].

For twisted convolutions, however, no UMD-valued theory is yet available.
Developing such a theory is bound to be difficult, given that the (scalar-valued)
LP-theory of twisted convolutions, as developed by Mauceri in [41], is already
subtle (see also [42]). For applications to spectral multipliers theorems for L,
fortunately, we only need to handle highly specific twisted convolutions that
can effectively be “untwisted”. This is shown in Section [} where we prove R-
sectoriality for the operator L defined by in UMD lattices X. In Section
we use this result to deduce the boundedness of the H*-calculus of L on UMD
lattices X from the boundedness of the Weyl calculus of (A, B). We also show
that the angle of this calculus is best possible (namely 0). Going even further,
we apply the recent Kriegler-Weis approach to spectral multipliers developed in
[37], [38] to show that this H*-calculus can in fact be extended to a Hérmander
class of sufficiently smooth but not necessarily analytic functions. This is possible
because the estimates obtained in Section[/]are precise enough for us to check the
assumption of [38]].
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The present paper provides a foundation for a pseudo-differential oper-
ator theory generalised in at least three directions: Witten pseudo-differential
calculus, global pseudo-differential calculus on Lie groups, and rough pseudo-
differential calculus. In the Witten pseudo-differential calculus, one is interested
in pairs (A, B) acting on LP (Rd, e Plx )dx), such that, informally, the “Witten
Laplacian” L is of the form h(A, B) for an appropriate “Hamiltonian” & which
is chosen so that the measure e #(*)dx is an invariant measure for L. We started
such a theory in [45] in the most classical case where the choice ¢(x) = %|x|?
brings us back to the Gaussian setting and L reduces to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
operator. In work in progress, some of the results proven in the present paper
are applied to extend the functional calculus theory of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
operator in [23]].

From the Lie group point of view, the present paper can be seen as an ap-
proach to (sub)pseudo-differential calculus on L¥ (H), where H is the Heisenberg
group. The prefix “sub” here indicates that we consider a pseudo-differential
calculus that extends the Fourier multiplier calculus given by the functional cal-
culus of the sub-Laplacian (removing this prefix by extending the present paper
to add o to the joint functional calculus of the Weyl pair (X, Y), in the spirit of
[51], would be interesting). In the setting where X is an L”-space, a Lie group
representation approach to some of the results in Section[5| has already been pur-
sued in [17], [18] for more general higher-order commutator relations; see also
[19], [20]. Building on earlier work in [19], in the setting of L”-spaces the bound-
edness of the H*-calculus of € + L for ¢ > 0 has been proved in [49] by more
direct transference arguments. The present operator-theoretic perspective could
help construct global pseudo-differential calculi on nilpotent Lie groups. Such a
theory is currently being developed by Ruzhansky, Fischer, and their collabora-
tors (see, in particular, [22]). The theory of pseudo-differential operators on the
Heisenberg group is developed in [Z].

Last but not least, we aim to perturb the Weyl calculus, both from an opera-
tor theoretic and a harmonic analytic perspective, to eventually treat pairs of the
form

Quif (x) = 5 (3 (x) + xif (x) Zm]am ) = xf(x)),

N —

Paif () = o (3 () + 31 (x) +2% 0 (x) ~ % (1)),

where both the matrix B = (/Sk]) _, and its inverse have bounded measurable
coefficients. Notice that we recover the standard pair with B = I. These are
analogues of the perturbations of Dirac operators considered in [6]. Since the
latter can be interpreted as a rough Fourier multiplier theory, a corresponding
theory for (Qp, Pg) could be interpreted as a rough pseudo-differential calculus.
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NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS. All vector spaces are complex unless the con-
trary is stated. To be in line with standard notation in pseudo-differential calcu-
lus, we reserve the notation (x, &) for the general point in R> = R? x R?. Because
most applications are concerned with function spaces anyway, general elements
in a Banach space X will be denoted by f,g,.... For & € RY we write (¢) =
(1 + |&[*)'/2. Standard multi-index notation is used. We let N = {0,1,2,... }.
When A = (Ay,...,Ay) and B = (By,..., B,) are d-tuples of linear opera-

d
tors with domains D(A;) and D(B;) respectively, we set D(A) = (] D(4;) and
j=1

d d
D(B) = N D(B;). Foru,v € R we write uv := } ujv; and define the operators
j=1 =1
uA and vB, with domains D(A) and D(B) respectively, by

d d
uA = 2 Ll]'A]', vB = ZZ)]B]
j=1 j=1

We write a Sp, p,.... b to express that there exists a constant C, depending on

the data py, p2, ..., but not on any other relevant data, such that a < Cb. If the
constant is independent of all relevant data we write a < b.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We assume familiarity with the basic theory of pseudo-differential opera-
tors and semigroup theory. Good sources for our purposes are [1]], [21] and [50].
Here we collect some terminology and results concerning UMD Banach spaces,
R-boundedness, and the H*-calculus of sectorial operators. Our main references
are [32], [33]; other sources for these notions are, respectively, [16], [25], [27],
[391, [46].

2.1. UMD SPACES. A Banach space X is said to have the UMD), property, where
1 < p < oo, if there exists a finite constant C > 0 such that whenever (m,)Y_; is
a finite X-valued martingale (defined on a measure space which may vary from
case to case and whose length N may vary as well) and (e,)"_, is a sequence of
scalars of modulus one, we have

N
]EH Y enmy
n=1

It can be shown that if X has the UMD, property for some 1 < p < oo, then it
has this property for all 1 < p < co. Accordingly it makes sense to call a Banach
space a UMD space if it has the UMD),, property for some (equivalently, for all)
1<p<oo.

p

P N
< CPE[ Y ma
n=1
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In some treatments only scalars €, = %1 are used. This leads to an equiva-
lent definition, the only difference being that the numerical value of the constant
may change (see Proposition 4.2.10 of [32]).

The importance of the class of UMD spaces derives from a celebrated the-
orem due to Burkholder and Bourgain [10], [12] which characterises it as pre-
cisely the class of Banach spaces X for which the Hilbert transform extends to a
bounded operator on L? (R; X) for some (equivalently, forall) 1 < p < oco. This, in
turn, allows one to prove the boundedness in L? (R¢; X) of very general classes of
singular integral operators. For some of the sharpest results presently available
see [31]. In particular every Calderén-Zygmund operator with a kernel satisfying
the so-called “standard estimates” is bounded on L (R?; X) for all UMD spaces
X and exponents 1 < p < co.

Examples of UMD spaces include Hilbert spaces, the LF-spaces with 1 <
p < oo, and the Schatten classes ¢, with 1 < p < co. The class of UMD spaces
is stable under passing to equivalent norms and taking closed subspaces, quo-
tients, and ¢P-direct sums. If X is UMD and 1 < p < oo, then also L¥ (M, u; X)
is UMD, for any measure space (M, jt). As a consequence, all “classical” func-
tion spaces used in analysis such as Sobolev spaces, Besov spaces, and Triebel-
Lizorkin spaces are UMD as long as the exponents in their definitions are within
the reflexive range. UMD spaces are reflexive, and therefore spaces such as cg, ¢!,
(=, C(K), LY(M, u), L®(M, u) are not UMD (with exception of the trivial cases
when the latter three are finite-dimensional).

2.2. R-BOUNDEDNESS. A Rademacher sequence is a sequence of independent ran-
dom variables (e,)$_;, defined on some probability space, the values of which
are uniformly distributed in the set of scalars of modulus one. Thus if the scalar
field is real, Rademacher variables take values +1 with equal probability %, and if
the scalar field is complex their values are uniformly distributed in the unit circle
in the complex plane.

Let X and Y be Banach spaces and let .Z(X,Y) denote the space of all
bounded linear operators from X into Y. A subset .7 of £ (X,Y) is said to be
Rp-bounded, where 0 < p < oo, if there exists a finite constant C > 0 such that
for all finite sequences T1,...,Ty € 7 and x1,...,xy € X (where N may vary)
one has

N
EH Z €nTnxy
n=1

p ) N p
<C EH Z €nXn
n=1

The least admissible constant C is called the Ry-bound of 7 and is denoted by
Rp(T).

By the Kahane-Khintchine inequality (see Theorem 6.2.4 of [33]), if 7 is R;-
bounded for some 0 < p < oo, then it is Ry-bounded for all 0 < p < oo, and for
all 0 < p < co we have

Rp(T) =y B(T),
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where by default we write Z(.7) := %,(.7). Accordingly it makes sense to call
T R-bounded if it is R-bounded for some (equivalently, for all) 0 < p < co.

In some treatments real-valued Rademacher variables (random variables
taking the values +1 with equal probability) are used. This leads to an equiv-
alent definition, the only difference being that the numerical value of the R-
bounds may change (see Proposition 6.1.9 of [33]). Upon replacing the role of
Rademacher variables by Gaussian variables, one arrives at the notion of y-boun-
dedness. Every R-bounded set of operators is y-bounded (by a simple randomisa-
tion argument, see Theorem 8.1.3 of [33])), and every y-bounded set is uniformly
bounded (take N = 1). If X has finite cotype, every y-bounded family in .# (X, Y)
is R-bounded, and if X has cotype 2 and Y has type 2 (in particular, if X and Y are
isomorphic to Hilbert spaces), then every uniformly bounded family in .2 (X, Y)
is R-bounded (see Theorem 8.1.3 of [33]). The Kahane contraction principle (see
Theorem 6.1.13 of [33]) implies that bounded subsets of the scalar field, viewed
as bounded operators on a Banach space X through scalar multiplication, are
R-bounded. R-Bounded sets enjoy many permanence properties; in particular
they are closed under taking convex hulls and weak operator closure (see Sec-
tions 8.1.e, 8.4.a, 8.5.a of [33])).

The notion of R-boundedness originates from harmonic analysis, where it
captures the essence of so-called “square function estimates”. As such it goes
back to the works [8], [11]; its first systematic study is [13]. Rather than explaining
this aspect in full detail (for this we refer to Chapter 8 of [33]) we mention (see
Proposition 6.3.3 of [33]) that if X = L7(M,u) with 1 < g < oo, then for all
0 < p < co one has the equivalence of norms

1/p

N N /
(EHrgenfn ];(M,y)> ~pag ‘(n:1 |fn|2)1 2

with implied constants that depend only on p and 4. Thus, in the context of L7-
spaces, R-boundedness reduces to a square function estimate.

