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Abstract We study the frame properties of the Gabor systems

G(g; a, B) == [P g(x — an)}p nez.

In particular, we prove that for Herglotz windows g such systems always form a
frame for L>(R) if o, B > 0, < 1. For general rational windows g € L(R)
we prove that &(g; «, B) is a frame for L2(R) if 0 < o, B, af < 1,2 ¢ Q
and g(&) # 0, & > 0, thus confirming Daubechies conjecture for this class of
functions. We also discuss some related questions, in particular sampling in
shift-invariant subspaces of L*(R).
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432 Y. Belov et al.

1 Introduction and main results

We investigate the Gabor systems generated by the linear combinations of the
Cauchy kernels, i.e. by the windows of the form

gty = % (L.1)

We describe a new wide class of such functions for which the corresponding
Gabor systems possess the frame property for all rectangular lattices of density
at least one.

For the general rational windows of the form (1.1) we discover that the frame
property depends on rationality of the product ¢f and also give the precise
estimate of the lattice density ()~ which grantees the frame property of
the corresponding Gabor system. Finally we study sampling in shift-invariant
spaces, generated by the windows of the form (1.1) as well as some related
matters.

One of the central motives of this article is hinted by the Daubechies con-
jecture [3, p. 981] which assumes that Gabor system is a frame for all o < 1
whenever g is a positive function with positive Fourier transform. This conjec-
ture has been disproved by Janssen [8], yet in all known examples of functions
which generates a Gabor system for all 8 < 1 we encounter some kind of
positivity.

1.1 Gabor systems

Given a function g € L?>(R) we denote by Ty, g its time frequency shifts
Tryg (1) = gt —x), 2,y €R. (1.2)

For o, > 0 consider the Gabor system

&(g; o, B) = {mam.png; m,n € Z}. (1.3)

We say that &(g; «, B) is a frame in L2 (R) if the frame inequality

ANFIP < S S Tampng)|” < BIFIP, f € L2(R) (14)

holds for some A > 0 and B < o0.
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Gabor frames for rational functions 433

Gabor systems are widely used in signal analysis and quantum mechanics
because of time-frequency localization of their elements 74, g, g. For suffi-
ciently dense lattices «Z x BZ the supports of 7y, gng “cover” the whole
time-frequency plane and the frame inequality (1.4) provides stable recon-
struction of a signal f from the inner products (f, 7um, gng). On the other
hand &(g; o, B) never forms a frame if ¢ > 1 (see e.g. [10]). We refer the
reader to [3,10,15], for the detailed history, as well as setting and discussion
of the problem.

1.2 Frame set

The fundamental problem of the Gabor analysis is to describe the frame set of
the window g:

F(g) ={(a, B);a, B > 0and &(g; «, B) is a frame in LZ(]R)}.

If B = 1 the complete characterization of the frame set can be given in
terms of the Zak tarnsform Zg of the window g (see e.g. [10, Ch.8]) but for
aff < 1 the frame set F(g) may be very complicated even for elementary
functions g, see e.g. [2,4]. Even the simpler question: for which g does F(g)
contain the whole set IT := {(«, 8); @, B > 0, af < 1} is also very difficult.

The answer has been obtained for the Gaussian e_)62 [17,24,25], truncated
X(0,00) (x)e™* and symmetric ¢~ I exponential functions [6,7], the hyperbolic
secant (e* 4+e~*)~! [9]. Despite numerous efforts very little progress has been
done until 2011. A breakthrough was achieved in [13] and later in [12] where
the authors considered the class of totally positive functions of finite type and,
by using another approach, Gaussian totally positive functions of finite type.
These results can be viewed as a contribution to the original conjecture of
Daubechies which relates the frame property to the positivity of function and
its Fourier transform. Our results are to large extend motivated by [13] since
the Fourier transforms of totally positive functions of finite type have the form
g(t) = P(t)~!, where P is a polynomial with simple zeroes located on the
imaginary axis, such functions of course admit representation (1.1).

1.3 Herglotz functions

We suggest another approach based on interpolation by entire functions and
dynamical systems. This approach allows us to describe the frame set for
Herglotz functions, to study the frames with irrational densities as well as
some related problems.

By Herglotz function we mean a function of the form (1.1) with a; > 0.
Such functions appear naturally in the spectral theory of the Jacobi matrices
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434 Y. Belov et al.

and the Schrodinger equations. This class is in a sense opposite to the class of
totally positive functions: while the coefficients ay in the representation (1.1)
of the totally positive functions have interlacing signs and also satisfy a number
of additional relations, they are just positive for Herglotz functions. We will
consider Herglotz functions with poles in the upper half-plane. In this case we
encountered another kind of positivity related to the Gabor frame property.

