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Abstract

Let X be a Banach space with the analytic UMD property, and let A and B be two commuting sectorial
operators on X which admit bounded H* functional calculi with respect to angles 8; and 0, satisfying
6 + 6, < m. It was proved by Kalton and Weis that in this case, A + B is closed. The first result of
this paper is that under the same conditions, A + B actually admits a bounded H> functional calculus.
Our second result is that given a Banach space X and a number 1 < p < oo, the derivation operator on
the vector valued Hardy space H? (R; X) admits a bounded H* functional calculus if and only if X has
the analytic UMD property. This is an ‘analytic’ version of the well-known characterization of UMD by
the boundedness of the H* functional calculus of the derivation operator on vector valued L?-spaces
LP(R; X) for 1 < p < oo (Dore-Venni, Hieber-Priiss, Priiss).

2000 Mathematics subject classification: primary 47A60.

1. Introduction and main statements

This paper deals with two questions concerning H* functional calculus of sectorial
operators, as introduced by McIntosh on Hilbert spaces (see [23]) and then developed
in the Banach space setting by Cowling, Doust, McIntosh and Yagi in [6]. These
questions are both closely related to the pioneering work of Dore and Venni [9]
concerning the sum of commuting operators with bounded imaginary powers on
UMD Banach spaces.

Let X be a Banach space and let A and B be two commuting sectorial operators
on X, with respective types w; and w,, and with respective domains D(A) and D(B).
Then theirsum A + B : x — A(x)+ B(x), with domain D(A + B) = D(A)N D(B),
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is a closable operator. Assume that w; + w; < m. Then according to some earlier
work of Da Prato and Grisvard [7, Section 3], the closure A + B is in turn a sectorial
operator of type max{w,, w;}. Now assume the stronger condition that A and B admit
bounded imaginary powers, with the following estimates:

(1.1) VseR, |A*]| <K and |B*| < K,e™",

for some constants K, K, > 0 and 6;, 0, in (0, w) such that 6, + 6, < w. It was

proved in [9] (in the invertible case) and then in [13] and [26] (in the general case)

that if X is a UMD Banach space, then A + B is closed. Furthermore, it was proved in

[26] and [10] that under these conditions, A + B admits bounded imaginary powers.
This led to the following two natural questions. Assume that

(H) A has a bounded H*(%,,) functional caléulus, B has a bounded H*(Z,,)
functional calculus, and 6, + 6, < 7.

For which Banach spaces X does this imply that A + B is closed and for which
ones does this imply that A + B admits a bounded H*® functional calculus? This
amounts to consider the following two possible properties (P1) and (P2) of a Banach
space X.

(P1) Whenever A and B are commuting sectorial operators on X satisfying (H) for
some 6y, 6, € (0, ), the sum A + B is closed.

(P2) Whenever A and B are commuting sectorial operators on X satisfying (H) for
some 6y, 6, € (0, ), the operator A + B admits a bounded H* functional calculus.

The above questions were first tackled in [19] where it is shown for example that
Banach lattices, or Banach spaces with Pisier’s property («) satisfy (P1) and (P2). On
the other hand, UMD Banach spaces obviously satisfy (P1) by the above mentioned
Dore-Venni Theorem. However the problem whether (P2) is satisfied by all UMD
Banach spaces was left open in [19]. Our first result (Theorem 1.1 below) solves this
question. We will actually be able to consider the larger class of Banach spaces with
the so-called property (A), defined by the inequality (1.4) below.

Let (¢;);>1 be aRademacher sequence on a probability space (2, P). Thatis, the ¢;’s
are pairwise independent random variables on Q and P(e; = 1) = P(g; = —1) = 1/2
for any i > 1. Then for any finite family x;, ... , x, in X, we let

).

Rad(X)

dP(w) .

X

Z’l:si(a))xi

i=1

(1.2)

n
E EiX;
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Now let (a} )j>1 be another Rademacher sequence on (£2, PP) and assume that (g;) >,
and (s,’- );>1 are mutually independent. Then for any finite family (x;),<;;<s in X, we
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let
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By definition we say that X satisfies (A) if there is a constant C > 0 such that for any
finite family (x;)1<;;<s in X, we have
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This property was explicitly defined by Kalton and Weis in [18]. It goes back to a
paper of Haagerup and Pisier [15] where it is implicitly shown that any analytic UMD
Banach space (AUMD in short), hence any UMD Banach space satisfies (A) (see
also [18, Proposition 3.2]). We refer to [11], [15, Section 4] and Section 2 below for
the definition of AUMD Banach spaces and relevant information. Kalton and Weis
showed in [18, Corollary 6.4] that any Banach space with property (A) satisfies (P1)
above. Our first result says that (P2) is satisfied as well for this class.

THEOREM 1.1. Let A and B be two commuting sectorial operators on a Banach
space X and let 6, 6, in (0, ) such that 6, + 0, < . Assume that A has a bounded
H>®(X,y,) functional calculus, B has a bounded H*(X,) functional calculus and X
has property (A). Then A + B is closed and for any 6 > max{6y, 6;}, A + B has a
bounded H™(Xy) functional calculus.

In [9], Dore and Venni were mainly interested in applications to L?-maximal
regularity for generators of bounded analytic semigroups on UMD Banach spaces. For
that purpose, they needed one of the operators A or Bin(1.1) to be a derivation operator.
Indeed, they proved the following result [9, Theorem 3.1]: givenanumberl < p < 00
and a UMD Banach space X, the derivation operator d/dt on L? (R; X), with domain
W' (R; X), admits bounded imaginary powers. This result was strengthened in [16]
where it is proved that in this case, d/dt has a bounded H*(Xy) functional calculus
on L?(R; X) for any § > /2. Shortly after the Dore-Venni paper appeared, Priiss
showed the following converse to their result. If the derivation operator d/dt on
L? (R; X) admits bounded imaginary powers, then X is UMD (see [25, Section 8.1]).

Our second result (Theorem 1.2 below) says that similarly, the AUMD property
characterizes those Banach spaces X such that the derivation operator has a bounded
H® functional calculus (or bounded imaginary powers) on X -valued Hardy spaces
H”(R; X). We note that contrary to the above mentioned results, the value p = 1 can
be included in our analytic setting. We will assume that the reader is familiar with

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003360 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003360

354 Christian Le Merdy [4)

classical (= scalar valued) Hardy spaces on the real line R and on the torus T = R/2x Z,
and we refer to the monographs [17] and [12] for the necessary background.

Vector-valued Hardy spaces on the real line are defined as follows. We let X be
a Banach space. Given any f € L'(R; X), we let f : R —> X denote its Fourier
transform defined by

) = f Fetdr EeR.

By definition, H'(R; X) is the (closed) subspace of L'(R; X) of all functions f such
that f(¢€) = Oforany &€ < 0. Now let 1 < p < 0o. Then we define H? (R; X) C
L?(R; X) as the closure of H!(R; X)NL? (R; X) in L? (R; X). Equivalently, H? (R; X)
is the subspace of all functions f € L?(R; X) whose Poisson integral on the upper
half-plane of C is analytic. In the case when X = C, these spaces coincide with the
classical Hardy spaces H” (R).

Given 1 < p < o0, let (T;),»o denote the isometric translation semigroup on
L? (R; X), defined by

T()s)=f(s~1, felLR;X), >0, seR.