LI(M,p)

2.3. H®-CALCULUS. Let X be a Banach space and let 0 < ¢ < 7. A closed
operator L : D(L) O X — X (with D(L) the domain of L) is said to be o-sectorial if
its spectrum is contained in the closure of the sector

Y, ={2z€C:z#0,]argz| < 7}
(arguments are taken in (—7t, — 7)) and satisfies
M

2.1) IR(z, L)|| < E

on the complement of X, for some finite constant M > 0. Here, R(z,L) :=
(z — L)~ is the resolvent operator. An operator is said to be sectorial if it is -
sectorial for some 0 < ¢ < 7r. The number

w(L) :=inf{o € (0, ) : L is o-sectorial }
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is called the angle of sectoriality of L.
For 0 < 6 < 7t let H!(Xy) be the Banach space of all holomorphic functions
¢ : Xy — C satisfying

o |
9z, = sup o [ @) <o

If L is o-sectorial, then for any ¢ € H!(Zy) with ¢ < 8 < 7 we may define

2) o) = 5 [ EIRE L)

90X,

taking ¢ < v < 0 with the understanding that 9, is downwards oriented. This
integral converges absolutely and defines a bounded operator of norm at most
M| ¢y (5,), where M is the constant of @2.I). It is a consequence of Cauchy’s
theorem and Proposition H.2.5 of [33] that the definition of ¢(L) is independent
of the choice of the angle v.

If we were to replace the role of H!(Zy) by the space H* (%) of all bounded
holomorphic functions on Xy, we would run into the difficulty that the corre-
sponding Dunford integral in becomes singular at both the origin and at
infinity. To handle this situation a sectorial operator L is said to have a bounded
H®(Zy)-calculus, where w(L) < o < , if there exists a finite constant K > 0 such
that

(L) < K@l = s,

for all p € H'(Z,) N H®(Z,). A sectorial operator L is said to have a bounded
H®*-calculus if it has a bounded H® (X, )-calculus for some w(L) < ¢ < 7. The
number

wpye (L) :=inf{o € (w(L), ) : L has a bounded H®(Z)-calculus}

is called the angle of the H*-calculus of L.

If L is densely defined, has dense range and a bounded H*® (X, )-calculus,
the McIntosh convergence lemma [43] (see also Theorem 10.2.13 of [33]) allows one
to uniquely define, for every ¢ € H*(Z;), a bounded operator ¢(L) by

p(L)f = lim gu(L)f, fEX,

where (¢,),>1 is any sequence in H'(X,) N H®(X,) that is uniformly bounded
and converges to ¢ pointwise on .

The prime example of a sectorial operator with a bounded H*-calculus (of
angle 0) is the negative Laplacian L = —A on LF(R% X) for any UMD space
X and 1 < p < co. More generally, under minor regularity assumptions on
the coefficients, uniformly elliptic operators on sufficiently regular domains D in
R? have bounded H*®-calculi on LP(D; X) under various boundary conditions.
Examples with precise formulations are reviewed in [16], [33], [39].
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There is an interesting interplay between R-boundedness and H*-calculi.
Let us say that a closed operator L is o-R-sectorial if o(L) is contained in X, and
the set
{zR(z,L) : z € CZ,}
is R-bounded. Since R-boundedness implies boundedness, every o-R-sectorial is
o-sectorial. The operator L is said to be R-sectorial if it is o-R-sectorial for some
0 < ¢ < m. The infimum

wgr(L) :=inf{c € (w(L), ) : Lis o-R-sectorial }

is called the angle of R-sectoriality of L. It was shown by Kalton and Weis [35] (see
also Corollary 10.4.10 of [33]) that if L is a sectorial operator with a bounded H*-
calculus on a UMD Banach space X (actually a slightly weaker assumption will
do for this purpose, but this is not relevant to us here), then L is R-sectorial and
we have

(2.3) wr(L) = wpe=(L).

In this context it is interesting to observe that for R-sectorial operators L it may
happen that wr (L) > w(L); see [34].

3. WEYL PAIRS

Let A = (Ay,...,Ay) and B = (By,...,B;) be two d-tuples of closed and
densely defined operators acting in a complex Banach space X. We assume that
each of the operators iA; and iB; generates a uniformly bounded Co-group on X.

We denote these groups by (el"/),cg and (e!%/),cg, respectively.

DEFINITION 3.1. Under the above assumptions, the pair (A, B) is called a
Weyl pair of dimension d if the (integrated) canonical commutation relations hold for
alls,t c Rand1 < j,k<d:

(3_1) e1sAje1tAk _ eltAkelsA]‘, QISBjeltBk — eltBkeISle QISAfeltBk — eﬂstéjkeuBkemAjl
where Jj is the usual Kronecker symbol.

REMARK 3.2. In essence, Weyl pairs are bounded strongly continuous rep-
resentations on X of the reduced Heisenberg group. This point of view will not
play a role in this paper, for a reason that is best illustrated by considering the par-
ticular case of the Schrodinger representation corresponding to the classical Weyl
pair of position and momentum operators. The two most studied (and unitarily
equivalent) realisations of this representation, corresponding respectively to the
harmonic oscillator (where one takes X = L?(R%)) and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
operator (where one takes X = Lz(Rd, v4) with 74 the standard Gaussian distri-
bution in 4 dimensions) become very different once we depart from their Hilber-
tian settings and consider their extensions to L? (RY) and L” (R, ), respectively.
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This is elaborated in the Examples [B.3]and [3.4]below. It shows that the underly-
ing algebraic structure of the Heisenberg group has only a limited bearing on the
properties of general Weyl pairs.

Being a Weyl pair is an isomorphic notion, in that it is insensitive to chang-
ing to an equivalent norm. In particular, by switching to the equivalent norm

itA;

llxll = max max { sup|le4ix|, sup [le"Px] }
=1,..4 teR teR

we could have equivalently assumed that the operators iA; and iB; generate Co-
groups of isometries on X. If (A, B) is a Weyl pairon X and T : X — Y is an
isomorphism of Banach spaces, then (TAT~!, TBT~!) is a Weyl pair on Y. This
is of course trivial, but it is of some interest in connection with the next example,
for on Hilbert spaces it easily provides examples of non-selfadjoint Weyl pairs.

EXAMPLE 3.3 (Standard position/momentum pair). On L?(R%),1 < p < oo,
the position and momentum operators Qj and Pj, 1 < j < d, are defined by

Qif(x) =xif(x), Pif(x)= %ajf(x), x € RY.

With their natural domains, it is easily checked that they define a Weyl pair
(Q, P). Indeed, iQ; generates the multiplication group on L? (R?) given by

eQg(x) = el"g(x), xeRYteR,

and iP; generates the translation group on L? (R%) given by
elig(x) = g(x + tej), x¢€ Rt € R,
with ¢; the j-th unit vector of R?. The commutation relations are easily checked.
The position/momentum pair is sometimes referred to as the standard pair
and provides the main example of a Weyl pair. A well-known uniqueness result
of Stone and von Neumann (see, e.g., Chapter 14 of [29] or Section 4.3 of [48])
asserts that every Weyl pair of dimension d of self-adjoint operators in a Hilbert
space is unitarily equivalent to a direct sum of copies of standard pairs on L?(R9).

EXAMPLE 3.4 (Gaussian position/momentum pair). Let us denote by -y the
standard Gaussian measure on R?. On L? (]Rd, 7),1 < p < oo, we consider the
position and momentum pair (Q7, P7) given by Q7 = (Q7,...,QJ) and P7 =
(P],...,P]) defined by

1
Y. X + p'Y .
Q]' = (a] Ll]- )r i

7 (i i\l/i(a]- - a}r),

where the annihilation and creation operators 4; and a;-r are defined by

. — 9. t_ _ ). )
aj =9, a; = dj + x;.
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Thus, for f € CL(RY),
1
i (x)/ P]"yf(x) = iﬁ

Q) f(x) = Zf (20— x)f ().

It is readily verified that the pair (Q7, P7) satisfies the canonical commutation re-
lations. As we will explain in a moment, for p = 2 this pair is unitarily equivalent
to the standard pair.

It is clear that the operators iQ7 generate Cp-contraction groups of multipli-

cation operators on LP(R?, ) for all 1 < p < oo. On the other hand, the oper-
ators 1P]7 generate bounded Co-groups on LP(R?, ) if and only if p = 2. Thus

(Q7,P7) is a Weyl pair on L (R?, ) if and only if p = 2. This can be deduced
from Theorem [5.2| below as follows. By a result of [45], in L?(R“, ) the operator
%((Qv)z +(P7)?) — %d considered in Theoremis the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck op-
erator. If (Q7, P7) were to be a Weyl pair in LP(R¥, ) for certain p € (1,00) \ {2},
the theorem would imply that the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup extends holo-
morphically to the right half-plane {Rz > 0}, and this is well known to be false.
In fact the optimal angle 6, of holomorphy for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semi-

group on L (Rd, 7) is known to be cos ), = LP/% (see [23]).

The failure of iP;Y to generate a bounded Co—group on LP(RY, ) for p # 2

can also be easily checked by hand. Let m(dx) = 5% denote the normalised

(2r )
Lebesgue measure on R?. On L?(R%, ) the group generated by iP]7 is given

Py
by e = U~ !T;j(t)U, where Tj(t) is the translation group on L?(R%,m) in the
j-th direction and U : L2(R%,y) — L2(R%m) is the unitary mapping given by
U = 6o E with

Ef(x) = e N f(x), 5f(x) = (VD)If(V20).
An easy computation shows that, in L?>(R9, ), the operators &' are given by

oitP/ ! F(x) = o(1/4)|x[2=(1/2)(x/ V2t (x—i—t\f

Then, after an integratlon and change of variable,

1= g [ &R P ),
R4

” 1tP

DY

For p € [1,2) it follows that """ fails to extend to a bounded operator acting on
P

LP(R?,v) for all t > 0, and for p € (2,00) the operators "’/ are bounded on

LP (]Rd, ), but not uniformly bounded as a function of t > 0.

EXAMPLE 3.5 (Modified Gaussian position/momentum pair). It is of some
interest to note that the pair (Q7, P7) of the previous example does form a Weyl
pair on LP(RY,v,,,) for all p € [1,2], where 7(dx) = (277) 4/ 2 ¥ /27 gy,
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This is simply because with this scaling of the measure the mapping U considered
above defines an isomorphism from LP (R4, ,, p) onto L? (R4, m). Then each iP]7

generates a bounded Co-group on LP (R%, v, p) which, under U, conjugates with
the translation group in the j-th direction on L? (R%,m).

EXAMPLE 3.6 (Duality). If (A, B) is a Weyl pair in X, then the pair of adjoint
operators (B*, A*) is a Weyl pair in X* provided the operators A]’f and B;f are
densely defined (by a classical result in semigroup theory (see Proposition 1.5.14
of [21]]) this is always the case if X is reflexive).