1.4 Main results

Theorem 1.1 Let g be a Herglotz function

N
g(t)_];t_iwk, ar > 0, wy > 0. (1.5)
Then
F(g) ={(a, B);ap < 1}. (1.6)

For the general function of the form (1.1) relation (1.6) does not hold gen-
erally speaking. Amazingly we almost always have the frame property if

ap ¢ Q:

Theorem 1.2 Let g be of the form (1.1) and be such that mo(§) =
Z,jc\;l age®™ W £ 0, & > 0 and Rwy # Nw; for k # 1. Then the Gabor
system &(g; a, B) is a frame in L*(R) for any («, B) € T1 such that af ¢ Q.

Remark 1.3 Note that we only need to assume that mg(§) # 0 for &€ > 0
and not all £ € R. This is crucial, since we want to consider functions with
mo(0) = Z,Icvzl ar = 0 which are exactly rational functions g such that
g(x) = 0(%),x — 0.

Observe that, if Hw; < 0 for all k, we have my(§) = g(¢), & > 0. Here and
in what follows we normalize the Fourier transform as

HOE / g(He i s,

The next result is an important special case of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.4 Let g be a function of the form (1.1), Rwy < 0,k =1,2, ... N,
Rwy # Rw; for j # k and also g(§) # 0 for & > 0. Then &(g; a, B) is a
frame in L>(R) for all (a, B) € 11, such that o ¢ Q.
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Gabor frames for rational functions 435

So, for the given class of functions Daubechies conjecture holds literally.
Later we will see that the assumption o« ¢ QQ cannot be dropped generally
speaking.

Remark 1.5 (Rational densities with large denominators.) One can check that
all arguments in the proof of Theorem 1.4 remain true if « = £ is a ratio-
nal number with sufficiently big denominator. In particular, this means that
under the assumptions of Theorem 1.2 there exists at most countable set of
exceptional rational «-s, i.e. such that &(g; «, 1) is not a frame, with only one
(possible) accumulating point 1.

Sometimes we get into the situation when there exists at most finite set of
exceptional o’s, see Sect.5.1.

1.5 Near the critical hyperbola

Another interesting question is related to the frame property of &(g; «, 8)
when the point («, 8) approaches the critical hyperbola o = 1.
Let g be of the form (1.1). Consider the function

2mEwy

N
2@ 6 =) T

2wy /o’
e
k=1 ¢

This function can be viewed as an analog of the Zak transform for our
setting.

Theorem 1.6 Let Nwy > 0, k =1, ..., N and also ERZ(eZ’m, &) > 0 for all
t € R, & € R. Then there exists ag < 1 such that &(g; «, 1) is a frame in
L2(R) for all o € (ag, 1].

By the renormalization we have
®(g(-/B); a, B) is a frame in L*(R)

if af € (ap, 1].
Together with Theorem 1.6 this will lead us to Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 1.7 Let g be of the form (1.1), g < 0,k = 1, ..., N, Rwy # Rw;
for j £k, and g(&) #0, & > 0. Let also

RZ(E E)>0, teR,EeR.

Then &(g; a, 1) is a frame in L>*(R) for all a € (0, 1], except perhaps a finite
number of rational exceptional values.
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436 Y. Belov et al.

We also highlight the following corollary of Theorem 1.6.

Corollary 1.8 Let g be of the form (1.1), wy < 0, a; € R. If g is a positive,
decreasing, convex function on the positive semiaxis R, then &(g; a, B) is a
frame for any pair (o, B) sufficiently close to the critical hyperbola aff = 1,
(i.e. for a > a(p)).

1.6 Large densities

The condition o ¢ Q in Theorem 1.2 cannot be omitted generally speaking.
For example the system &(g; o, B) fails to be a frame if g(r) = —g(—¢) and
gt) = O(t72),t — oo and aff = "n;l n =2,3,...see [19]. For these cases
the density of the non-frame lattice is at most 2.

It is known that for arbitrary window function g in the Wiener class the
system &(g; o, ) becomes a frame if («, ) belongs to some vicinity of
(0, 0) in the time-frequency plane. This vicinity depends on g, of course. A
lot of effort has been spent in order to determine the size of this vicinity, see
e.g. [1,3,23].

For the windows of the form (1.1) this size depends on the number of
summands. This gives a partial answer to the question, formulated in [3].

Theorem 1.9 Let g be of the form (1.1), Nwy # Rwy, k # L. Then

1
{(a, B):aBf < N} C Fy.

This therorem is almost precise: we will see that there exists a window g of
the form (1.1)and o, B > Owithaf = 1 such that the corresponding Gabor

system &(g; o, §) does not constitute a frame in L2(R) (see Proposition 5.3).
In particular there exist non-frame rational Gabor systems with lattices of
arbitrary large density.