Then HP(R; X) is an invariant subspace of (7}),»o. Indeed, for any f € H'(R; X),
for any ¢ > 0, and for any £ <O,

T(E) = e F &) =0.

The negative generator of (7;),50 on L? (R; X) is equal to the derivation operator d /dt,
with domain W'” (R; X). We will use the same notation d/dt to denote its restriction
to H?P(R; X), with domain W'?(R; X) N H?(R; X). Of course the latter coincides
with the negative generator of the restriction of (7;),50 to H? (R; X). We do not refer
to either p or X in this notation, but the space on which we consider d/d¢ should be
clear from the context.

We now turn to analogous definitions on the torus T = R/2xZ. We assume that T
is equipped with its normalized Haar measure. That is, if we identify T with [—, )
in the usual way, then the associated measure on this interval is d¢/27. Given a
Banach space X and f € L'(T; X), we define its (X -valued) Fourier coefficients by

_—~

f k) = ln /”f (e *dt, kel

2
By definition, H? (T; X) (respectively HJ (T; X)) is the subspace of L?(T; X) of all

functions f such that f (k) = 0 for any k < O (respectively k < 0). We simply
write H?(T) and H} (T) in the case when X = C. Again we may define derivation
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operators in this context. Indeed, for any 1 < p < 00, let (7}),»0 be the isometric
semigroup on L? (T; X) defined by letting T;(f )(s) = f (s — ¢) for any ¢ > 0 and
any s € R/27Z. Then H?(T;X) and H} (T; X) are both invariant subspaces under
the action of (7;),>¢ and we let d/dt denote the negative generator of (7})»¢ either on
LP(T; X), oron H?(T; X), oron H (T; X).

Before stating our result, we note that for any X and any 1 < p < o0, d/dt is
a sectorial operator of type 7 /2 (in the sense of (2.1) below) on either H? (R; X) or
HY(T; X).

THEOREM 1.2. Given a Banach space X, the following assertions are equiva-
lent.

(i) X is an AUMD Banach space.

(it) Foralll < p < oo, and for all 8 > w/2, d/dt has a bounded H* (%)
Sunctional calculus on H? (R; X).

(iii) There exist 1 < p < 00 and s € R* such that (d/dt)" is bounded on
HP(R; X).

(iv) Foralll < p < oo, and for all 8 > =n/2, d/dt has a bounded H*(Z,)
functional calculus on HY (T; X).

(v) Thereexistl < p < ocoands € R* suchthat (d/dt)" is bounded on H (T; X).

Section 2 contains the necessary background on H* functional calculus and AUMD
Banach spaces. Section 3 is mainly devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. The latter
relies on remarkable recent results of Kalton and Weis [18] connecting H* functional
calculus and R-bounded sets of operators in the sense of [3]. Section 4 is mainly
devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. The latter reduces to the study of certain Fourier
multipliers on vector valued Hardy spaces and we include several results on this topic.

NOTE. The reader should notice that we use the same notation f fAfor all sorts
of Fourier transforms.

2. Preliminaries and notation

Given a Banach space X, we let B(X) denote the Banach algebra of all bounded
operators on X. If A is a linear operator on X, we let D(A) and R(A) denote the
domain and the range of A respectively. Furthermore, we denote by o (A) the spectrum
of A and by p(A) the resolvent set of A. For A € p(A), welet R(A, A) = (A — A)~!
denote the corresponding resolvent operator. Forw € (0, ), let Z,, be the open sector
of all z € C\ {0} such that | Arg(z)| < w. By definition, A is a sectorial operator of
type w € (0, ) if A is closed and densely defined, A is one-to-one, A has a dense
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range, 0 (A) C T, and for any 6 € (w, ) there is a constant C > 0 such that
2.1 YieZX,, [AR(, A <C.

We note the classical fact that if (7}),»o is a bounded Cy-semigroup on X and if —A
denotes its infinitesimal generator, then A is a sectorial operator of type /2 provided
that A is one-to-one and has dense range.

For 8 € (0, ), and for a Banach space E, we let H*(Z,; E) be the space of all
bounded analytic functions F : X, — E. This is a Banach space for the norm

| Flloop = sup{ll F(2)ll£ : 2 € Xo}.

Then we let Hg°(Zg; E) be the subspace of all F € H*(X,; E) for which there exist
two positive numbers s, C > 0 such that

z|*
(1 + Iz)>’

We will simply denote H*(Zg; C) and Hj°(Zs; C) by H* (%) and Hy°(Xs).

We now come to H* functional calculus for sectorial operators. The definitions
and basic facts below essentially go back to [23] and [6]. The reader may also consult
[20] or [18] for more information. Given a sectorial operator A of type @ € (0, w) on
a Banach space X, we define its commutant by

(2.2) IF@le<C Z € Xg.

Ei={T € BXX): TR(A, A) = R(A, A)T, A € p(A)}.

Clearly E, is a closed subalgebra of B(X). Letw <y < 6 < m, and let I', be the
oriented contour defined by

—te’r, teR_;
(2.3) L) = [

te™, teR,.

Then for any function F € H°(Zy; E4), we set
1
2.4) F(A) = —/ FQOR(, A)ydxr.
2ri Jr,

Since A satisfies (2.1) and F satisfies (2.2), F(A) is well defined and belongs to
B(X). By Cauchy’s Theorem, the definition (2.4) does not depend on the choice of
Y € (w, 0). Furthermore, H5°(XZy; E,) is an algebra and the mapping F +— F(A) is
an algebra homomorphism. Note that the latter is unbounded in general. Now let ¢ be
the scalar valued function defined by ¢(z) = z/(1 + z)*. Then the bounded operator
¢(A) = A(1 + A)~? is one-to-one and its range is equal to D(A) N R(A), which is
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dense in X. Given any F € H™(Zy; E4), we may therefore define F(A) as follows.
We note that the function ¢ F belongs to Hg°(Xy; E4) and we set

F(A) = ¢(A) " (¢ F)(A).

This possibly unbounded operator has domain equal to the space of all x € X such
that [(q) F) (A)](x) € R(@(A)). The latter is dense and F(A) is closed. We record for
further the following well-known lemma.

LEMMA 2.1. Let 0 < w < 6 < 7 be two numbers and let A be a sectorial operator
oftype won X.

(1) Let F € H®(Zy; E4) and let (F,),>1 be the uniformly bounded sequence of
H°(Zg; E4) defined by letting F,(z) = (n/(n +z)—-1/(1 +nz)) F(z) foranyz € ;.
Then F(A) is bounded if and only if the sequence (F,(A))n>1 C B(X) is bounded and
in this case, F(A) is the strong limit of (F,(A))n>1-

(2) Let F € H®(Xy; E4) be a function with the following property: there exist two
positive numbers s, C > 0 such that

1
2.5) IF g, < CIZT’ Z€ Ly

Assume moreover that A is invertible. Then F(A) is bounded and for any y € (w, 68),
1
(2.6) F(A) = —/ FA)R(O,A)dA.
2mi r,

PROOF. Part (1) is a variant of the so-called ‘convergence lemma’ [23, 6]. Turning
to (2), note that since 0 € p(A), the mapping A — F(A)R(A, A) is bounded on I',,.
Hence (2.1) and (2.5) ensure that the integral in the right-hand side of (2.6) converges
and defines an element of B(X). It is easy to conclude from (1) and Lebesgue’s
Theorem that this element of B(X) equals F(A). O

We finally recall two major definitions. First, let A be a sectorial operator on X of
type @ € (0, ), and let § > w. We say that A has a bounded H*(X,) functional
calculus if F(A) is bounded for any F € H*(Xy). Second, let B be another sectorial
operator on X. We say that A and B commute if R(A, A)R(u, B) = R(u, B)R(A, A)
forany A € p(A), u € p(B).