EXAMPLE 3.7 (Additive commuting perturbations). If (A, B) is a Weyl pair
and C is a bounded operator resolvent commuting with A, then (A,B+ C) is a
Weyl pair whenever the group generated by i(B 4 C) is bounded. Indeed, the
assumption implies that C commutes with the operators e!'4, and the commuta-
tion relations follow from this by going through the standard proof of the
variation of constants formula for perturbed (semi)groups using Picard iteration.
The simplest example is obtained by taking C = wI with w € R. This amounts to
frequency modulating the group generated by iB. More generally one could take
C to be any densely defined closed operator such that iC generates a bounded
group commuting with the group generated by iA.

Similarly, if (A, B) is a Weyl pair and C is a bounded operator commuting
with the resolvent of B, then (A + C, B) is a Weyl pair whenever the group gen-
erated by i(A + C) is bounded.

EXAMPLE 3.8 (Skew transforms). If (A, B) is a Weyl pair, then for every
A € R the pair (A,AA + B) is a Weyl pair. Some care has to be taken with the
interpretation of AA 4 B; we interpret it as the generator of the Cy-group given by

. . 2 .
elt(AA—l—B) - e(1/2)1/\t elAtAitB

(this idea will be further developed in a moment). Similarly, if (A, B) is a Weyl
pair, then for every A € R the pair (A + AB, B) is a Weyl pair.

EXAMPLE 3.9. Let ((Q1,Q2), (P1, P2)) be the standard pair of dimension 2d
on L2(R?), ..,

Quif(x,8) = xif(x,8), Qf(x,¢) = if(x,0),

P8 = Tt (8, Payfnd) = {5E (D)
for 1 < j < d. Reasoning as in the preceding examples, we see that (—1Q» —
Py, Q1 — P,) is a Weyl pair of dimension d on L?(R??). As we show in Lemma
the Weyl calculus of this pair encodes twisted convolutions. Many variations
on twisted convolutions can be considered through the Weyl calculus of twisted
standard pairs obtained from different twists than the one above.
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EXAMPLE 3.10 (Quantum variables). In [24], Gonzélez-Pérez, Junge, and
Parcet introduce a (non-commutative) Fourier transform, as well as position and
momentum operators, associated with certain von Neumann algebras called
quantum euclidean spaces (or Moyal deformations, or CCR algebras). Their con-
struction allows them to define non-commutative analogues of the key notions
of Calder6n-Zygmund theory, including off-diagonal kernel estimates and Hor-
mander symbol classes, and then to prove analogues of the main theorems in
singular integral operator theory. We cannot describe their construction in detail
here, but note that their quantum variables (x@,j) j=1,...24 are Weyl pairs (for the
appropriate choice of ®) acting on some non-commutative LP-spaces (see Propo-
sition 1.9 of [24]).

We now collect some easy properties of Weyl pairs which will be useful later
on. For d = 1 they are due to Kato [36] (see also Section 4.9 of [48]) and the proofs
given there extend without difficulty to the present case. The main observation
is that, upon taking Laplace transforms, the third commutation relation in (3.1)
implies the identities
(32) R(A,iAj)e" = e"PiR(A +it,iA;), R(A,iBj)e"Y = e"R(A — it,iB;),
forallt € R, RA # 0,and 1 < j < d. It follows that B leaves D(A]-) invariant,
"4 leaves D(B;) invariant, and
(33) AjPif=e'Pi(Ai—t)f feD(A;), Bje'if=e'Yi(Bj+t)f feD(B)).

The same argument applies to the remaining combinations of A; and B, but no
shifts over £t occur when the operators commute. Thus we obtain the following
lemma.

itB;

LEMMA 3.11. Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair. The operators e and e'*Bi leave both

d d
D(A) := kol D(Ag) and D(B) := kol D(By) invariant. For j # k we have

(34)  AeiBf =eBrAif feD(A), Be'if=e"Bf feD(B),
while for j = k the identities hold.
Differentiating att = 0 gives

R(A,iBj)R(p,iA;j) = R(p,iA;)R(A,iB))[I —iR(A,iB;)R(p,i4;)],

3.5
(55 R(A,iA;)R(p,iB;) = R(u,iBj)R(A,iA/)[I +iR(A,iAj)R(p,iB))].
If
d d
g = [] R(A,iAj)R(Aj,iAp) T R(px iBx)R (g, iBy) f
ij'=1 k=1

with f € X, then may be used to rewrite g, for any pair 1 < j,k < d, as
§ = R(A,iAj)R(u,iBi)Cjf = R(u,iBx)R(A,iA;)Djif = R(p,iBj)R(A,iBy) Eji f
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for suitable bounded operators Cj, Djx, Ejx. From this we see that g belongs to
ﬂ (D(A]Ak) n D(A]Bk) N D(BkA])) N D(B]Bk) Since, for allf S X,
ik<d

\]r X
d
Al‘ulgl H )\])\]/R()\],lA])R(/\]/,IA]/)‘uk‘uk/R(]/tk, in)R()Lk/, lBk/)f = f,
T ik k=1

the limit being taken in any order for Aq,..., Ag, Ay, ..., AL pa, . g, pa) - 1)
tending to oo, this subspace is dense in X. The identity also gives the identity
AjBjg — BjA;g = ig for g of the above form. The same argument gives commuta-
tion for the remaining combinations of A; and By. Thus we obtain the following
lemma.

LEMMA 3.12. Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of dimension d. The subspace
() (D(A;Ax) ND(A;By) ND(BA;j) ND(B;By))
1<j k<d
is dense, and on this subspace we have AjAy = ArAj, BjBy = ByBj, and A;By —
ByAj = 6jdl.
Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of dimension d. Consider, for t € R and u,v € RY,
the bounded operators

. 2 . . _ . 2 . .
Tu,v(t) — e(1/2)11‘ uveltuAelth —e (1/2)it uUeltUBelqu.

PROPOSITION 3.13. The family (Ty,o)icr is a bounded Cy-group on X, D(A) N
D(B) is a core for its generator Gy, », and, on this core, the generator is given by

Guof =iuAf +ivBf, f € D(A)ND(B).

Proof. The identity T,,(0) = I is trivial. The group property Ty ,(to) ©
Tuo(t1) = Tuo(to + t1) follows straightforwardly from the commutation relations
(B.1). Strong continuity is also clear.

It follows from the general properties of Weyl pairs mentioned earlier that
each operator T}, ,(t) maps the subspace D(A) N D(B) into itself.

Moreover, D(A) N D(B) is dense in X. By Lemma 3.14| below, every f €
D(A) N D(B) belongs to D(G,,») and differentiation gives

Guof = %h:oTu,v(t)f =1iuAf+ivBf, f € D(A)ND(B).

A general result in semigroup theory (see, e.g., Proposition 1I.1.7 of [21]]) now
implies that D(A) N D(B) is a core for G .

The proof of Proposition is completed by the following observation,
which we leave as an easy exercise to the reader.

LEMMA 3.14. Let (S(t));er and (T(t));er be strongly continuous families of
operators, and let f € X be fixed. If
() t — S(t)f is differentiable at t = 0, with derivative S'(0) f := %|t:05(t)f,
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(ii) t — T(t)S(0)f is differentiable at t = 0, with derivative

d
T(0)S(0)f == Z;1i=0T(1)S(0)f,
then t — T(t)S(t)f is differentiable at t = 0, with derivative

LTS = T'O)S(0)f + T(O)S'(0)f.

4. THE WEYL CALCULUS

Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of dimension d on a Banach space X. For (x,¢) €
R we consider the bounded operators

4.1) el(#A+0B) . _ ((1/2)iuvgiuA GivB
This notation is justified by Proposition 3.13}

EXAMPLE 4.1. For the standard pair (Q, P) on L2(R%), reduces to the
Schridinger representation: the operators e!(*Q+?P) are unitary on L?(R?) and
given by

ei(uQJrvP)f(x) _ e(l/Z)iuv+iuxf(x +0).

DEFINITION 4.2 (Weyl calculus). Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of dimension d.

For functions a € .7 (R??) we define
1

a(A,B)f = @

/ﬁ(u,v)ei(”AHB)fdudv, fex,
R2d
where
. 1 —i
a(u,v) = ) éa(x,éf)e (¥u+60) qxdE
R

is the Fourier—Plancherel transform of a. The mapping a + a(A, B) from .7 (R?%)
to £ (X) is called the Weyl calculus of (A, B).

An easy computation based on the identity

7

(4.2) ei(A+0B) ei(u/AJrv/B) _ e(l/Z)i(u/vfuv’)ei(quu/)AJr(erv’)B

which follows from the commutation relations (3.1), gives the following analogue
of the multiplicativity property of the functional calculus of a single operator: for
alla,b € .7 (R*) we have

a(A,B)ob(A,B) = (a#b)(A,B),
where a#b is the Moyal product of a and b, given by (see Section XIL.3.3 of [50])

(a#b)(x, &) = % / / a(x +u,&+u')b(x +0,&+ 0 )e 2 ) qudu'dodv’.
T
R2d R2d
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DEFINITION 4.3. Let N, m € N. A Weyl pair (A, B) is said to admit a bounded
Weyl calculus of type (—N, m) if, for all 2 € S(R*?), we have

la(A,B)| < max sup (&N |agafa(x,g)l,
lal |BI<m (&) cR2a

with a constant independent of a. The pair (A, B) is said to admit a bounded Weyl
calculus of type —N if it admits a bounded Weyl calculus of type (—N, m) for some
m € N.

In Subsection [£.1| we will prove that if X is a UMD space and 1 < p < oo,
then the standard pair (Q, P) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type 0 on L? (R%; X).

The convergence lemma for the Dunford calculus for sectorial operators
(see, e.g., Theorem 10.2.2 of [33]) has the following analogue for the Weyl cal-
culus.

LEMMA 4.4 (Convergence lemma). Let (ay),cn be a sequence of Schwartz func-
tions defined on R** and let N € N. There exist m = m(d,N) € Nand M =
M(d,N) € N, both depending only on d and N, such that the following holds: if (A, B)
is a Weyl pair with a bounded Weyl calculus of type (—N — 1, m), and if

(i) for all multi-indices v € N* with || < M we have nlgr.}o d%a, = 0 uniformly on
compact sets,
(i) sup o (4,B)| < o

ne

then 1i_r>n a,(A,B)f =0forall f € X.
n—oo

Admittedly the formulation of this lemma is a bit awkward; the point here
is that we need (A, B) to be of type (—N — 1,m) for all m > m, where my may
depend on N and d. The proof of the lemma is based on an asymptotic expansion
representation for Moyal products of Schwartz functions.