1.7 Concluding remarks
Infinite number of poles

We are able to generalize Theorem 1.1 to a class of Herglotz functions with
infinite number of poles.

Theorem 1.10 Let g be of the form

o

g(x) = Z

=1

X —iwg
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2Wk
wr > 0, wpy1 —wr > landalso 0 < a; < 272" Then

F@) ={(,p):a,p>0,af <1}
Two kernels

Using our approach we can completely describe the frame set F, for all func-

tions g(x) = xfl.'wl + A, a1, a2, wy, wy € C.Inparticular, forwy, wy € R

we have IT C F,. The detailed proofs will appear elsewhere.

Completeness

In contrast to the frame property the completeness of rational Gabor systems
does not require o ¢ Q. It can be obtained from Example 4.1. in [21] that for
aff > 1 the Gabor system &(f; «, B) is incomplete in L?(R) for any function
f e L?(R). This is the only restriction in case of windows of form (1.1).

Theorem 1.11 Ler the function g(x) = Y. —%— be such that Rwy #

X —iWwg
Nwy, k # 1. Then the system &(g; «, B) is complete in L>(R) foralla, B > 0,
aff < 1.

For the windows of the form g(t) = e_V’ZR(t) where R(¢) is a rational
function similar statement has been proved in [11].

Multiple poles The right hand-side of (1.1) represent rational function in
L%(R) with simple poles. We restrict ourselves to this case to avoid non-
essential technical complications only.

1.8 The structure of the paper

The article is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we give necessary and sufficient
conditions for a rational Gabor system to be a frame. This characterization
will be used throughout the whole article. In Sect. 3 we prove Theorem 1.1 and
highlight connections to dynamical systems. In Sect. 4 we prove Theorems 1.2
and 1.4. Finally, in Sect.5 we prove Theorem 1.6, Theorem 1.7, Theorem 1.9,
and construct counterexamples. In Sect.6 we discuss connections with the
theory of shift-invariant subspaces.

Throughout this paper, U(z) < V(x) (equivalently V(z) 2 U(z)) means
that there exists a constant C such that U(z) < CV(z) holds for all z in the
set in question, which may be a Hilbert space, a set of complex numbers,
or a suitable index set. We write U(z) < V(z) if both U(z) < V(z) and
V() SU@.
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438 Y. Belov et al.

2 Frame Criterion

In this section we give necessary and sufficient conditions for an arbitrary
rational function g € L?(R) to generate a frame for given «, 8. This is the key
step in the proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.4.

Let

N

g0 =~ aw €C, @ £0, Nux £0. Q1)
= r—1wg

2.1 Multipliers m; and the main criterion

Given a, B > 0, af < 1, we study the frame property in L?(R) of the Gabor
system

&g o, B) = {gmn OV mnczs Emnt) =P gt —am).  (2.2)

Itis immediate that the system &(g; o, B) is aframe if and only if the system
O (gp: ap, 1) is a frame, gg(r) = g(t/B). Since gg is also a rational function
it suffices to consider only the case 8 = 1, o € (0, 1] which we will assume
from now on.

We need the following notation. Fork =1, ..., Nands =0, ..., N—1
let

Acs = (—1)° 3 oo Wity (2.3)
JU<J2seees <Js»J1 7k

the sum is taken over pairwise different j;’s such that j; # k. Put

N
my(§) =Y agAg e, (2.4)

k=1
Theorem 2.1 The following statements are equivalent:
() &(g; a, 1) is a frame in L*(R),
(i)
2

- 2 2
d's;: — ||G||L2(R)’ G €L (R)

§G<$+n+§>ms(§)

1
/D>
0 nez

(2.5)
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2.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1: Step 1

In order to establish the frame property of (2.2) we need to prove

D W emm HE <UL f e LP®). (2.6)

Since all functions m(£) are bounded the upper estimate is always true.
We have

1

2
(Z {8 f>|2) = sup{

Zcm,n(gm,m f)‘ ; Z |cm,n|2 = 1} .
, m,n

2.7)

2.3 Step 2

Given ¢ = {cp 0} € 12(Z x 7)), we fix n and consider

Cm,n
Sp = } Cm,n<gm,n7 / f(t)Eannt E ar E ———dt
— t — (am +iwg)

(2.8)

Denote

N
pi() = 1—e % t=wD; Pty =[] ps0)- (2.9)
j=1

The coefficients of the trigonometric polynomial P (¢) p; () ~! are represents
by (2.3):

Pi(t) = P(t)pr ()™ ZAk du, (2.10)

Consider the entire function

.2 C
h(t =(1— ’7’) mn_ 211
n(1) e ;t_am 2.11)
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440 Y. Belov et al.