We now turn to some background and notation on AUMD Banach spaces for which
we refer to [11] and [15, Section 4]. Equip the compact space TV with its product
measure and let (1, ..., %, ...) denote a typical element of TN. For any integer
n > 1, let &, denote the o-field generated by the first n variables 7, ... ,1,. Let
(8n)n>1 be an X -valued martingale with respect to the filtration (&,),>1, that is, each

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003360 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003360

358 Christian Le Merdy [8]

gr : TN = X is an #,-measurable function and letting d, = g, — g...;, we have
E(d,|#.-1) = O for any n > 1. As usual the convention is that gy = 0 and %, is
the trivial o-field. We say that (g,),»: is analytic if for any n > 1, there exists a
measurable function @, : T"~!' — X such that

2.7 d,(ty, ... . t,)=DP,(, ..., t_1)e", t,...,t,eT.

Let 1 < p < 00 be a number. By definition X is an AUMD Banach space if there is
a constant K, such that whenever (g,),>: is an X -valued analytic martingale, N > 1
is an integer, and ¢;, ... , ey € {—1, 1}, we have an estimate

N

Z &,d,

n=1

N

>

n=1

(2.8) <K,

’

P P

where the norms are computed in L?(T¥; X). This property does not depend on p.
Furthermore, to prove that a given Banach space is AUMD, it suffices to show (2.8)
in the case when the martingale is finite (that is, d, is eventually 0), and each ®, in
(2.7) is an X-valued trigonometric polynomial, that is, a sum of elements of the form
xe'th ... gl wherex € X and qy, ... , ¢, € Z.

The class of AUMD spaces includes UMD Banach spaces, L!-spaces, and quotients
L'/R of an L'-space by one of its reflexive subspaces R. Also, it is stable under
taking subspaces. Conversely, C(§2)-spaces (where €2 is an infinite compact set), the
quotient space L'(T)/H'(T), and the Schatten space S'(H) of trace class operators
on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space H are not AUMD.

3. Perturbation of R-sectorial operators and proof of Theorem 1.1

The main purpose of this section is the proof of Theorem 1.1. The latter relies
on some recent work of Kalton and Weis [18] involving R-boundedness, and on
a perturbation result (Proposition 3.2 below) of independent interest, which is the
key ingredient of the proof. We shall first give the necessary background on R-
boundedness. Our main reference for this notion is [3], see also [18].

Let X be a Banach space and let & C B(X) be a set of bounded operators on X.
By definition, we say that 7 is R-bounded if there is a constant C > 0 such that for
any finite families 7}, ..., T, in Z,and x,, ... , x, in X, we have

Xn: & Ti(x;) Xn:&xi
i=1 i=1

In this definition, the norms |} |lg,qx, are defined by (1.2). The least constant C
satisfying (3.1) is called the R-boundedness constant of Z and is denoted by R(T).

3.1 <C

Rad(X) Rad(X)

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003360 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003360

[9] Results about H* calculus 359

Obviously any R-bounded set J is bounded and || T} < #(T) forany T € 7,
but the converse does not hold on non-Hilbertian Banach spaces. Given any two sets
GG CBX),welet i+ S={T1+L:TTeA heRhaad A% =(T\T;:
T, € 9, T € %}. In the next lemma, we record some well-known stability results
concerning R-bounded sets.

LemMmA 3.1. (1) If F C B(X) is R-bounded, then its closure T is R-bounded
and R(7) = R(T).
Q) If A, 9 C B(X) are R-bounded, then 7, + ., is R-bounded and R(Z,+ %) <
R(A) + R(Z).
(3) If &1, % C B(X) are R-bounded, then 9,7 is R-bounded and R(9 %) <
R(T)R(S).
4 If 7 C B(X) is R-bounded, then its absolute convex hull aco() is R-bounded
and R(aco(T)) < 2R(T).
(5) Let § C B(X) be R-bounded and let C > 0 be a constant. Then the
set {f0°°f(t) T() dtl T:R, > Z and f : RY — C are continuous, and
f0°° If®Mldt < C } is R-bounded and its R-boundedness constant is less than or
equal 10 2CR(T).

PROOF. The first three assertions are more or less obvious. The assertion (4) is {3,
Lemma 3.2]. To prove (5), it therefore suffices to check that if T : R* — Z and
f R} — Care two continuous functions and if f0°° If (1) dt < C, then

/oof(t) T(t)dt € Caco(T).
0

For this it suffices to show that forany 0 < a < 8 < 00,

]
/ f(®OT@)dr € Caco(T).

The latter property clearly follows from an approximation of the integral by Riemann
sums. O

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let A be a sectorial operator on a Banach space X, and let
u € (0, ) be such that the set

(32) (AR, A): 1 ¢ .}

is R-bounded. Letv, ¢ € (0, ) be two numbers such that u+v < w and max{u, v} <
@. Suppose that F € H*(XZ,) and that F(A) is bounded. Then the set

{F(A+2):z€ X}
is R-bounded.
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Note that all the operators considered in the previous statement make sense. Indeed,
our assumption on (3.2) implies that A is sectorial of type < . (According to the
terminology of [18], A is actually an R-sectorial operator of R-sectorial type < u.)
Since u + v < 7, A + z is therefore a sectorial operator of type max{u, v} for any
z € X,, which allows us to define F(A + z) forany F € H*(Z,).

Replacing R-boundedness by boundedness, our statement corresponds to the fol-
lowing perturbation result established by Uiterdijk in his Ph.D. thesis [28): if A is a
sectorial operator of type < w, if 4 + v < 7 and max{u, v} < g and if F € H*(Z,)
is a function such that F(A) is bounded, then F(A + z) is bounded for any z € X,
and the resulting family of operators is bounded. Strictly speaking, Uiterdijk proved
that result only for v = O but it is possible to extend his proof to the general case. It
turns out that his arguments also yield our Proposition 3.2, up to some estimates on
the R-boundedness of certain sets of operators, as explained in the proof below.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.2. We let A be as in Proposition 3.2 and we let
F € H*(Z,)be suchthat F(A)is bounded. Following Uiterdijk’s ideain [28, 2.3], we
decompose F(A+z) foranyz € X, as follows. Writing Ix = z(A+z)"'+A(A-+2)7,
wehave F(A+2) =z(A+2)"'F(A+2)+ A(A 4+ 2)"'F(A + z) hence

FA+2)=2A+2)7'"FA+2)+AA +2)'F(A)
+AA +2)7(F(A+12) — F(A)).
Since v < w — u, the R-boundedness of (3.2) implies that {z(A +2)"! :z € £,}is

R-bounded. Applying Lemma 3.1 (1), we deduce that {A(A +z)"'F(A) :z € £,} is
R-bounded and that it suffices to show that

(3.3) [z(A+2)"'"F(A+2):z€ L,} is R-bounded;
and
(3.4 {A(A+2)(F(A+2) - F(A)):z€ 5,} is R-bounded.

We first prove (3.3). Let 4’ > u and v’ > v be such that 4’ + v/ < 7 and let
¢ > max{u’, v'}. Then there exists a positive number r > 0 (depending on v and v’)
such that

3.5) VzeX, z-2rizleX,.