LEMMA 4.5. There exists a sequence (Cy ) cnpa Of complex numbers such that, for
all a,b € S(R?*) and all integers M € N, there exists a function 1,011 € 7 (R?)
such that

a(A,B)b(A,B) = Y. cd*(ab)(A,B) +7apmi1(A, B)

€N |a| <M

whenever (A, B) is a Weyl pair. Moreover, there exists an m € N, depending only on d
and M, such that if (A, B) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type (—M — 1,m), then

174p:m41(A, B)||
< max su <C>min(‘“/"‘“”‘
™ W B B EN, /| |B'| ||, |B" | <y zeR2d

o 95 a(x, )3 % b(x,0)

Proof. Let a,b € S(R??). Recall that a(A, B)b(A,B) = (a#b)(A, B), where
a#b is the Moyal product of a and b. By Theorem 3.16 of [1]], for any M > O there
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exists a function 7, .11 € S(R??) such that

@3)  ab(xd) = L ol 000 + (60,

aeN, Ja|<M
This gives the formula in the first part of the theorem (with many coefficients c,
equal to 0).

Suppose next that (A, B) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type (—M — 1, m)
for some M € N, where m € N is arbitrary for the moment but will be fixed later.
Then, by assumption, the remainder 7, j.p111(A, B) in the expansion for this
particular value of M satisfies the estimate

Irapnaia(AB) S max sup (M [319%r, paia (x,€))
[YLL161<m (&) e o
with a constant only depending on M, m and the pair (A, B). By Theorem 3.15
of [, 744 m+1(x, &) is given by a finite linear combination, extending over all
multi-indices satisfying |¢| = M + 1, of terms of the form

1
Roap(8) = [ &€ (@)" [atp(x,& 408, x+,8)(1 - 0)Mdodr'dg’
R2d 0
for p(x,¢,x',{') = a(x,§)b(x', ).
As in the proof of Theorem 3.15 in [1]] (see, in particular, (3.20) on page 54
and (3.10) on page 47), there exists m(d, M) € N, depending only on d and M,
such that for all multi-indices v,  satisfying ||, |§| < m(d, M) we have

19703 Raa (x,§)| < () (WIHI = (g) =Ml
with constant depending linearly on

min((o/0"]) 905 5 x, )09 b(x, €)|.
W"W"‘“’ﬂ%ﬁ‘gm(‘i'M)xzzﬂgzd <§> | ¢ xﬁ(x,é’) ¢ Y%x (X,§)|

If we fix the integer m to be this m(d, M), the second part of the lemma follows
by collecting estimates. 1

The proof of the convergence lemma requires one further auxiliary result.
Given a function 77 : R? — C and a real number § > 0 we set 15(x,&) :=

1(0x,08).
LEMMA 4.6. Forall € C&®(R*) with 1(0,0) = 1, and f € X, we have

lim 171 /(A,B)f = f.
k—o0
Proof. For all f € X we have

1

(A B = oy [ Tugeln )45 fdudo
R2d
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= /kZdA (ku, ko)el(#4+78) fqudo

( R2d
— (271[)64 [ i, 0) (VR4 fdudo — 9(0,0)f = £.
R2d e

Proof of Lemma[f4] Fix N € N, let m = m(d, N) be as in Lemma [4.5| (where
we take M = N), and suppose (A, B) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type
(=N, m). Let (a,),>1 be a sequence of Schwartz functions satisfying the assump-
tions (i) and (ii) in the statement of the lemma. Let 7 € C*(R??) be supported
in B(0,2) and identically 1 on B(0,1). Fixing f € X and ¢ > 0, by Lemma
and the uniform boundedness of the operators a,(A, B) we may choose a large
enough integer k so that

(4.4) limsupila, (A, B)f|| < limsuplla (A, B /(A B)f]| +e.

Fix n > 1 for the moment. By Lemma 4.5}

lax (A, By /(A B)|
S| X @ @) (A B)| + lra i jon1 (4, B)|
lafeo <N
@5) 5 _ max|@a (A B+, max sup(&)/*1198 o au (x,¢)|.
"EN, g <N o B'eNd, \al\ﬁ’|<m(xg)eB(ozk)

with constants independent of n. For later reference (we do not need this here)
we observe that the constants are also uniform in k, as is evident from the proof
of Lemma 4.5

The first term on the right-hand side of can be estimated as follows:

max [|0% (au11/) (A, B)|| S S max 19% (@nt1 /) [

|lx‘oo\ Koo <

< max [[(u,0) = {(1,0))*10% (ani /i) [l
|#leo SN

max B (a
\ﬁ|w<N+zd+1” (ant1/6) |

N

< max oPa
NwngHdHH nll Lo (B(0,26))

with constants independent of n. This results in the estimate
lan (A, B)1/k(A, B) |

< By o 110%' o g, (x,
% e Nl nllimo 02"”+\a'lrﬂga’llx<m(x,f;)se%€o,zk><g> 9% 9% . )

with constants independent of #.
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Set M := max(dN +d + 242, 2m); the extra factor d in the first term in the
maximum comes from |«| < d|a|e. If all partial derivatives up to order M tend
to 0 uniformly on B(0, 2k), it follows that lgn lan(A,B)f|l =0.

n—oo

DEFINITION 4.7. A function a € C*(R??) is said to belong to the standard
symbol class S -N with N € Z, if

sup (&)N*H|a%aka(x, ¢)| < oo
(x,¢)eR2

for all multi-indices «, f € N¢.

The Schwartz class is included in S°, and if N > M then SN C S~M. The
class S~V for N > 0 plays a key role in estimating error terms that arise from the
difference between the pointwise product of functions and their Moyal product.
In particular, we use the fact that, for any N > 0 and r € S~N, we may write

(46) Tf(x) = [ K, x = y)fn)dy,
R4
with
sup [ |Kr(x,x —y)|dy + sup [ [Ke(x,x —y)|dx
xeRde yeRde
(4.7) < max  sup (&)[osafr(x,¢)l.

~ ‘“Hﬁ|<2d+l(.¥,g)€R2d

This is proven by combining Proposition 1 p. 554 of [50] and Theorem 5.12 of [1]
(see also Theorem 5.15, Corollary 5.16 of [1]).

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this section. It asserts
that the calculus of a Weyl pair with bounded calculus of type (—N,m) extends
continuously to symbols in the class S~N.

THEOREM 4.8. Let N € N. If (A,B) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type
(=N, m), where m = m(d, N) is as in Lemma.5} then the Weyl calculus a — a(A, B)
extends continuously to functions a € S~N. More precisely, ifa € S™N is given and
(an)nen is sequence in S(R??) such that for all multi-indices v € N?* we have

d7a, — 37a
uniformly on compact sets as n — oo, then the limit
a(A,B) := nlglgoan(A,B)

exists in the strong operator topology of £ (X) and is independent of the approximating
sequence. Furthermore, for all a € S™N we have

la(4,B)|| S max  sup (&)Nt|agafa(x,¢)l.
e BIn+N ) e e
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Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the strong operator limits follows
from what we have already proved. As pointed out in Section 1.4, p. 232 of [50],

it is possible to approximate functions a € S~N by Schwartz functions in the

way stated, by taking a,(x,{) = a(x,¢)n (3, %) = a(x,&)n/n(x,¢) for some n €

C®(R*) such that 1(0,0) = 1.

It remains to prove the bound for the norm of a(A, B). For this we return to
and , both of which also hold if we replace a, by a. For a given e > 0,
and a large enough k, this gives

la(A, B) || <|[(an1/x) (A, B)|| + 2¢
< max |[0%(a A,B
S 2 I3 @) (4, B)|
max sup (&)1*119%' 9 a(x, &) | +2¢
o BEN, [a!|,|p'|<m (x£)eB(0,2k)
with estimates uniform in ¢ > 0 and k > 1 (note that the sup norms of the deriva-
tives of 7 are uniform in k > 1).

Each expression in the first term on the right-hand side can be estimated
using the type (—N, m) of the Weyl calculus of (A, B):

0% (am/k)(A,B)| S max sup (&)NT11[07959% (am /i) (x, €|
7,5€Nd, ‘7"“5‘<m(x,§)€]R2d

< max sup (&N |a%/8§,a(x, &),
o BENA, |tx’|,|ﬁ’\<m+Nd(x,g)e]R2d

again with estimates uniform in ¢ > 0 and k > 1. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, this
results in the desired estimate. 1

4.1. BOUNDED WEYL CALCULUS OF TYPE 0 FOR BANACH SPACE-VALUED STAN-
DARD PAIRS. Let X be a UMD space. On L’”(Rd; X),1 < p < oo, we consider the
vector-valued standard pair (Q ® Ix, P ® Ix) defined by Q® Ix = (Q; ® IX)?:1
and P® Ix = (P;® IX)“i:l/ where Q; and P; are the position and momentum
operators as in Example Note that (Q ® Ix, P ® Ix) is a Weyl pair: as in the
scalar case, iQ; ® Ix and iP; ® Ix generate multiplication and translation groups
on LP(R% X) given by the same formulas as in the scalar-valued case (Exam-

ple[3.3). The commutation relations for the vector-valued extensions also follow
from their scalar-valued counterparts.

NOTATION. In order to simplify notation we will suppress the tensors with Ix
when no confusion is likely to arise.
As an illustration of Definition .3 we now prove the following theorem.