We have
Cm,n Py (1) .
; — ho(t — , 2.12
;t—(am+iwk) P(1) (=) 212
respectively
—_— N
(e}
t .
5, — / SO orini S @ P(t)ha (¢ — iwy)d. (2.13)

By combining the classical sampling and the Paley—Wiener theorems we
have

1

ha(t) = / " PTIEf, (6)dE, (2.14)
0
with
hn € L0, 1/); I1hnll 20,1 /0) < 1emntmli2z)- (2.15)

Letg(t) = f(t)/P(t).Since |P(t)| < 1,t € R, wehave || f| =< ||g]l. Now

0o N-L
Sy = / g™ N " e M (1t (2.16)
— s=0
where
N 1 N
M (1) = ) agAg sha(t — iwg) = / Ty (§) ) ax Ay, €T .
k=1 0 k=1
(2.17)
2.4 Step3
The Parseval’s identity now yields
irN—l—
o Ky v
5= | [Z G(&+n+>)m® |hu@)as,  @18)
0 s=0
where G is the Fourier transform of g which satisfies ||G|;2 = |Igll;2 =<

1f 1l g2
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Finally,
1/a —_— 5
> 1{8mns £)I7 < sup Z / s+n+ )ms(@ hn (€)dE:;
m,n =
Z]%m;&umfl}. (2.19)
n
2.5 Step4

Observe that the sequence {h }nez runs through the whole 12(Z, L*(0, 1 /a))
as {cy,. } runs through the whole 1(Z x Z) and also || {h nezllizz. 20, 1/a)) =

1 {cm. n}||12(Z><Z)
Set

N—1
M@):E:G(S+n+§>mx8. (2.20)

s=0

}Vithout loss of generality we may assume || f|| < ||G|| =< 1. Therefore
H{hntnezllizz, 120,1/a)) = Hemn}ll2@zxz) < 1. Hence the system &(g; o, 1)
is a frame if and only if

2
/ 2: de <1, G e L*(R), |G| =< 1

nez

$+n+ )mg@

§=

2.21)

which is equivalent to (2.5). O

3 Frame property for Herglotz functions

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1.

3.1 Frobenius matrices

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on the Lemma 3.1 about Frobenius matrices
which was communicated to us by Ivan Bochkov. First we recall the definition
of Frobenius matrix.

Definition 1 Given a polynomial p(z) = z" + b, — 12"V + ..+ by with the
leading coefficient 1 by the Frobenius matrix associated with p we mean the
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matrix

—by_1 =by_2 ... —b1 —by

1 0O ... 0 0
F(p) = 0 r ... 0 0 |. (3.1)
0 0 1 0

We refer the reader to [27] and [20] for the detailed presentation of properties
of such matrices. In particular, p is the characteristic polynomial of F'(p). The
next lemma is the key step in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we also think that it
is of independent interest.

Lemma 3.1 Let the sequence {Mk}ZIll be such that 1 > py > oy > ... >
Unt1 > 0. Consider the set P of all polynomials p(x) = (x — A)(x —
A2) ... (x—Ay) such that their zeroes interlace with iy ’s, i.e. (L > A > Uk+1.
Then there exist constants C > 0,0 < ¢ < 1 depending only on the numbers
Wr such that for any m = 1, 2, ... and for any polynomials py, ..., pn € P
we have

IIF(p)F(p2) ... F(pm)ll = Cc™. (3.2)

We do not specify matrix norm here since all norms in finite-dimensional
space are equivalent. We postpone the proof and first obtain Theorem 1.1 from
Lemma 3.1.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1 Step 1

As before we assume 8 = 1, o < 1 and prove the relation (2.5). We truncate
the integral in (2.5) and prove the stronger estimate

/z

leZ

2

G(e+1+=)m@)]| d& 2 1IGI3. GeL’®. (3

s=0

Here as before the functions m (&) are determined in (2.4).
Assume 0 < w; < ... < wy and let

n=N-—1, pp=e "W/ k=12 ... n+1.
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Wehave 1 > p; > o > --- > puuq1 > 0. Since a; > 0, wy > 0 we have
mp (&) # 0. We claim that the roots of the polynomial

_mo@) +miEz+ -+ ma6)7"
mp(§)

Pe(2)
satisfy the assumptions of the Lemma 3.1. This follows from the identity

_ N
SN m(E) O~ age?TE

2 2
[T (1 —zew™) (5 1—zea™

and the positivity of a;’s and wy’s.
The estimate (3.3) is equivalent to
ILGll2 Z |Gz, G € L*(R), (34)

where the operator L : L?>(R) — L2(R) is given by the formula
“ s
(LO)E) = )G (§+ =) matieD.
s=0

Here {£} denotes the fractional part of &.