Fix some z € Z,. For any A € X, the complex number A + z — r|z| belongs to
T maxu, v}, hence to T,. Indeed, z — riz| € X, by (3.5) and 1’ + V' < 7. We may
therefore define h, € H*(Z,') by letting

Z
hA) = ——F(QA+z—rlz]), reZ,.
O = Ty PO+ 2= 72D ’
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LetI" = T', be defined by (2.3), for some y € (u, u'). Clearly Ah,(X) is bounded
away from 0 on - and A + r|z| is an invertible sectorial operator of type u. Hence
by Lemma 2.1 (2), h,(A + r|z|) is bounded and

1
he(A + rlal) = 5— / R(A)R(A, A+ rlzl)da.
r

However, h,(A+r|z]) = z(A+z)~' F(A+z) hence we have the integral representation

1 F(A —
36  zA+2)'F(A +z>=—./Z A+2 272D pn = riz), Ay dr.
27Tl r A+Z_rIZI

Let I(z) be the integral in the right-hand side of (3.6). Letting ', = I" N {Im(A) > 0}
and'_ =T'N{Im(}) < 0}, we write 1 (z) = I, (z)+1_(2), where I, (2) = z’l—; fr+ e
and I_(z) = 'z';lr'ifr_ -+-. Then

e (X zF(te” +z—rlz|)
1,(z) = —7— ;
21t Jo te’r + z — riz|
er [*  zF@e” +z—rlz|) . ‘
= —— . - te' —rlzDR(te'’” —r|z|, A)) dr.
2ni Jo (te’r +z — rizD)(ze?” —riz|) (( lZDR( 2 ))

R(te'” — r|z], A) dt

We will prove below that

o0
3.7 sup /
zeXL, JO

Now recall that we chose y > w. Thusforany ¢ > 0,2e” ¢ T, hence te” —r|z| ¢ T,.
Hence the continuous function T(f) = (te”” — r|z])R(te”” — r|z|, A) is valued in the
R-bounded set (3.2). Thus according to Lemma 3.1 (5), and (3.7), we obtain that
{I.(z) : z € £,} is R-bounded. Similarly, the set {I/_(z) : z € X,} is R-bounded, and
so the first required result (3.3) follows using (3.6) and Lemma 3.1 (1).

We now prove the crucial estimate (3.7). Write any z € X, as z = |z]e", with
{6| < v. Then the integral in (3.7) is

zF(te” +z —rlzl)

- - dt < 00.
(tel’r +z — r|z])(te’r — r|z])

t.

<|IFI fw i d
=Weos | T 3 2le? < njre7 = 7izl]

Changing ¢ into |z]¢, the latter is equal to

(3.8) I Flloo,,,,/ dr.
0

|teir + € — r||ter — r|
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Now observe that e € Z,, hence e — 2r € T, by (3.5). Hence 2r — ¢” belongs to
Z.-v »henceto X, . Consequently, we have

|te” + & — r| = |(te” + 1) — 2r — €°)|
> dist (re” + 1, T,°) = Klre” +7),
where K > 0 is a constant not depending on ¢ > 0. Therefore the integral in (3.8) is

< ”F”oo,<p/ A 1 ' dr.
K o |te’r + ri|te’r — r|

This shows (3.7).

We now turn to the proof of (3.4). Let I' = I', be defined by (2.3), for some y
satisfying max{u, v} < y < ¢. We will need the following integral representation,
which is essentially due to [28]. Forany z € Z,,

(3.9) AA+ 27 (F(A +2) - F(A))

= i./ F)Z(ARG, A)(A + 2" )R(A — 2, A) di..
2rni Jr

To prove this, first note from the boundedness of the operator A(A + z)~' and the

sectoriality of A that there exists a constant K > 0 (depending on z) such that

(3.10) ||(AR(A,A)(z+A)-‘)R(x-z,A)||SKnnn{l,l-A—ﬁ;Tzl], AeT.

Hence the right-hand side of (3.9) makes sense. Assume that F € H°(%,). Then
applying (2.4), we have
1 1
F(A+2z2)= —,/F(A)R(A —z,A)dr and F(A) = — /F(A)R(A, A)d,
27i Jr 2mi Jr

hence (3.9) follows by applying the identity
RO —z,A)— R(A,A) =zR(A — 2z, A)R(A, A).

Now for an arbitrary F € H®(Z,), we let (F,).>: be the sequence of Hg*(Z,)
defined in Lemma 2.1 (1) so that A(A + z)"'(F(A +2z) - F(A)) is the strong limit
of A(A + z)”'(F.(A 4 z) — F,(A)). Thanks to (3.10), we may apply Lebesgue’s
Theorem to deduce that since (3.9) holds for each F,, it holds as well for F.

WeletI'; = TN {|A] < |z|]}and '; = F' N {|A] > |z]}. According to (3.9), we have
that forany z € I,

G.11) AA+2)7'(F(A+2) — F(A) =2(A +2)7'Bi(2) + A(A + 2) 7' By (2),
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with

Bi(2) = ﬁ FMARM,A)R(A —z,A)dx;

ri

1
B,(z) = — F(A)zR(A, AR\ —z, A)dX.
2mi ri

Then we decompose again as B;(z) = B{ (z) + B; (z) and B;(z) = B, (z) + B; (2),
where B}(z) corresponds to the integration along ' N {Im(A) > 0} and B (2)
corresponds to the integration along I'? N {Im(A) < 0}. Let us show that

(3.12) {B}(z) :z € %,} is R-bounded, i=1,2.

For any z € ¥,, we have

iy Izl ) ) ]
Bi(z) = —2871' /o F(te”)AR(te”, A)R(te"” —z, A) dt

ir R E(rer A . :
A (re7) (AR(te”, A)(1e” — )R(1e” — 7, A)) dt.
2ni Jy te' —z

By assumption, the set {c R(0, A) : 0 ¢ Z_u} is R-bounded hence the set {AR(0, A) :
o ¢ T,) is R-bounded as well. Hence applying Lemma 3.1 (2) we find that

(3.13) {oR(0, A)wR(w,A) 10,0 ¢ T,}

is R-bounded. Now for any O < ¢ < |z|, the operator AR(te’, A)(te" — Z)R(te” —
z, A) belongs to the set (3.13). Hence by Lemma 3.1 (5), the set {B;(z) : z € £,} is
R-bounded provided that

k| F(te')]
3.14) sup / ——dt < 00.

zex, Jo lte'y — Z|
To check (3.14), we let z = |z|e” be an arbitrary element of £, with |6] < v. Then
changing ¢ into {z|#, the integral in (3.14) is

<IFI fl =
= 0.9 0 |teiy_ei0|'

Hence it remains to observe that the latter integral is less than or equal to the inverse
of the distance between the two disjoint compact sets {re’” : ¢t € [0, 1]} and {e” :
6 € [—v, v]}. This concludes the proof of the R-boundedness of {B{ (z) : z € L,}.
Similarly we write

iy oo

B (2) = ——— [ F(te”)zR(te”, AYR(te” — z, A) dt
271'1 ]

er [®  zF(te")
2ri Jy (te'r)(te’” —2)

(1€ R(1e”, A)(te'” — 2)R(1e” — z, A)) d1.
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The proof that {Bf (z) : z € T,} is R-bounded reduces to showing that

b F(te'r
(3.15) sup / _LlECeD o
2€X%, J |z [te'r||te'r — z|

We let z = |z]e*® with 8] < v and changing ¢ into |z|¢, we find that the integral in

(3.15)is
o0 dt
<||F —_—
NPy [

There is aconstant X > Osuchthat|te’” —e'?| > Ktforanyt > landany 8 € [—v, v].
Consequently the latter integral is less than or equal to K~' | Fll,, f;" dt/f*. This
completes the proof of (3.12).