THEOREM 4.9. If X is a UMD Banach space, the standard pair (Q,P) has a
bounded Weyl calculus of type 0 on LP (R%; X) forall 1 < p < co.
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To prove this theorem we will use Theorem 6 of [47]. To do so, we need
to view a(Q, P) as a pseudo-differential operator acting on L?(R%; X). This is
possible thanks to the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.10. For every a € S(R??) there exists a unique b € S(R??) such that
a(Q, P) = Ty, where Ty is the pseudo-differential operator on L2(R?) defined by

T () = G [ b OF (@)%
R4

This function is given by

11
(4.8) b(x,é) = Z 06' ila |alxalxpﬂ(x 6 ]// )|y:x,§/:{f+ra(xr§)/
|a[=1

where r, € 7 (R?) and pa(x, &y, &) = a(*3%,&). Moreover, for all m € N, there
exists m > m, depending only on m and d, such that
max sup (&)[080%r,(x,8)| < max  sup (&)[a%0fa(x, ).
\“\/\ﬁKm(x,g)gRZd |, \/S\<m(x F)eRX

Proof. The first assertion follows from Proposition 1, p. 554 of [50] (see also
formula (58), p. 258 of [50]). As in the proof of Lemma the estimate follows
from Theorem 3.15 of [1]. 1

Proof of Theorem We must show that there exists an integer m € N such
that for all 2 € S(R*) we have

a(Q,P A < max  sup (&) a“aéa x,&)|.
1a(Q, P)|| . (Lr (m;x)) ‘“|f‘/5‘<m(x,§)epﬂ%2d<> |9z0xa(x, €]

Leta € .7 (R?). We first apply Lemma to write

11
(4.9) a(QP)=T, = \042:1 o a7 Tozospa + Tras
where agaf Pa(x,¢) is short-hand for the expression dz9ypa(x, ¢, v, &) |y=x1=¢ 0c-

curring in (@8). We now estimate the L? (R¢; X)-norms of the terms on the right-
hand side of separately, starting with T,,. As pointed out in (4.6) and (&
we have

Tra /Kra X, y y

with

sup |Kra(x,y)|dy+sup/|Kr (x,y)|dx<  max  sup <>\“\|aga£ra(x,g)\.
xeRde yeR la], |,3‘<2d+1(x F)eR2
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Therefore, by Schur’s lemma (in the formulation of Lemma 4.1 withp =g¢,7 =1,
¢ = p = 1 of [45], noting that the proof extends without change to the vector-
valued case), T,, extends to a bounded operator on L? (R%; X) of norm at most

T, o < max su ol 1920 X,
| ng(LP(Rd,X)) 1, |;3‘<2d+1(x§>£{2d< Sl Z0x a(x,8)]

(4.10) < max  sup (&)[9%afa(x, €],
Jec], |ﬁ\<m(xg) R24

for some 711 > 2d + 1, the second inequality being a consequence of Lemma [4.10}

Next we estimate the L” (R¢; X)-norms of the operators T aaﬁ . Letwa,B €

N be such that |a|,|8| < 1. In order to apply Theorem 6 of [47], we remark that
Pap i= 07 ax pa has the following (trivial) properties:

(a) for all |y| < 2d +5and x € RY we have

7197 = (&gt /| |52’ 5f’
(2 ()| = @R T DI e, sup (008 ol )

(b) for all |y, |6] < 2d + 5 we have

919° x,¢)| = 9¥t1gbto, x,¢)| < max su lo’| 8"‘/8‘6,51 x, &)l
s 0 = P ax D < max - sup (010 a(x0)

This means that each b, g belongs to the class S(l),O(Zd + 5, X) as defined in Defi-
nition 3 of [47] (note that the R-boundedness condition in this definition reduces
to a uniform boundedness condition in view of the fact that we are considering
scalar-valued symbols). Therefore, by Theorem 6 of [47] (and its proof, which
shows that the estimates depend linearly on the expressions on the right-hand
sides in (a) and (b)), the operators Tagaéa are bounded on LP (Rd ; X), and

T P Koy S max su ol 1398 4 (x, ).
(4.11) | aga€a||f(U’(W,X)) |“‘r|ﬁ‘<2d+6(x§)€pﬂg2d<g> |0z0ka(x,¢)|

Putting together the estimates and (4.1T) we obtain the following which
concludes the proof:

P oy < wl1920fa(x, &)]. n
[a(Q )||$(LP(Rd,X)) lal| | <max (m2d+6)(x§;ll?[§2d< Sl g va(x, ¢)|
5. THE OPERATOR AZ? + B2

In this section we show how the Weyl calculus of the pair (A, B) relates to
the functional calculus of the operator A% + B2
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For Weyl pairs (A, B) of dimension d we define
d

2. 2 2. 2

A ._];A-, B*:=) B

d
with domains D(A?) := N D(AJZ) and D(B?) :=
j=1

M D=

D(B]Z). The operator A% +
=1
B? is understood as being defined on D(A?) N D(B?). Earlier we have already
d d
defined D(A) := N D(A;) and D(B) := N D(B;).
j=1 j=1

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Lemmas
and3.12

PROPOSITION 5.1. If (A, B) is a Weyl pair of dimension d on X, then D(A?) N
D(B?) is dense in X and invariant under the groups (e*1),cg and (e'Bi),cp, 1< <d.

The next theorem shows, among other things, that for any Weyl pair (A, B)
the operator — (A2 + B?) is closable and its closure generates an analytic Cp-
semigroup of angle %n. Up to a scaling, this semigroup can be throught of as
an abstract version of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. For the standard pair,
such a theorem is well-known to mathematical physicists, going back at least to
[52]]. It was rediscovered for the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup in Theorem 3.1
of [45]. Here we prove that it holds for all Weyl pairs.

THEOREM 5.2. Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair. The operators

1—et
1+et

)dexp<—1*e”<A2+B2>) (t>0)

P(t) := (1 + L

define a uniformly bounded Co-semigroup on X. The dense set D(A?) N D(B?) is a core

for its generator —L, and, on this core, we have the identity
1 1

L==(A%>+B?) — =d.

2( +57) 2

The semigroup (P(t))¢=o extends to an analytic semigroup of angle 17t that is uniformly
bounded and strongly continuous on every subsector of smaller angle.

In the above formula for P(t), for t > 0 the right-hand side is interpreted in
terms of the Weyl calculus for the pair (4, B), i.e., P(t) = a;(A, B), where

(5.1) ar(x, &) = (1+ )\t)de*?\t(IX\QHC\Z)

with Ay = ;2:; For t = 0 we interpret the formula as stating that P(0) = I.

Proof. The semigroup property P(t1)P(t;) = P(t + tp) follows from the
following identity which is obtained by elementary computation:

ap#ar, (x,¢)
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= (1A (1A [ [t tig o o)
R2d R2d
_ 2 2
(2 =(1 +At1+t2)de Aty ([ PSP ar, 41, (3, 8).
Next we prove the strong continuity 1}11:61 P(t)f = fforall f € X. Fixt > 0

for the moment. We have

P(t)f = ar(A, B)f = (2711)0’ [ 1,004 faudo

R2d
1 1
= G (A iy | P g (e o+ [oP e fdudo
f R2d
1 1
63 = rg ey | P st (o)A fdude
R2d
so that
MAMB 1

G4 P < o [e e dudo < M

(2m)d (1—et o
This proves the uniform boundedness of P(t) for t > 0. Strong continuity follows
from the fact that @y — Jyp weakly (in the sense that we have strong convergence
against every f € C,(R; X)).

Let us denote the generator of the Cy-semigroup (P(t));>o by —L. We claim
that Lf = 1df — 3(A%f + B2f) for all f € D(A%) N D(B?). Our argument will
be somewhat formal. The reader will have no difficulty in making it rigorous by
proceeding as follows: write

ei(uA+vB)f — l/)(u, Z))ei(uA+vB)f + (1 _ 1/)(u,?)))ei<uA+UB)f

for some compactly supported smooth function aip which equals 1 in a neigh-

bourhood of (0,0). Treating the resulting integrals separately, the ones involving

1 will give the desired convergence while the ones involving 1 — ¢ will vanish as

we pass to the limit.

Proceeding to the details, we write P(t) = (1 + A)?R(A), where A = A; =
+. Then,

d d dr 1 d
SPOf = S+ VITRWASE = 51 =211+ DIFRA)S)

In the limit £ | 0 we also have A | 0 and 1(1 — A2) — 1. Hence the claim will be
proved if we show that %R(A)f%dff(AerB%f for f € D(A%)ND(B?). We have

1+A)4 / / A[uP+lof) il +0B) ) fdudo]
dede

l+e e

tim L1+ 1RO f) = lim =

lodA dA {<
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=lim d(1+A f/\(|u|2+|v\2 el(uA+0B) fdudo
o de de
\u\zﬂv\z) (uAJrvB)fdudU
dede
=(I) + (ID).

Now, forany f € X,

(I)_/\w 27r // A1) l(MAJrvB)fCh/‘dU
R2d R2d

—d / / 5(00@“AT7B) fdudo = df.

Similarly, for f € D(A%) N D(B?),

. 1 2y A (a2t 1ol2 i(uA+vB)
M =tim [ [ = (uf? + fo[2)e Ao A4 ) fdudo
A0 (27T) R2d R2d
- / / £3(00)€“477B) fdudo = — (A% + B2)f.

R2d R2d

Here, Ao denotes the Laplacian of the Dirac delta function in the sense of
distributions.

We will prove next that D(A?) N D(B?) is a core for L. We have already seen
that D(A?) N D(B?) is contained in D(L). The definition of the operators P(t)
together with the commutation relation defining Weyl pairs implies that D(A2) N
D(B?) is invariant under P(t). Since D(A2) N D(B?) is also dense in X, a standard
result in semigroup theory implies that D(A?) N D(B?) is a core for L.

To complete the proof it remains to show the final assertion. By a standard
analytic extension argument, the right-hand side of defines an analytic ex-
tension of P(t) to the open right half-plane which again satisfies the semigroup
property. Estimating as in (5.4) we see that this extension is uniformly bounded
on every sector of angle strictly less than %n. A standard semigroup argument
(see, e.g., Exercise 9.8 of [27]) gives the strong continuity of the extension on each
of these sectors. 1

EXAMPLE 5.3. For the standard pair of momentum and position we recover
the standard fact that the harmonic oscillator defined by —Lf(u) = %A f(u) —
T|u2f (1) generates a holomorphic semigroup of angle 47, strongly continuous
on each smaller sector, on each of the spaces on L (R?) with 1 < p < oo.

For later use we make the following simple observation.
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COROLLARY 5.4. Forall t > 0 we have

[LP(t)| < 29*2dMMp(1+ t)e ™

Proof. Using the same notation as before, write A} = &7) for the deriv-

ative of t — Ay = L —. In view of LP(t)f = —%P(t)f, differentiation of the

right-hand side of (5:3) (and noting that = = }(1+ A, ")) gives

(47)"LP(t) f

— jt<(1+A ) / eXp(—I”'ij{t'”‘z)ei(”AJr”B)fdudv)
de

Zd(1+)tt71)d7 /e p( M) i(uAJrvB)fdudv
tRZd
Al ‘

= (AT [ (P 4o exp(—MEEED ) fdudo
]de

and therefore

_ )\/ MAMB | 2 2
Ip()f]) < 1+ 20" GEATIIL [ exp(— 5 duco
R2d

At MaMg||fll 2
d AMB 2 \ |+\ [*)
HOa) T <|u| + Jof?) exp(~ 5P dudo.