3.3 Step 2

From the definition of m; we have

N
ma(E]) = (~1)e@ Ot 3 g T 3s)
k=1

The absolute value of m,, ({£§}) is bounded from above and from below by some
positive constants. Without loss of generality we can consider the operator PG
instead of LG

LG
(PG)(E) = LOE)

ma({6})

It suffices to construct the inverse for P, i.e. solve
PG =h, h € L*(R).
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We rewrite this equation in the form

Glet ™) mne S MU Gy s 36
(6+2) =ne® 2 o ieD (5+2). (3.6)

3.4 Step3

We transform equation (3.6) to a dynamical system. Consider the vector-
functions ', H € L*(R, C"):

G(& +15) he)

G(E +2)
re = ¢ . He=| |
G () 0

In this notation equation (3.6) can be rewritten as
1
C(s+2 ) =F(r@)TE+HE),

n=1) n—1
e () = 4 Bl
Iterating this formula we get

r (s + é) = F(p@ey) F (P{s—é}) r (‘5 B é)

1
+F (pigy) H (é‘ - E) + H(£). (3.7)

(e 3) = PP ()P () (- F)
+§ F(piy) F (p{g_é}) o F (p{g_%}) H (s - g) .

By Lemma 3.1 the coefficients in front of I"(§ — g) and H(§ — ) decay
exponentially. By passing to the limit we obtain

: <§ * é) - iF () P (et -+ F (pie—sz) H (6= 3)-
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Thus, we get |[T'll2 < Cl|H|l2 = Cllhll2. Hence, [|Gll2 = C'l|hll2 =
C'l|PG|l>. Thatis, |[PGll2 2 |IGl|2> and, subsequently, [[LG|l> 2 [|Gll>

which is the desired estimate (3.4). O

3.5 Proof of Lemma 3.1: Preliminaries

We are going to construct a norm ||v||, on R" such that for all p € P we have
[1F(p)|l« < c < 1. Thisimplies by induction that || F (p1) ... F(pm)|l+ < c™.
Since all norms on the finite-dimensional space are equivalent we get the result.

We will actually construct a norm in which F(p)7 is contractive uniformly
for all p € P. If we are able to do so, then matrices F(p) will be contractive
in the dual norm.

The proof consists of two steps. In the first step we show that it is enough
to consider only polynomials p such that A;’s is either ug or ug for all k.
Moreover, we will show that among them we can actually study only those
for which all A; are distinct, that is polynomials p;(x) = [], (0 — ),
[ =1,...,n+ 1. In the second step we will construct a norm in which all
matrices F(p;)T are uniformly contractive.

3.6 Step 1: Reduction to » 4+ 1 matrices

Let p(x) = ]—[z:l (x — Ax) be an arbitrary polynomial in P. Assume that Ay #
Uk, Uk+1 for some k. Since pur > Ax > ur4+1 we can find positive numbers
a,b € Rwitha+b = 1suchthat (x—Ar) = a(x —pug)+b(x —pr41). Denoting
g(x) = =5Ep(x) and r(x) = TEH p(x) we get p(x) = aq(x) + br(x)
and therefore F'( p)T =aF (q)T +bF(r)T. Repeating this procedure with g
and r we can express F(p)T as a convex combination of matrices of the form
F(p)!T where p € P and all its roots are from {i1, . .., tns1}. By the triangle
inequality if F(p)” are contractive for all such polynomials p then F(p)? is
contractive as well.

Now we show that it is enough to consider only the polynomials p;. Let us
consider all 2" polynomials p € P with Ay = uy or Ay = g+ and denote by
K the convex hull of the corresponding matrices F(p)”. Since it is a convex
hull of finitely many points it is a polytope. It is well-known that any polytope
is a convex hull of its vertices which are exactly the points that can not be
written as a convex combination of other points from this polytope.

Let p(x) = []i—;(x — Ax) be such that Ax = ug or Ay = ey for all k
and moreover A; = Aj41 = 41 for some /. There exist positive numbers
a,bsuchthata +b = 1 and (x — pui+1) = alx — uy) + b(x — wi42).
Denoting g (x) = xx_;’l‘il p(x)andr(x) = 2222 p(x) we get p(x) = aq(x)+

X—=H+1

br(x) and therefore F(p)! = aF(q)T +bF(r)T. On the other hand we have
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446 Y. Belov et al.

F(¢)T, F(r)T € K and both of them are not equal to F(p)T. That is, we
decomposed F(p)! as a convex combination of other points from K. Thus, it
is not a vertex of K.