We now conclude the proof by applying Lemma 3.1. Arguing as above we find
that the sets {B;(z) : z € ¥ } are R-bounded hence the sets {B;(z) : z € L,} are
R-bounded. Since —%, = Z,_,  C 2“ , our assumption implies that {z(A + z)7' :
z € ¥,}is R-bounded. We therefore deduce that {z(A + z)"'Bi(z) : z € Z,} is
R-bounded. Likewise {A(A +z)"': z € X,} hence {A(A +2)"'By(z) : z € L,} is
R-bounded. Now the result (3.4) follows from the decomposition (3.11). O

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. Suppose that A, B satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.1
on a Banach space X with property (A). We already know that A + B is closed by
[18, Corollary 6.4], hence is sectorial of type max{6,, 6;}. We let 6 > max{6,, 6,}
and F € H*®(Z;). Then we choose ;o > 6, and v > 6, such that u + v < 7 and
6 > max{u, v}. Since A has a bounded H>(X,,) functional calculus and X satisfies
(A),theset (AR(A,A) :z ¢ E_,L} is R-bounded by [18, Theorem 5.3, (3)]. Hence the
set

(3.16) {F(A+2):z€XL,}

is R-bounded by Proposition 3.2 applied with ¢ = 6. Since A and B commute,
the function F(A + -) : z — F(A + z) takes values in the commutant algebra Ep,
and hence belongs to H*(Zy; E3). Now the R-boundedness of (3.16) implies that
(F(A + -))(B) is bounded by [18, Theorem 4.4]. Hence it remains to check that

(3.17) (F(A+)(B) = F(A+ B),

which shows that F (A + B) is a bounded operator.

To check this equality, we use the function ¢(z) = z/(l + z)? considered in
Section 2. We let w, and w, denote the respective types of A and B. We let 'y, I3, '3
be three contours as defined by (2.3) corresponding to three numbers y, y», 5 such
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that w, < Y < 6y, w2 < ¥ < 6,, and max{6y, 6,} < y5 < 6. It follows from the first
part of the proof of [19, Theorem 4.1] that for any A ¢ X464, We have

(3.18)
0(A)p(B)R(A, A + B) = (if / / #D@ g AVRG, B)dedy
’ 2ni) Jo, I A= (@ +2) ’ ’ :

Hence if F € H°(%g), we have

F(A + B)p(A)p(B)

1
= F(A)(p(A)(p(B)R(A A+ B)dr by (2.4)

2ri r: Jr, Jr, A—@+2) )

- (27”) // F(Z' + 2)¢()e@)R(Z', A)R(z, B)dzd?
by Cauchy’s Theorem

1
=207 F(A +2)p(A)¢(2)R(z, BYdz = (F(A + -))(B)p(A)p(B).
I
Since ¢(A)@(B) has a dense range this shows (3.17) in the case when F € H°(%).
The general case now follows from Lemma 2.1 (1). 0

We note that Theorem 1.1 does not remain true if sums are replaced by products,
even on UMD Banach spaces. Namely, let A, B be two commuting sectorial operators
on a UMD Banach space, and assume that A has a bounded H*(X,,) functional
calculus, B has a bounded H*(%,,) functional calculus, and 8; + 8, < nr. Then the
operator A B, with domain equal to the space of all x € D(B) such that B(x) € D(A),
is closable and it is proved in [26] that its closure A B is a sectorial operator of type
6, + 6, which admits bounded imaginary powers. However AB does not admit a
bounded H ™ functional calculus in general. Indeed given 1 < p < o0, let S? denote
the Schatten space of all compact operators T : £> — £ such that |T|? has a finite
trace, equipped with the norm || T||, = (tr(|T|?))'/?. Then $” is a UMD Banach
space if 1 < p < oo and the example given in the proof of [19, Theorem 3.9] to
show that S” fails the so-called joint calculus property shows as well that if p # 2,
there exist commuting operators A, B on S? so that AB does not admit a bounded
H* functional calculus although for any 6;, 8, > 0, A (respectively B) has a bounded
H®>(Z,,) (respectively H*(Z,,)) functional calculus.

We do not know any Banach space satisfying (P1) without satisfying (P2) or satis-
fying (P2) without satisfying (P1). The example below [18, Corollary 6.4] showing
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that if X is a Banach space such that Rad?(X) satisfies (P1), then X has property (A),
can be easily adapted to show that if Rad?(X) satisfies (P2), then X has property (A).
On the other hand we notice that the Banach space $S® of compact operators on £*
does not satisfy (P2) by [28, Chapter 7]. The same argument shows that S' does not
satisfy (P2). We conclude this section by a remark and an open question.

REMARK 3.3. Uptonow, we know two classes of Banach spaces satisfying (P1) and
(P2), namely Banach spaces with property (A) and Banach spaces with the so-called
property (A) introduced in [19]. It is natural to consider the following property, which
is both weaker than (A) and (A). Let us say that a Banach space X satisfies (WA)
(for weak (A)) if there is a constant C > 0 such that for any finite families (x;;)1<ij <
in X and (x,."j)lsi'js,, in X* we have

Y xyxp)

I<i<j<n

n
§ : ’o*
Eiij'j

i,j=1

<C

n
2 : '
Sigjx,j

ij=1

Rad*(X) Rad*(x*)

Any Banach space with property (WA) satisfies (P1). Indeed the argument in the
proof of [18, Theorem 5.3, (3)] can be easily adapted to show that if A has a bounded
H*(Z,) functional calculus on X, then A is WR-sectorial (in the sense of [18]) with
respect to any w > 6. The result therefore follows from [18, Theorem 4.5]. However
we do not know whether any Banach space with property (WA) satisfies (P2). In
particular we do not know whether our Proposition 3.2 remains true if ‘R-bounded’

is replaced by ‘ WR-bounded’.

4. Fourier multipliers on vector valued Hardy spaces
and proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we shall first explain how to define Fourier multipliers on spaces
H? (R; X) or H} (T; X) and their link with the H* functional calculus of the derivation
operators. We shall then study the relationships between multipliers on H” (R; X)) and
multipliers on HY (T; X) and establish the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Let1 < p < oo be anumber and let X be an arbitrary Banach space. Let & denote
the space of all complex trigonometric polynomials, that is, the linear span of the
functions e (f) = ', k € Z. Then we let * (respectively 2{) denote the subspace
of & spanned by {e, : k > 0} (respectively {e; : k > 1}). Using for example Fejér’s
approximation, we see that 4 ® X and £{ ® X are dense subspaces of H? (T; X)
and Hy (T; X) respectively. Let (m,):»1 be a bounded sequence of complex numbers.
We say that (m)i»1 is a bounded Fourier multiplier on HY (T; X) if there exists a
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constant C > O such that forany f =3, f)®e € P RX,

<C

@.1) Y fee

k>1

Y mE)f (k) @ e

k>1

P P

In that case there is a (necessarily unique) bounded operator on Hy (T; X) mapping
X ® e, tom(k)x ® e, for any x € X and any k > 1. Its norm is the least constant C
satisfying (4.1) and is called the norm of the Fourier multiplier (m)i>; on HY (T; X).
Of course, similar definitions can be given on H? (T; X).