In view of the identities

t
R2d

and

1
(4714 )4 ,/(|”|2+|v\2)e><p( M)dudv
R2d

471At TP Z/ZU exp(— )d
— % Yy (/wjzexp(—élw—/i)dwj) 11 /exp( )dwk
(47Ay) j=1 1<k<2d, k£ jy

2
4nAt T3 Z/w exp( Tj dw; = 4dA;
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we obtain
PV A
ILP()f] < ¢(d2? s 4dA: ) MaMg|f|| = 211t Ma M| f |
t

2e~t 1+et

— nd+1
- 2 dt : (1 +e,t)2 : 1 _e_tMAMBHfH

— 2d+2d

e MMy ] < 22d(1 + e MaMs £ 8
5.1. GROUND STATES. Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair on the Banach space X. Upon
passing to the limit ¢, #, — oo in (5.2) one sees that if the limit

a(A,B) := }E?oat(A’B)

exists in the weak operator topology of .Z(X), then it is a projection. That this
limit indeed exists under the assumption that X be reflexive is a consequence of
the following lemma.

LEMMA 5.5. Let (S(t))=0 be a Co-semigroup on a reflexive Banach space X and
let (T¢)¢=0 be a uniformly bounded family of operators on X such that S(s) o Ty = Ty o
S(s) = Tiys for all s,t > 0. Then there exists a bounded operator 7w on X such that
tli_)rglo Tix = mt(x) weakly for all x € X.

Proof. Fix x € X. Since X is reflexive, any sequence t, — oo has a subse-

quence t,, — co such that klim Ty, x exists weakly. Let 77(x) be this weak limit.
—00

We will show that 77(x) does not depend on the choice of the sequence t, — oo,
nor on the choice of the weakly convergent subsequence t,, | 0. To this end it
suffices to show that if both 7, — o0 and s — oo are such that the weak limits
y = kh_r){}<> Ty xand y := kh_r)r(}<> T, x exist, then y = y'. By passing to a further sub-

sequence we may assume that r, < s for all k. Then Ts, x = S(sx — 1) T, x and
therefore, for all x* € X*,

[(To = Tryt 6] = [(S(5k — 1) Togx — T, )| < 1T, 018" (55 — r)x” —
< M|x[[[[S* (s = re)x™ — x¥[|x+,
where M = sup ||T;||. Since X is reflexive, the adjoint semigroup (5*(¢))¢o is
10

strongly continuous (see Proposition 1.5.14 of [21]), it follows that

x =0.

[y =y, x")| = lim [(T,x — Tpox, x%)| < M|x[| Jim [|S* (s — 1) x™ — x|
k—o0 k—ro0

This being true for all x* € X*, we conclude that y = y/'.
The operator 7t thus defined is linear and bounded, with norm ||7z]] < M.
That 7(x) = tlim T;x weakly now follows from a standard subsequence argu-
—00

ment. 1
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PROPOSITION 5.6. If (A, B) is a Weyl pair on a reflexive Banach space X, then
the weak operator limit 77 := tlLr?o at(A, B) exists in £ (X). Furthermore, N(L) = R(7)
and R(L) = N().
Proof. Forallty,t; >0, implies
e "toay, (A B) =a,(A B)oe "t =a; . (A, B).

Hence the first assertion follows from the lemma.

The second assertion is proved by a routine semigroup argument. If f <
N(L), then a;(A,B)f = e 'L f = f implies 7(f) = f, and conversely if 77(f) = f,
then for all > 0 and ¢ € X* we have

€ hf,¢) = (f,e7 g) = lim (as(A,B)f e g)
= lim (a54(A, B)f,¢) = (7(f), ¢) = (f,9)

and therefore e L f = f. This implies f € D(L) and Lf = 0. This proves N(L) =
R(7t). The proof that R(L) = N(7) is equally simple. 1

In particular we see that X admits the direct sum decomposition N(L) &
R(L). Such a decomposition holds for every sectorial operator on a reflexive
Banach space (see Proposition 10.1.9 of [33])); the point of the proposition is to
identify the associated projection as being given by 7.

6. TRANSFERENCE

In the spectral theory of generators of Cy-groups on a Banach space X, trans-
ference is a powerful technique to “transfer” properties of the group of transla-
tions to general bounded Cp-groups. The key result is a theorem of Coifman and
Weiss [14] which, in the formulation of [30], may be stated as follows.

For functions ¢ € L!(R) we consider the convolution operator K¢ f := f * g.
This operator is bounded on LP(R; X), 1 < p < oo, by Young's inequality.

THEOREM 6.1 (Transference, Coifman-Weiss). Let iA be the generator of a uni-
formly bounded Cy-group (U(t));er on a Banach space X. Then for all p € [1,00),
¢ € LY(R), and x € X one has

| [ stuceat] < 1Kl @ sup 1) Pl
0 te

Of course one always has the trivial estimate

[0 9)

| [ stuosar] < lsihsupuopis|

—00
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and moreover Young’s inequality gives the estimate

1Kell 2(Lr;x)) < llgll

but there are important examples where the above theorem provides a better es-
timate, due to the availability of an improved estimate for the norm of K, in
LP(R; X). For a systematic treatment of these matters the reader is referred to [33].

The aim of this section is to prove a variant of the Coifman-Weiss theo-
rem for Weyl pairs. Due to the non-commuting nature of the operators A; and
B;, the convolution product needs to be adjusted to take care of the commutator
structure of these operators. This is achieved by means of the so-called twisted
convolution.

DEFINITION 6.2. For functions a € .7 (R??), the twisted convolution with a
function g € C.(R?%; X) is defined by

1 o
©1)  Caglxd) =7 /6(1/2)1("’7 aly,n)g(x -y, & — n)dydy.
R2d

By the pointwise inequality ||Cag|| < |a| * ||g|| and Young’s inequality, C, extends
to a bounded operator on L? (R?4; X) forall 1 < p < co.

PROPOSITION 6.3 (Transference, for Weyl pairs). Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of

dimension d on a Banach space X. Set My := sup ||e*4|| and Mg := sup ||e!*B||. Let
teR teR
1<p <o

(i) For all a € . (R?*") we have
la(A, B) | < MAMECall (1r (r2e;x))-

(ii) Let {a; : j € ]} be a family of functions in & (R?®). If the family of twisted
convolutions {Cz, j € ]} is R-bounded in Z(LP(R*; X)), then {a;(A,B) : j € |} is
R-bounded in £ (X), and in that case

Zp(aj(A,B) 1 j € ]) < MAM§Zy(Cs, 2 j € ).

(iii) Let {aj : j € ]} be a family of functions in . (R*). If the family of twisted
convolutions {Cs,, j € ]} satisfies

E| ;e]-cajgu Slgl Vg e LP(RY;X),
jE

then
e ;%‘MAIB)J’H SIfIl vfex.
j€

Proof. The proof is an adjustment of the technique of [14], [30]. For r > 0 we
will use the short-hand notation [—7,7]2 = {(x,&) € R* : |x| <, |¢] < r}. The
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elementary estimate ||a(A, B)|| < M4 Mg||@]|; shows that, for any given e > 0, we
may choose N > 0 so large that the operator

1 - i
a(A,B)(n)f = 2n)1 / a(u,v)e*A778) fdudo
C[-N,NJ2
satisfies MM
la(A, B) )| < (2An)d3 / (1, 0)|dudo < e.
C[—N,NJ2

We will therefore concentrate on estimating the norm of the operator

a(A,B)N f .= o) / a(u,v)e*4+B) fdudo.
[7N/N]2

Accordingly, set a(N) := 1;_n,nj28- Choose M so large that MI\ZN < 1+e Letus

write U(u,v) = el(*4+%8) for brevity. By we have U(u,v) o U(—u,—v) =1
and therefore

(62) £l < MaMpl|U(—u, —0)f], feX
Averaging over [-M, M]?, forall 1 < p < coand f € X we obtain
la(A, B)N £I17

MP Mp
< Gagm [ UG —o)a(a BV s dudo
MM
— MZMZ 1 ~(N) p
~ M) /| ) [ @™ mu(-u,~o)u(,n fdydy || dudo
[~ M,M]? R
M, My 1 i(un—yv) P
= | g [ )ty — ey o) faydy |[dude
[71\/[,1\/[]2 R24

using (@&2). Also 1y ponp(y—u,1—0) =1if (u,0) € [-M, M]* and (y,7) €
[—N, NJ?, so that with x4 N = 11_p—n,m4N)2 the last expression can be rewrit-
ten as

MEME ‘ 1 : (un— 1)~
= M [ ] 2n)? [ N
[,M,M]z R2d

p
X [xen (y = 1 = 0)U(y — w1 — o) fldydy || dudo
_ MiM;

M 2d
(2M) M

1Com) X (U, ) fl(w,0) [[Pdudo
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M ME
(ZM)Zd H [XM+NUf] ||FL]p (R2;X)
(i) MhME
S 3 1Cato g 1 o [U(u,v)f||Pdudo
(2M) Z(LP(R¥;X)) ,
[-M—N,M+NJ2
M MF,

WH 200 1 e (2(M + N)) My M| £11P

< (1 MM oo I 1 e 111

It follows that
la(A,B)f|| < lla(A, B))f 1| + lla(A, BYN £

ellF1l + (1 + &/ PMEMBIICoom | g w as I£-

Letting N — oo in this estimate, and then letting ¢ | O, the desired estimate in (i)
is obtained.