Therefore the only possible candidates for the vertices of K correspond to
the polynomials with distinct roots, that is p;’s. That s, all points K are convex
combinations of F( pl)T’s and so if F( pl)T’s are contractive for all / then all
other matrices from K are contractive as well.

Remark 3.2 Instead of appealing to the theory of polytopes one can more
carefully decompose p into the sum of two other polynomials with smaller
number of repeated roots and then continue the process until there are none.

3.7 Step 2: Construction of the contractive norm for F( pl)T ’s

Let us identify R"” with the space P,— of all polynomials of degree less than
n in a way that o = (@u_1, ... ap)! € R” corresponds to the polynomial
Gu(z) = ap_12" '+ ...+ ag € Py_1. One can see that the action of F(p)”
on the polynomial ¢ € P,_1 corresponds to the operation

q(z) = zq(z)(mod p(z)).

Foreach!/ =1, 2, ... n+ 1 consider the linear functional which sends the
polynomial g € P,_1 to g(u;). Since these are n 4 1 linear functionals on the
n-dimensional vector space there is a linear dependence between them:

arq(pr) +axq(u2) + ... +apr1q(py1) =0 (3.3)

for all polynomials g € P,,—1. Moreover, since the values of g at any »n different
points uniquely determine g none of ay’s vanishes. Put

gl = larg(uol + -+ lant19 (as )]

Since g isuniquely determined by g (i£1), - .., g (4n+1), thisisanormon P, _1.
Note that this norm is overdetermined (n terms would have been enough to
have a norm). But this overdetermination is instrumental for the proof of the
contractivity. We are going to show that ||F(pl)Tq||,L < wuillgll, for all I.
Since w1 < 1 this implies the result.

We fixI € [1,...,n+ 1]and let 7 (x) = (F(p;)T q)(x). Then

r(uk) = piq(ug) forall k #1
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and, by (3.8),

air () = — Zakr(uk)-
kil

Therefore

Wl = likarg (ol + lar ()
k£l

=3 lmearq ()l + 1) aceeq ()
k#l k#l

s

k£l

Ik
—arq (k)

w
+ 1Y aFqwol]. 39
k2l H“1

For s; € [0, 1], xx € R, k # [ we have

D sk = Do < Do —s)| < ) Il (1 —sp).

k£l k£l k£l k£l

Hence,

D lsexel + D Ssexk| <D0 bal+ D x|

k£l k£l ksl k£l
Setting xx = axq(Jx), sk = % we get
rllw = wallgllye, (3.10)
as required. O

4 Irrational densities

In this section we prove Theorems 1.2-1.4. The main ingridient of the
proofs is careful analysis of the finite matrices with rows of the form

O, ...,mo(&),.....,mn_1(5),0,..,0).
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4.1 Preliminaries

Without loss of generality we may assume, as before, 8 = 1, € (0, 1) \ Q
because the rescaling g — gg(t) := g(¢/pB) as in Sect.3 leads one just to
rescaling of the corresponding functions mq (&), g(&).

Put

M (&) = (mo(§), m1(§), ..., mn—-1(§)).

In what follows we write Oy for zero row of length k; when the length is clear
from the context we suppress the subscript k. So the row (0, ..., mo(§), ....,
my—1(£),0, ..., 0) can be written as (O, my(§), ...., my—_1 (&), Q).
We assume o« > 1/2. The case o < 1/2 follows since «Z x Z C 207 x Z.
Lett = é — 1. For any fixed & € (1, é) consider the sequence

5,6-1,¢6—-1+7,6—-14+27,.....6 =1+ k1],

here k; € N is the first number such that § — 1 4 kv € (1, 1/a). We repeat
the procedure starting from & — 1 + k; 7 and take the first k, such that§ — 1+
(k1 + ko)t € (1, 1/@), and so on. After [ repetitions we obtain the sequence

Sep={86-1,6-14+7,6—-1+421,... .6 —1+k1,§ -2+kT,

E—2+ (ki +Drt...,§ =2+ (k1 +k2)71),

E—I+Kr,6§—1—1+Krt},

where K = ki + ko + - - - + k;. With any such sequence S(&, /) we associate
finite (K + 14 2) x (K + N) matrix D = D(&, 1),

( M(§) )
M(E — 1) 0
(O] ME—-1471) O
O, ME —1421) ()
Orp-1 ME—-1+Kk—Dr)O
P=PE&ED=1 o,  ME-1+kD O
O, ME-24+kt) O

Ox+1 ME-24+ (1 +1D7)O

Ok ME -1+ K1)
Ox ME-—-I—1+K7)
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We put attention of the reader to the (a bit) non-traditional form of represen-
tation of this matrix: each “column” consists of strings of various length. In
the next section we will see how does this matrix appear and also explain its
structure in more details.