We now proceed to Fourier multipliers on H” (R; X). We first note that the tensor
product H?(R) ® X is a dense subspace of H? (R; X). Indeed the arguments in [17,
Chapter 8] showing that H? (R) and H? (T) are isometric extend almost verbatim to the
vector-valued case giving an isometric isomorphism J, x : H?(R; X) — HFP(T; X).
Moreover J, x maps H? (R)®X onto H? (T)®X. Since the latter is dense in H? (T; X)
(by Fejér’s approximation), we deduce the density of H?(R) ® X in H?(R; X).
Consequently, (H2(R) N H?(R)) ® X is a dense subspace of H?(R; X).

Letm : R? — Cbe a bounded measurable function, and let 7,, : H*(R) — H?*(R)
be the associated Fourier multiplier defined by letting t/,,,m =m fA on R? for any
f € H*(R). We say that m is a bounded Fourier multiplier on H” (R; X) if t,, maps
H?(R) N H?(R) into itself and if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any
Y fe ® xiin (HX(R) N H?(R)) ® X,

<C

4.2)

ka & xi
!

In other words, m is a bounded Fourier multiplier on H? (R; X) if 7, ® I is bounded
with respect to the HP (R; X)-norm. In that case, 7,, ® Ix uniquely extends to a
bounded operator on H” (R; X) whose norm is the least constant C satisfying (4.2).
This norm will be called the norm of the Fourier multiplier m on H? (R; X).

Z T (fi) ® Xk
k

P 14

LEMMA 4.1. Let 1 < p < 00 and consider a function F € H™(Xy) for some
0 >m/2
(1) Let A = d/dt on the space H? (R; X). Then F(A) is bounded if and only if the
function m : R} — C defined by m(§) = F(i§) is a bounded Fourier multiplier on
H?(R; X).
(2) Let A = d/dt on the space H} (T; X). Then F(A) is bounded if and only if the
sequence (F(ik))»1 is a bounded Fourier multiplier on H{ (T; X).

PROOF. This result is elementary. Using the definitions above, one can reduce to
the scalar case. Then it suffices to apply the formula f'(§) = i&f (£) (in case (1)) or
[ (k) = ikf (k) (in case (2)) for suitable functions. O
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LEMMA 4.2. Let f : R — C be a continuous 2 -periodic function, and let ¢ €
LY(R) with [ ¢(t)dt = 1. Then

1 n
4.3) 5—/ f(t)dt:limr)/f(t)(p(nt)dt.
T Jorn n—0

PROOF. By equicontinuity, we may reduce to the case when f € £ hence by
linearity, we may assume that f = ¢, for some k € Z. Since we have

[k
n/ek(t)fp(nt)dt=<p(7),

the result follows at once. d

The next result extends the well-known fact that if m is a bounded and continuous
function on R, then m is a bounded Fourier multiplier on L? (R) if and only if the
sequences (m(ek))ez are uniformly bounded Fourier multipliers on L?(T). In the
latter result, the ‘if’ part is due to Stein and Weiss [27, VII, Theorem 3.18] whereas
the ‘only if’ part goes back to de Leeuw [21]. Note that de Leeuw’s Theorem
can be regarded as a consequence of the Coifman-Weiss transference principle (see
{4, Chapter 3]). The above mentioned equivalence extends to vector-valued L?-
spaces with identical proofs. To deal with vector-valued H?-spaces, we will need
some substantial modifications that are indicated below. Note for example that the
Coifman-Weiss transference principle is no longer available for Hardy spaces.

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let1 < p < 00 be a number, letm : IR:L — C be a bounded and
continuous function, and let C > 0 be a constant. Then the following two assertions

are equivalent:
(i) m is a bounded Fourier multiplier on H? (R; X) whose norm is less than or

equal to C;
(ii) for any ¢ € (0, 1}, the sequence (m(gk))y> is a bounded Fourier multiplier
on HE (T; X) whose norm is less than or equal to C.

PROOF. We first show that (i) implies (ii), by adapting the proof of [21, Theo-
rem 2.3]. In proving (ii), we may clearly assume that ¢ = 1. Indeed if m satisfies (i),
then the function & +> m(g§) satisfies it as well forany ¢ > 0. Welet 1 < g < oobe

the conjugate number of p, thatis, p~' + g~' = 1. Suppose that
(4.4) P(ty=)Y Pkye™ and Q)= O(me™.
k>1 n

are two vector-valued trigonometric polynomials with P € Z{ ® X and Q € P ®X*.
Let us consider two (scalar-valued) functions y, € L'(R) N LP(R) and y, € L'(R) N
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L4(R) which satisfy

4.5) Inll, =lrll,=1 and Supp() C [-1,1].

Then forany n € (0, 1), letus define P, € L'(R; X)NL? (R; X) and Q, € L'(R; X*)N
L7(R; X*) by letting P, (1) = P(t)y:(nt) and Q,() = Q(t)y,(nt) for any ¢t € R.
Given k > 1, n € (0, 1), and £ € R, the Fourier transform of ¢ > e™*'y,(n?) at the
point £ equals (l/n))’/](("g' - k)/n). Hence we have

46) B© ==Y Pon (S_k) . teR
U n

Forany £ < Oandk > 1, we have £ — k < —1. Hence (§ —k)/p < —1 and
hence 71 ((§ — k)/n) = 0. It therefore follows from (4.6) that P, actually belongs to
H'(R;X)NLP(R; X) C H?(R; X).

Applying the assumption (i), let 7 : HP(R;X) — H?(R;X) be the bounded
Fourier multiplier operator induced by m, which we may apply to P,. We will show
that

@7 lim 7(T(P,), @) = (v, 1) <Zm(k>ﬁ(k> ® e Q>,

k>1

where the brackets in the left-hand side stand for the duality between L? (R; X) and
L7(R; X*), the first brackets in the right-hand side stand for the duality between L? (R)
and L9(R), and the second brackets in the right-hand side stand for the duality between
LP(¥;X)and L9(T; X*).

Once this is established, one can conclude as follows. On the one hand, we note
that

1 n
1|21, =n [1POIE meor di > - [“1pwIE = 1P,

by Lemma 4.2. Similarly, 7 “ 0, ”Z — || Q“Z if g < 00, and in the case when g = 00,
we have an estimate " o, ”w < || Qll»- Hence, we finally have that

iimsupn | 2,1, | :[, < 121, 2l
17—)

and hence
(4.8) ums;:pln(T(Pn), o) =clpi,lel,.
"—)

On the other hand, recall that the natural embedding L? (T; X) — L9(T; X*)* is an
isometry (see for example [8, IV.1]). We easily deduce that

= sup[ <Zm(k)ﬁ(k) ® e, Q>} ],
P

k>1
https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003360 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Y m)Pk) ® e

k>1


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003360

370 Christian Le Merdy (20]

where the supremum runs over all Q@ € £ ® X* with II Qll, 1. Combining

with (4.8) and (4.7), we obtain that |(yi, y2)| |3, m(k) P (k) ®ek I, = CliPl,.