NN

Part (ii) is proved in exactly the same way. We replace a by ng €naj, (Where
j1,---,jn € J and (e,))_; is a Rademacher sequence) and instead of using one
fixed f we use a sequence (f,)"_, to build Rademacher sums; instead of estimat-
ing with operator norms in (i), we estimate with R-bounds. The same reasoning
applies to part (iii). 1

The next lemma expresses the twisted convolution C; in terms of the stan-
dard pair on L?(R?).
LEMMA 6.4. Let ((Q1,Q2), (P1, P2)) be the standard pair of dimension 2d on
L2(R?), ie
Quif (%) = xif(x,8),  Qjf(x,) = &f(x,9),

1 0 10
P8 = Tt (d), Paifnd) = §E(60)
]
for1 < j < d. The pair (*zQz — P1,3Q1 — P,) is a Weyl pair of dimension d on
L2(R?%), and for all a € . (R**) we have
Cﬁ = a( —

1 1
§Q2 - Py, §Q1 - Pz)-

Proof. The proof of the first assertion is immediate. For all a € .#(R??) and
g € L(R™),

{1( — %Qz —Pl,%Q1 _PZ)g(xlg)

_ (zl)d / (1, 0)ei (4= (1/2Qa=P) +0((1/2)Q1=P2) gy, #)dudlo
7T

R2d
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_ % / a(u,U)e(l/z)iuveiu(—(1/2)Q2—P1)eiv((l/z)Ql_PZ)g(x,C)dudv
(@m)e

_ 21 a / (u, v)e1/iuve=(1/2)iuQag—iuP1 o(1/2)i0Q1 o =i0P2 o (x #)dudo
(27) R2d

- 21 d /ﬁ(u,v)e(l/z)“’Qle*(1/2)1”(32671”131efivng(xrg)d”dv
(@m)? ),

_ 21 ! /a\(ulv)e(uz)i(vxff;u)g(x_u,g—v)dudv:Ca (x,¢). 1
(@m)e

In the setting of the lemma, by the Stone—-von Neumann theorem (see Theo-
rem 14.8 of [29]), there exist a countable index set L and an orthogonal direct sum
decomposition

LX(R*) = P H,,
lel
as well as unitary operators U, : H; — L?(R%), such that for all £ € L the follow-
ing assertions hold:

(i) Hy is invariant under the groups e’ (=(172)Q2j=P1) and &H((1/2)Q1j=P2y);
(if) Uy establishes a unitary equivalence of these groups on H, with the groups
€' and e''fi on L2(R), where (Q, P) is the standard pair on L2(R%).
As a direct consequence we obtain that, for all £ € L and a € .7 (R?%):
(i) Hy is invariant under a(—%Qz — Py, %Ql —P);
(i) Uy establishes a unitary equivalence of the restriction of a(— % Qr— Py, %Ql
—P,) to Hy and the operator a(Q, P) on L2(R%).

As a result we obtain

1Call (12 (m2ay) = H“( - %QZ — Py %Ql - Pz) Hz(LZ(RM))

©3) = sup|la(~ 52— P1, Q1 P2 1|

=la(Q, P) :
P Z(12(R7))

2 (Hy)

REMARK 6.5. In the next section we address the problem of estimating the
norm of C; in the vector-valued setting. Here we wish to point out the general
fact that the identity has a simple, albeit not very useful (cf. the concluding
remark at the end of the section), vector-valued extension in terms of spaces of -
radonifying operators. These are defined as follows (comprehensive treatments
are given in [33]], [44]). Let H be a Hilbert space with inner product (-|-) and X be
a Banach space. Every finite rank operator T : H — X can be represented as

N
Th =Y (hhn)xn

n=1
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for some orthonormal sequence (h,)Y_, in X, and some sequence (x,)N_; in X.
For such operators T we define

2

7

N
HTHEY(H,X) = EH Z TYnXn

where (7,)N_; is a sequence of independent standard normal random variables
(taken real-valued if the scalar field is R and complex-valued if the scalar field is
C; once again, one could insist on using real-valued standard normal variables at
the expense of different constants). It is easy to see that this gives a well-defined
norm on the space of finite rank operators from H to X. Its completion is denoted
by v(H, X).

If X is a Hilbert space, then (H, X) is isometric in a natural way to the space
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H to X, and if X = LP (M, u) with 1 < p < oo,
then one has a natural isomorphism of Banach spaces

7(H, LP(M, p)) = LF(M, u; H).

Itis not hard to see (see Theorem 9.6.1 of [33]]) thatif S : H — H is a bounded
operator, then the mapping & ® x — Sh ® x uniquely extends to a bounded op-
erator S € Z(y(H*, X)) of the same norm. Here, H* is the Banach space dual
of H. Applying this construction to the twisted convolutions C, and the oper-
ators a(Q, P) with a € .#(R*!), viewed as bounded operators on the Hilbert
spaces L?(R??) and L2(R?) respectively, and identifying the duals of these spaces
with the spaces themselves via the duality (f,g) = [ fg (no conjugation here),
we obtain well-defined extensions of these operators to bounded operators on
Y(L2(R?), X) and (L2(R%), X) of the same norms. Thus self-improves to

Gl #(y(r2m2),x)) = 18(Q, P)l| 2 (12(me), x)) -
This identity suggests that we could try to bound the Weyl calculus in terms

of the y(L2(R?%), X))-norm of the twisted convolution. This is possible under a
¥-boundedness assumption.

PROPOSITION 6.6 (y-Transference). Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair of dimension d
on a Banach space X. If the set

{ei(uA—i—vB) . (M,Z)) c RZd}
is «y-bounded, with «y-bound T, then for all a € . (R*?) we have
la(A, B)Il < T Call gy (122, x))-
Similar versions of parts (ii) and (iii) of Proposmonmhold. The proof is a
routine adaptation of the proof of Proposition|[6.3}
As a corollary we obtain that, if the set {e!*4*+?B) : (1, 0) € R} is y-bounded,
with y-bound T, then for all a € .7 (R?*?) we have

la(A, B)| < T*[1a(Q, P)ll (s (12(m),x))-
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Admittedly, this result is unlikely to be useful: for the standard pair, the -
boundedness assumption is satisfied only for p = 2 (by Proposition 8.1.16 of [33])).

7. R-SECTORIALITY OF L

To apply the transference theory from Section [} ideally one needs to bound
twisted convolution operators C; acting on the Bochner spaces LP(R?*;X) in
terms of the norm of a(Q, P) for the standard pair, i.e., one needs a vector-valued
extension of (6.3). We do not know how to do this in general. The LP-theory in
the scalar-valued case, considered by Mauceri in [41]], is already quite subtle and
depends on Hilbert space-specific techniques to treat the p = 2 case. Extending
his theory to UMD-valued functions would be interesting in itself (for the new
techniques that need to be developed) and would lead to general estimates for
the Weyl calculus of Weyl pairs. Here, we just focus on those twisted convolu-
tions needed to study the semigroup generated by —L = %d — %(A2 + B?). The
symbols a involved are such that C; can be effectively “untwisted”. The main aim
of this section is to prove the following result.

THEOREM 7.1 (R-Sectoriality). Let (A, B) be a Weyl pair on a UMD Banach
lattice X. Then for all @ € (0, ) the operator L = Y(A2 + B?) — 1d is R-sectorial of
angle 0. Moreover, the set {(% — 0)* exp(—zL) ; |arg(z)| < 0} is R-bounded, with
R-bound independent of 0.

The only place in the proof where we use the lattice structure of X is in the
following lemma, which reduces the task of proving R-boundedness of twisted
convolutions to proving R-boundedness of (standard) convolutions.

LEMMA 7.2. Let X be a Banach lattice with finite cotype and let 1 < p < oo.
Suppose (a;)jc; and (b;) ey are families of functions in S(R?) satisfying

laj(y, I < iy, )| Vy,n eRYje].
If the family of (standard) convolution operators (C| b]_|) jej on LP(R?4; X) is R-bounded,
with Ry-bound Zy, then also the family (Cy;)je on LP (R%; X) is R-bounded, with
Rp-bound <p 0 x CP22Y.
Proof. Since LP(R??; X) has finite cotype (see Proposition 7.1.4 of [33]), we
may use the Khintchine-Maurey theorem (see Theorem 7.2.13 of [33]) to pass
from Rademacher sums to square functions.

If ji,...,jn € Jand g1,...,8N € LP(R%; X) are given and (en)nN:1 is a
Rademacher sequence, we thus obtain

p
LP (R24;X)

N
E| n;l enCa;, 8,
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1 )

- / H(i‘ /ea/z) 1900, (y,7)g;, (x y,@'—q)dydiy‘z)l/szdde
R24 =1 Rad
< IS ([ 1 toml -2 = miavan)") | asaz
R24 n=1 "o
= (X €)1, gy = 2 il o
<%’§EH”§1%|&” iP(RZdX H(Zlg]" )1/2 iP(RZd;X)

p N P
~% ]EH E €ngi
b n=1 "8jn LP (R¥;X)

with constants depending only on p and X. 1

We now consider the kernels relevant to our applications. These are the
Fourier transforms of

a;(x, &) = (14 A,)le A=(xP+1EP)

with A, = _ for z € C such that Rz > 0. We need an elementary lemma.

1+ =z

LEMMA 7.3. Forall 0 < 6 < 7 and non-zero z € C satisfying | argz| < 6 we

have
-1

1 1
T — < <
(271 9) Scos(argAz), [Az] S ( T — 9) ,
with constants independent of 0 and z.

Proof. It suffices to prove the inequalities for non-zero z € C satisfying
|argz| = 9 Writing z = r(cos 6 4 isin ) and computing the real and imaginary

—Z

T € in terms of r and 6, one readily finds that if | arg z| < 6, then

parts of 1

el)) < —

tan(arg (o= p—"

and consequently
1 1 \1/2 1 1
— =< (1 ) <t San
cos(arg(17e=)) cos (1/2)m —
Similar elementary estimates show that if |argz| < 6, then
—F 1 1
Al =| < .
2| 1+e 21~ cosf ™~ (1/2)t—6

This lemma is used to prove the following R-boundedness result.

cos2 0
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PROPOSITION 7.4. Let X be a UMD Banach lattice, and let 1 < p < oco. There
exists a constant M > 0, depending only on p and X, such that for all 6 € (0, 37t) the
family {Cz, ; z # 0, |argz| < 0} is R-bounded in . (LF (R??; X)), with constant

M
((1/2)t — )2
Proof. The Banach space X, being UMD, has finite cotype (see Proposi-

tion 7.3.15 of [33]). Fix @ € (0, 37) and let z € C be a non-zero element such
that |argz| < @ forallk = 1,...,N. Writing t = m = |Az|/cos(argA;), for

Z({Ca, ; 270, [argz[ < 0}) <

ally,n € R we have
-~ _ _ 2 2
|az(y,n)| =~ 1 + Az AL e cos(arg Az) (ly|*+n|*) /4] Az
< |1+ Az |%(cos(arg AZ))*dt*de*(MzHﬂ\z)/‘lt

with constants depending only on p and X. Hence by Lemma
1 2d
(En B 9) az(y, )| < pde=(yP+n)/4t . be(y, 1),
with constants depending only on p and X. Hence, by Lemma

R<{ (%n_ G)chﬁz ;2 #0, |argz| < 9}) SRECy, ; t>0}),

with a constant depending only on p and X. Noting that Cp, is a constant mul-
tiple of exp(tA ® Ix), the R-boundedness of the family {C;, ; t > 0} follows
from the fact that —A ® Iy has a bounded H*®-calculus on L? (R*; X) ([33], Theo-
rem 10.2.25). 1

Proof of Theorem([7.1] Let (P(t))=0 be the analytic Co-semigroup generated
by —L = 1d — 1(A%+ B?). Fix 0 € (0,3m). By Proposition 10.3.3 of [33] it
suffices to show that the set

Vop:={P(z):z#0, |argz| < 6}

is R-bounded with
1
(1/2)— 0"
By Theorem [5.2]and Proposition[6.3} for this it suffices to show that the set

‘%(VQ) Sp,X

Vp:={Cs :2#0, |argz| < 6}

is R-bounded with

1
((1/2)m —0)>""
This has been done in Proposition[7.4] &

%(VQ/) 5p,X
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8. FUNCTIONAL CALCULUS OF L

In this section we prove that boundedness of the Weyl calculus of a Weyl
pair (A, B) implies a spectral multiplier theorem for the operator L = %(A2 +
B?) — %d, acting on a UMD lattice X. This is done by applying the theory devel-
oped in [35] to obtain a holomorphic functional calculus of angle zero from square
function estimates and appropriate R-sectoriality bounds. The precise form of the
latter then allows us to apply the theory developed in [38] to extend this holomor-
phic functional calculus to a full Hérmander type spectral multiplier theorem.