The next lemma is the key technical step in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Lemma 4.1 There existé e (1, é), l eN, I > N,and$ > 0 such that for
any & € [é — 8,§ + 8] the rank of the matrix D(€,1) is K + N.

We postpone the proof of this lemma and first deduce Theorem 1.2 from
Lemma4.1.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.4

We have to establish relation (2.5). The < part of (2.5) is straightforward since
all mg (&) are bounded. In order to prove the opposite inequality it suffices to
construct the left inverse £~ to the operator £ : L2(R) — ¢2(L?(0, 1/a))
defined by the relation

s=0

N—1
an»{Z:G@+n+g)m@4 . @.1)

As before, we restrict ourselves to the case o« > 1/2 and denote T = é — 1.

Given ¥y = {yn(§)}nez € IL we have to solve the infinite sequence of
equations with respect to {G(§ +n + s/a)},

N—

s 1
> G(e+n+>)m@® =nE, nek se<o,—). (42)
o o

s=0

—_

We use notations from the previous section. For & € (1, 1/a) we will try to
choose a subsystem of (4.2) which can be resolved with respect to variables

{G@+14 . 4.3)
o )jez

This leads us to the matrix D (&, ). Indeed, we have & € (1,1/a), & — 1 €
(0, ). Two equations in (4.2) written for £ with n = 0 and for £ — 1 with
n = 1 contain the same selection of variables G (§ +s/a),s =0, 1, ..., N—1.
The coefficients in these equations belong to the strings M (§), M(§ — 1). We
complete these strings by the corresponding number of zeroes and obtain the
first two rows of the matrix D (&, [).
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The equation in (4.2) with & — 1 4 7 instead of & and n = 2 has the form

N-1

ZG<€+S+l)ms(é‘—1+r)=V2(E—1+f)-

o
s=0

This equation contains the variables {G (£ + s /a)}?;l, its coefficients are

the elements of the string M (¢ — 1 + 7). Completing this string by one zero
on the left and by the corresponding amount of zeroes on right we obtain the
third row in D(&, [).

Repeating this procedure as described in the previous section we obtain the
whole matrix D (&, [). We remark that the total number of unknowns increases
by one when we add the equation related to the shift of the argument by T and
remains the same, when we add the equation related to the shift of the argument
by —1. This will allow us to extract a subsystem of (4.2) which contains the
same amount of equations and variables to be determined.

Moreover, for each & € (1, 1/«) we can explicitly write the matrix of the
operator applied to the sequence {G(§ + j/a)}jez. This matrix consist of
single and double strings M (-) shifted with respect to each other.

L OME+ -k

O—k_, @)
O—k_, ME —k_17) @)
0_, ME —21) @)
0_4 ME —1) )
Qo M(§) 0
O ME—-1) @)
Le =] 04y ME—-14+71) 01, 4.4)
() ME —1421) @)
Ok, ME —-14+kit) @)
Ok, ME —-2+4+kit) @)

Oky ey M(E =2+ (k1 + ko)) O
Oky4ky M(E =34 (k1 +k2)T) O

here O indicates the shift of the corresponding string M (-) to the left or to
the right depending on the sign of g.

The structure of all rows of the matrix L is similar. Therefore, we can start
with & — 1 4 k7 instead of &. Similarly, if & ¢ (1, é) we can first add to it 7t
for some r € Nsothaté +rt € (1, é) and proceed from there.
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Choose [, £ and § as in Lemma 4.1 and, for each 1 € Z, denote by & the
point of z-th return of the original point & into the interval (1, 1/a):

G =§—t+(ki+k+---+ ki,
so that the corresponding couple of “double rows” in (4.4) has the form

(©k1+-~-+k; M (&) @>
Oxy 4ok, ME—-1) 0O )"

In this notation we have & = &j. Since o ¢ Q the set & is dense in (1, 1/a).

By shifting of the numeration we may assume that &) € [E —68,& +6),
and also we can choose t+ € N so that the pointé_; =& 4+ ¢ — (k_; +--- +
k_)t € [é -4 ,é + 8]. Consider the submatrix of Lg located between the
rows (O, M(E+t—(k—1+ko+---+k_4)7),0)and (O, M(& — 1+ (k1 +
ko + -+ k)1), 0):

ME+1—(koy+ -+ ko)) 0
ME+t—1— (ko +ka+--+k_y)T) (0)
C=c6Ln= Ok ybhsm2 ME-20) 0|
Ok 4tk —1 ME—-1) O
Or isvn D&, 1)

The matrix C(§,1,¢) hasv := N+ K + (k—1+k_p+-- -+ k—_;) columns.