Since the supremum of |{y;, y,)| over all y; and y, satisfying (4.5) equals 1 we finally

obtain that (m(k)),»; is a bounded Fourier multiplier on H{ (T; X) with norm < C.
It therefore remains to prove (4.7). Applying (4.6) we see that

—— k
TN =+ 3 Plm©7 (5 - ) £>0.

k>1

Furthermore arguing as in the proof of (4.6), we find that

—_ 1 ~ _{E-—
Qn(§)=;ZQ(n)yz(§nn), £eR.

n

Hence we have for any n € (0, 1)

1 e~
(T(Pn)a Qn) = E(T(P'))’ Qr)(_))

1
= T <ZP(k>m<s)yl( ) ZQ( ) 2(

)

1 -~ ~ —k\ __/—&—
= 5 Y (P®. 0w) [ m©7: (§—) A=) e
N n n

k.n

Let us denote by I, ,(n) the integral on the right-hand side of this equality. By the
change of variable s = (§ + n)/n, we see that

n+k

In(n) =n / m(ns — n)n (S - ) Y2(—s)ds.

In the case when n = —k, this integral equals n [ m(k + ns)71(s)7:(—s) ds hence the
continuity of m at the point k yields

.1 ~, i~
}IET(I) ;Ik,—k(n) = m(k) f ) (=s)ds =2mmk){(y1, v2)-
Assume now that n + k # 0. Since Supp(%) C [—1, 1], we have

< umnoof lﬁ (s - 2’5)
n

-~ —~ n+k
< Imllo 171, sup { |73(=9)| : =1 + — o Sesie

|P3(—s)| ds

1

;lk.n(n)

n+k
n

— 0 when n— 0 since lim y(s) =0.
5§00

https://doi.org/10.1017/51446788700003360 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1446788700003360

[21] Results about H* calculus 371

Combining these estimates, we finally obtain that

imn(T(P,), Qp) = (vi, v2) 3 m(k)P(K), O(~K)

k>1

1 [ —~ =R '
=y, ») Z/_ <Z m(k) P (k)e™*, Z Q(n)e"”> dt

T \kx1 n

= (r, v2) <Zm(k)’ﬁ(k> ® e, Q>,
k>l
which completes the proof of (4.7).

We now prove that (ii) implies (i), by adapting the proof of [27, VII, Theorem 3.18]
to our analytic setting. In particular we will use the Poisson surmmation principle. We
let % be the space of all C* functions f : R — C belonging to H'(R) such that
limy,, o |22 (£)| = 0. Then according to [12, Chapter II, Corollary 3.3], % is a dense
subspace of H?(R) for any 1 < p < oco. Therefore, Z ® X is dense in H? (R; X).
Hence to prove (i), it suffices to prove (4.2) on Z ® X.

Let T = 1,, ® Iy be the Fourier multiplier operator corresponding to m defined on
% ® X and let f be an arbitrary element of % ® X. Since any function in % is C*®
hence C?, we have limy.« [£]? [/ (§)]| = 0 hence limy o & 2Im(©)] | £ €)] = O.
By Fourier’s inversion formula we deduce that for any ¢ € R,

1 *© s
170 =5 [ m©F@e .
7T Jo
Since m is continuous, we deduce by means of Riemann sums that
4.9) Tf () =lim [ = Y m(eb)f k)™ ),  reR.
=0 27[ o)
For any ¢ € (0, 1), let F, be defined by

Fe(t)=2?”2f(t+2nj), t e R.

€
jez

Since f € % ® X, F, is a well-defined continuous function on R. Moreover F; is
2m-periodic. Then regarding it as an element of C(T; X), we see that

(4.10) VkeZ,  F.kk)=f(ek).

Indeed, this follows from the standard proof of the Poisson summation formula. This
shows in particular that F, € H{ (T; X). We now claim that

EP_I "
. P s P
@.11) i o [ IEOW =151,

(
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Indeed, by our assumption that f € % ® X, there is a constant K > O such that
Ilf (Il < K|s|~2 for any s satisfying |s| > =. Let t € [-m, n]. For any non-zero
integer j and any ¢ € (0, 1), we have l(t + 2nj )/sl > 7 and hence

t+ 2nj Ke? Ke?
f < — < :
£ T (+2m7) T 22l - 1)?

We deduce that for some absolute constant X’ > 0, we have

2
Fo - = f (g)

Integrating this inequality and passing to the limit, we obtain that

i 2 t
lim e""f Fu(n—2Lf (-)
£-0 —n £ €

Our claim (4.11) now follows from the fact that
7|2 t 14 /e
8”“/ Tnf <;) dr = (271)"/ If (HIP ds

n/e
For any ¢ € (0,1), welet T, : HY(T;X) — H{(T; X) be the bounded Fourier
multiplier operator induced by the sequence (m(gk));>;. Then we letn : R — R, be
a compactly supported continuous function such that n(0) = 1 and

d nt+2mj) =1, tek.

jez

(See [27, VII, Lemma 3.21].) Arguing as in [27, page 266], we find that

<K'e, te[-mmn], e (0]

P

dr=0.

- 2n)” IIf 17 when £ — 0.

EP/IITLFe(st)n(st)II” dr=¢"""! /” 1T F.()I” dy.

-

Hence applying our assumption, we have
(4.12) & / I T Fe(enn(enllP di < CPe?™! / IF.)I? dy.
Combining (4.10) and (4.9), we infer that
Tf (1) = lim —T,F,(e0)n(er), 1 €R.
e—0 277
It therefore follows from Fatou’s Lemma, (4.12), and (4.11) that
Jirrowasc [irora

This concludes the proof that m satisfies (i). O
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In proving Theorem 1.2, we will need the following elementary result whose proof
is left to the reader.

LEMMA 4.4. Let A C Z be a finite set of integers, let s,y > 0 be two positive
numbers, and let ¢ € {—1, 1} be a sign. Then there exists an integer k > 1 such that
foranya€ A,a+k>land(a+k)* —¢| <y.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2. Clearly (ii) implies (iii) and (iv) implies (v). More-
over, (ii) implies (iv) and (iii) implies (v) by Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 4.3. Thus
we only have to show that (i) implies (i1) and (v) implies (i).

Assume (i), that is, X is an AUMD Banach space, and let (m;)»; be a bounded
sequence of complex numbers. Then according to Blower’s extension of Mikhlin’s
Theorem in [1], (m)i>1 is a bounded Fourier multiplier on Ho‘ (T; X) provided that

C, =supk|my) —my| < 00 and
k>1

(4.13)
G = il:? K2 |myys — 2mys + myl < 00,

Moreover, letting Cy = sup,,, |m,|, the norm of the Fourier multiplier (m;)>; on
H{(T; X) only depends on C;, C;, C; and on the ‘AUMD constant’ K, appearing
in (2.8) for p = 1. Furthermore it is easy to check that for any 1 < p < oo, Blower’s
Theorem extends to Fourier multipliers on Hy (T; X) with the same proof. Of course
in this case, K, replaces K; in the estimate of the norm of the Fourier multiplier
(my)iz1 on Hy (T; X).