THEOREM 8.1 (Bounded H*-calculus). If (A, B) is a Weyl pair of dimension d
on a UMD lattice X with a bounded Weyl calculus of type 0, then L := (A% + B?) — 1d
has a bounded H*® (Xy)-calculus for all 6 € (0, r).

For the proof of the theorem we need two lemmas. The first provides an
expression for derivatives of the exponentials in the Weyl calculus representation
formula of the operators e~ of Theorem

LEMMA 8.2. For all multi-indices a, B € N there is a polynomial Pap Of degree
(a, B) in the variables (x,&) € R such that for all A > 0 we have

agabeMP+iER) = TP, (R, VAE)e M),

Proof. If p is a polynomial in 2d variables x = (x1,...,%x4), ¢ = (G1,...,C4),
of degree v = (71,...,74) inxand § = (dy,...,9;) in &, then for any A > 0,

ax,v[P(\FAx,\/Xg)e*A(\X\ZJr\&\Z)]
= [VA@x,p) (VAx, VAE) — 2Ax;p(VAx, V/AE)Je M)
— VAq(VAx, VAg)e M HER),

where ¢ is polynomial of degree (v1,...,7j-1,% + L ¥js1,---,74) in x and of
degree ¢ in ¢. A similar identity holds for the partial derivatives with respect to
¢j, which add one to the degree in the variable ¢;. The lemma now follows by
inductionona« and . 1

As an application of the preceding lemma, the next lemma provides a uni-
form bound on the derivatives of certain signed sums of exponentials which will
be used later to prove that certain related sums belong to the symbol class S°
uniformly.

As before, let A\; = %;Z:: fort > 0.

LEMMA 8.3. For all multi-indices o, B € N such that |«| + || # O the functions

Kies(%,€) : ZejeXp Ayis(1x2 + 11%)
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satisfy

sup  (2)1*1]0%08 x5 (x, 8)| < o0
(x,&)eR2

uniformly with respect tok > 1, € = (ej);-‘zl € {+1}%, ands € [1,2].

Proof. Let us set pijs = A,-j, for brevity. Given any two multi-indices a, f €
N such that || + | 8| # 0 we may estimate, using Lemma

(@)% Ky e 5 (x, )|

k
< @Y S B p s (JHx, /1558) | exp(—pjs(x[2 +1E]2)).
j=1

For |¢] < 1 we estimate the right-hand side by
k

Sa Y s TP po s (SH7%, /105500 | exp(— s (|x[2 4+ [E[2))
1

j=

k k ,
Sup Y M\“\Hﬁ\ Sup 22—(1/2)](|“|+\5|) Sup 1
=1 =1

where we used that  sup  |p,p(x,&")|exp(—(|x'|* + |¢'|*)) < oo, and that
(x’,i;’)E]RZd
Hjs < 277; while for |G| > 1 we may estimate it by

S

H'M»

(/17518 D p g (5%, /107,580 | exp (= s (167 + 181%)) Sap 1,
1

]

where the last step follows by an application of Proposition H.2.3 in [33]. In all
these estimates, the constants are uniform ink, ¢, ands. 1

Proof of Theorem[8.1] By Theorem [7.1] L is R-sectorial of angle 6 for any 6 €
(0, ). Hence by Theorem 10.4.9 of [33] it suffices to show that

, ‘ 2
IfI2 ~ sup sup EH Y ej(exp(—21sL) —exp(—zst))fH Vf € D(L)NR(L),
se[1,2] NeN l/I<N
where (€;) ez is a Rademacher sequence, noting that the function z — exp(—2z) —

exp(—z) belongs to H!(Zg) N H*(Xy) for each 6 € (0, 47) using the notation of
Chapter 10 in [33]. It actually suffices to prove the one-sided inequality

. . 2
(8.1) sup supEH ) e]-(exp(72]+1sL)fexp(fZJSL))fH S|fI? VYfeXx,
s€[1,2] NeN li|<N
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since the reverse inequality (for f € R(L) = D(L) NR(L)) will then follow by
duality as in the proof of Theorem 10.4.4(3) in [33], noting that the pair of ad-
joint operators (B*, A*) is a Weyl pair in the dual lattice X* (which is UMD by
Proposition 4.2.17 of [32] and Proposition 7.5.15 of [33]).

Referring to the direct sum decomposition X = N(L) @ R(L) provided by
Proposition we will prove separately for f € N(L) and f € R(L). For
f € N(L), (8.1) is immediate from the fact that exp(—tL)f = f. For f € R(L)
we consider indices j € Nand j € Z \ N separately. For j € Nand f € R(L),
say f = Lg, we use that exp(—tL)f = Lexp(—tL)g decays to 0 exponentially
as t — oo by Corollary In combination with the triangle inequality and the
contraction principle, this gives

sup sup (EHZe] exp(—2/*1s )—exp(—stL))fHZ)l/2
se[1,2] NeN

< 2sup sup (EHZe exp(—2/sL) f” )
s€[1,2] NeN

< 2sup sup EII exp(=2sL)f|| < |I£Il.
s€[1,2] NeNj=0

By continuity, this estimate extends to f € R(L).

Let
ar(x, ) == az(x,§) — ar(x,9),
where as always a;(x,&) = (14 A¢)%e “MPHER) with Ay o= l+ €. In view of
the cases already dealt with, the proof will be complete once we have shown that,

forall f € R(L),

(8.2) sup supEH Ze]az is(A,B) fH < ||f||2
se[1,2] N>1

with a constant independent of f Set
br:= (14 Ay) Yay — (14 Ar) ay
so that
@ =br— (1+ M)~ = Dag + (1 + M) ar — ).

We now take t = 27/s and estimate each of the resulting three sums separately.
Fix an integer N > 1. We first estimate

2
sup sup]EH Ee] (14 Ay jir) 4 1)a2_]-+1s(A,B)fH
s€[1,2] N>1
© . 2
S sup (L 114 Ay o)™ = 1] exp(-27TIsL) )
s€[1,2] N j=1
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© . 2 5
Sa (L2710 S IR,
j=0

where we used the bound (1 + A,—;)™% —1 <; 277 together with the uniform
boundedness of the operators exp(—tL) = P(t). Similarly,

N 2
sup supE|| Y ei((1+A,) = Day-iy (A, B)f| S 7112
se[12] N=1 iz
To prove (8.2), it therefore remains to show that
sup supE| Ze] B <P
se[1,2] N>1

To this end we claim that the functions
%N,e,s = Ze]»bz,js

belong to the symbol class S0 uniformly in N, € € {:I:l}N ,and s € [1,2]. Since
by assumption (A, B) has a bounded Weyl calculus of type 0, this claim, once it
has been proved, will prove the theorem.

We have

z

[R5 (2,8 < Y [Byi5 (%, ©))

j=1

= Z | exp (=g (2 +1217)) — exp(=Ay(|xf* + []%))]

z

(exp(=Ag-jirg (x> +1812)) — exp(=A,i5(Ix[* +[¢1))) < 1

-
I
—

M T

using a telescoping argument in the last step. In combination with Lemma
N N-1

(which remains true if we replace the summation ), by ) ), this proves the
j=1 j=0

claim. 1

REMARK 8.4. For the standard pair (Q, P) on LP(R%; X) with 1 < p < oo
and X any UMD space, the operator %(Q2 + P?) — %d is R-sectorial and has a
bounded H*®-calculus for any angle 6 € (0, 7). Following the lines of [40], this
follows from the results of [9]] (see also [2]).

Using the theory developed in [38], we can extend the functional calculus
of L from H*(Xy) to an appropriate Hormander class. We thus obtain a calculus

in one of their Hzﬁ classes. As pointed out in Remark 3.3 of [38], these classes are
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slightly larger (but more complicated to define) than the standard Hormander
classes of functions f € C™|[0, c0) satisfying

2R

dt
supR* [ [FR(HR G < e,
R>0
(1/2)R

forall k = 0,...,m. Note that the latter class contains all smooth functions with
compact support in (0, ).

THEOREM 8.5. If (A, B) is a Weyl pair on a UMD lattice X with a bounded Weyl

calculus of type 0, then L = % (A2 + B2) — 1d has an R-bounded H§d+(1/2)-H0'rmander

calculus.

Proof. By Theorems the assumptions of Theorem 7.1 in [38] are sat-
isfied (note that UMD lattices have the required property («) by Theorem 7.5.20;
see the Notes to this section for the terminology of [33]). 1

9. OPEN PROBLEMS

As explained in the introduction, this paper is mostly meant as a founda-
tion for the development of pseudo-differential calculi in “rough” settings. We
nonetheless think that the general theory of Weyl pairs presented here is also
worth developing further in its own right. This would include solving the fol-
lowing problems:

(1) To extend Mauceri’s results on twisted convolutions [41] to L?(R?*; X),
where X is UMD and p € (1, ).

An affirmative answer would automatically solve the next problem.
(2) To extend Theorem[4.9]to general Weyl pairs (A, B).

As observed in Remark for standard pairs on LP(RY; X) with 1 < p < oo, the
conclusions of Theorems and [8.5/hold for arbitrary UMD Banach spaces
X. In the three theorems for general Weyl pairs, the lattice structure of X was only
used through the proof of Lemma Thus one may pose the following problem:

(3) To decide whether Theorems and hold for arbitrary UMD
spaces X.

An affirmative answer to the first problem could possibly also solve the third
problem, since it might pave the way for an alternative proof via transference. For
these three problems, studying the particular case where X is a non-commutative
LP-space would be particularly interesting, yet potentially much simpler than
the general case (thanks to the availability of both domination and extrapolation
techniques).
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(4) To prove an analogue of the Stone—von Neumann uniqueness theorem for
Weyl pairs.
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