We now prove (ii). Let 1 < p < 00 and 8 > 7m/2 be two numbers, and let
F € H®(Xp). Then according to Lemma 4.1, Proposition 4.3, and the preceding
discussion, it suffices to show that for any ¢ € (0, 1), the complex numbers m; =
F (iek) satisfy (4.13) and that the resulting constants C,, C;, are uniformly bounded
with respect to ¢ € (0, 1). To prove this, we first note the well-known fact that for
any z € iR, |2F'(2)| € Kyl Flloos and |22 F”(z)| < Ks|| Flloo, for some constant Ky
only depending on 6. Indeed, this follows from Cauchy’s Theorem and probably goes
back to [5]. Now for any k > 1 and any ¢ € (0, 1), we have

1
My —my = Fie(k+ 1)) — F(iek) = ie/ F'(ie(k + 1)) dt
0

hence

1
Kimies — my| < ke f /(s + )] de
Q

1
< ke Koll Flloos / < Koll Flloos-
0

ek+1) —
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Similarly, we have

Myyz—2mpp +my = (F(ie(k+2))— F(ie(k+1))) — (F(ie(k+1)) — F (iek))
1 1
= (ie)? / / F"(ig(k +t + 5)) dtds
0 Jo

hence k*|miy2 — 2myy1 + mi| < Ko|| Fllooe. This completes the proof of (ii).

We now assume (v) and prove (i). We will use Bourgain’s transference technique
introduced in [2]. We note that our proof is close to the Guerre-Delabriere char-
acterization of UMD spaces [14]. Let p and s be given by (v). For any integer
k > 1, (ik)* = k"e~*"/* hence by Lemma 4.1, the sequence (k**);>; is a bounded
Fourier multiplier on HE (T;X). We denote by T : Hy(T;X) — H{(T;X) the
resulting bounded operator. Let N > 1 be an integer, and forany 1 < n < N, let
®, : T*! —> X be an X -valued trigonometric polynomial (&, € X being a constant),

and let d, : T" — X be defined by (2.7). Givene¢y,...,ey € {—1, 1}, we aim to
prove that

N N
(4.14) > enda| <27VPUTIY df

n=1 P n=1 p

where the norms are computed in L?(T?; X). This will show that X is an AUMD

Banach space.
For 1 <n < N, let A(®,) C Z"! be the spectrum of ®,, that is, the support of
the Fourier transform of ®,,. Then A(®,) is a finite set and

(415) d)n(th ey tn—l) = Z 6,,((])8””1 s efq"_l'"_l, H,... , -1 € T.

qEA(Pn)

We let § > O be an arbitrary positive number. Then we define (by induction) a
sequence ki, ... , ky of positive integers as follows. We let C, = qu AD,) ”<1>,,(q) "
for 1 <n < N. We first choose k, > 1 such that

K — g < —.
L4 81‘—NC1

Then we assume that 2 < n < N and that k,, ... , k,.; have been chosen. We let

n—1
A, = {qukj iq=(q1, .- qn-1) € A((D")]'
ji=l

Then A, is a finite subset of Z and so applying Lemma 4.4 with A = A, and ¢ = ¢,,
we choose &k, > 1 such that

n—1 n—1
(4.16) if Y gk €A, then ky+ Y gk > 1
Jj=1 Jj=1
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and

)

n—1 is
(kn+ijk]) —&n| < NC .
j=1 "

Thus for any 1 < n < N, we have the following estimate

n—-1 is R 8
(4.17) 3 <k,, + qukj) — & [®Pau(g)] < =
j=1

qEA(P,)

We fix f,...,ty € T and, forany 1 < n < N, we introduce A, : T — X by
letting A, (t) = d,(t; + k¢, ... , t, + k,t) for any ¢ € T. Then we have
A1) =Dt + Kty ..., tay + Ky )G by (2.7)
- Z gn(q) kD | i1l theo1t) itttk D) by (4.15)

L GEA(P,)
— E &;n(q) el ... gln-itant gitn ei(k"+}:7;: 41"‘1')'_
qEA (DY)

Looking at (4.16), we see that A, is an analytic polynomial without constant term
(thatis, A, € £¢ ® X) and applying the Fourier multiplier operator T, we obtain that

n—1 is
TA,,([) — Z an(q)eiqm .. eiqn—lln_leil,. (kn + qu kj) ei(k,.+z;';} qjkj)l’ teT.
j=1

qeEN(Dy)

It therefore follows from (4.17) thatforany 1 <n < N andanyt € T,
ITAL() — ex DDl < 8/N

whence | T(Xh, An)(1) — Yoo exAn(n)|| < 8, ¢ € T. Integrating on T yields
IT(ZX, A) -0 8,,A,,"p < 8, hence | X, €sAn ||p <s+|TI| N, A, ”p,

n=1
whence
N P N P
Y e, <2278 HITIP D] A
n=1 P n=1 P
More explicitly,

N
Zs,,d,,(tl + kit by + knt)
2

n=1
<2 (ap TP f
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Now by integrating the latter inequality with respectto (¢, ... , ty) € T" and applying
Fubini’s Theorem, we deduce that

P P

<27 +|TIP

N

>

n=1

N

Z End,

n=1

14 P

Since § > 0 is arbitrary, we finally obtain (4.14), which completes the proof. g

REMARK 4.5. Let X be any Banach space and consider the sectorial operator d/dt
either on H?(R; X) or on HY (T;X). Then it is easy to see that for any @ > 0,
the operator —id/dt is sectorial of type w. Moreover it is clear from the proof of
Theorem 1.2 that in the case when X is AUMD, the operator —id/dt has a bounded
H®(Xy) functional calculus for any 8 > 0.

REMARK 4.6. It was first established by Lust-Piquard and independently by Drury
(see [22]) that there exist bounded Fourier multipliers on H (T) which are not bounded
on Hy(T;S'"). Since S' is not AUMD [15], Theorem 1.2 yields several explicit
examples. In particular we recover Drury’s example, namely for any s € R*, the
sequence (k*);»; is not a bounded Fourier multiplier on Hj (T; S'). We note that the
latter fact can also be easily deduced from [24, Theorem 6.2]. More generally, if
(mi)i>1 is a bounded non-converging sequence and if limy_, o (m44; — my) = 0, then
(mi)i>1 cannot be a bounded Fourier multiplier on Hy (T; S 1). Indeed, let (my,)p»1 and
(my,)q>1 be two converging subsequences of (m;)>1, with distinct limits g, and §,.
Assume that (m,);»; is a bounded Fourier multiplier on Hy (T; S'). Then according to
[24, Theorem 6.2], there exist a Hilbert space H and two bounded sequences (x¢)¢>1
and (y;);» in H such that my; = (xg, y;) for any k,1 > 1. In particular, we may
write my, 41, = (Xi,, Y1) forany p,g > 1. Forany g > 1, lim,_, oo (my, 1, —my,) =0
hence lim, o my,4;, = By. Similarly, lim,_, o, my, 4, = B, forany p > 1. Now if x
and y are weak cluster points of the bounded sequences (x,),>1 and (y;,)4»1, We see
that for any ¢ > 1, By = lim,_,(xs,, y,,) = (x, y,,) hence B, = (x, y). Likewise,
B2 = {x, y), which gives a contradiction.

REMARK 4.7. Let X be a Banach space, and let H,,(R; X) be the X-valued atomic
H'-space. Then the translation semigroup is well-defined and isometric on H! (R; X).
We may then define d/dr on H) (R;X) as its negative generator, and consider the
question whether it admits a bounded A * functional calculus. Using Calderon-
Zygmund Theory for vector-valued L?-spaces, one can show that d/dt has a bounded
H*(Z,) functional calculus for any 8 > n/2 if and only if d/dt has bounded
imaginary powers if and only if X is UMD. We omit the details.
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