4.3 Rank of the matrix C(0, ¢, )

We will show that rank(C (&€, 1, t)) = v. To this end we choose collection of
v rows of C (&, [, t) which spans the whole space R”. By Lemma 4.1 there is a
square non-degenerate submatrix E (&, [) of D(&€, 1) of size (K +N)x(K+N).
We keep the rows which correspond to E (£, /) and eliminate the rest of the
rows D (&, ). Further we eliminate each second row in the couples of double
rows, i.e. the rows which contain the strings M(§ +p—1—(k_1+---+k_))),

p =1, ..., t. The remaining rows form v x v matrix of the form
ME+t—(k-1+...+k_p)T) (@)
Oy ME+r—1—(G-1+...+k-— D) O
Ok_y -tk —1 ME —7) ()
Ok_ 4tk EE, D

This is a block-diagonal matrix (X r . In addition X is an upper-

0 EG,D
triangular matrix, its diagonal elements are values my(§) for some point
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& € (1,1 + 7). They do not vanish and bounded away from zero by the
assumption on mg. Thus the matrix C (&, /) indeed has the full rank.

4.4 End of the proof of Theorem 1.4

We can now find G {GE+ j/a)} ff_]\,’q_ —k, which solves the system of
equations (4.2) which corresponds to the selected rows of the matrix C &,1).
The equations of this system which correspond to the rest of the rows of C (§, 1)

will be met automatically since we assume y € JLg. In addition we have

= .
IGl2=Clyll, (4.5)

where y is the section of the sequence y corresponding the rows of C (&, ).
The constant C depends on ¢ and the estimate from below for | det E (€, [)].

We observe that number ¢ may be chosen uniformly bounded with respect
to £. Indeed, we have an irrational motion with step 7 and it is well known
that it lands into any given interval in the bounded number of steps regardless
of the starting point.

One can choose ¢ > 0 so that, for each & € [§ — J,& + §] we
have |det E(&,[)] > ¢ for the corresponding submatrix E(&,[) of D(§,1).
Therefore the constant C in (4.5) can be chosen uniformly with respect to
§ €60 — 8,50 + 4l

It remains to note that the operator Lg can be decomposed into the operators
C (&) with finite overlapping. So, finally we have constructed the bounded left
inverse to (4.1).

Remark 4.2 The proof of Theorem 1.2 can be roughly decomposed into the
following ideas: we can use nonvanishing of the function m to shift the atten-
tion from the number & to the number £ — ¢ mod é Since T = é — 1 and é
are incommensurable in this way we can come close to any given point on the
interval [0, 1/«]. Thus, it is enough to prove the corresponding bound for any
single &y € (0, 1/«) (and its small vicinity), which is done in Lemma 4.1.

4.5 Proof of Lemma 4.1: Step 1

First we observe the identity

N
Zsoms@)z & et

Hk=1(1—287 ") k= 11—Z€“wk

(4.6)
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this follows from the definition of the functions m;, see (2.4). Let

2,
uj=eeJ,j=1,..N.

Fix j € {1, ..., N} and compare the residues at 7 = u;l on both sides in (4.6).

N—1
Z ms(S)M;S = aju}_NeZ”‘gwf H(uj —up). 4.7
5=0 1£]

Assume that the number/ > N is already found. The (K +/+2) x (K +N)
matrix D(&,[) is composed from / 4 1 “double” rows of the form

Oy 4iqky, ME =5 + (k1 + - - + ko)1), 0),
Ok 4oty ME =5 — 1+ (ki + -+ k4)7), 0)

with “single” rows in between.

In order to transform it to a square matrix it suffices to eliminate / +2 — N
rows. Let us eliminate the second rows in the appropriate number of double
rows except the first and last ones. The remaining second rows are of the form

Ory4oty ME —5s =1+ (k1 + -+ ko)1), 0)

fors = Q1,07,...,0On_1 forsome 0 = Q] < 0> < ... < On_1 = L.
Denote the resulting matrix by F'(&, ) and let

qj =ko; +---+ko;

be the “distance” between the rows with numbers Q; 1 and Q.
We will choose the numbefs Ql,;.., OnN-_1, and also é e (1,1/a),§ > 0,
sothatdet F(&,1) #0,& € (6 —6,& + 9).
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It follows from (4.7) that, foreach j = 1, 2, ..., N,

uy
u;(efb'[w]
K+N—1 u}?‘le*h“’j 2T,
“ =2 ,2nw; 272tw;
u%(+N72 Ltj e e j
J 2rEw;j .
= H it} PR
FE, D aje E(uj ur) W K02 =27 02w 2mgarw;
uj J
1j uf_ngfzﬂ(Q2+l)wj 2rRTw;
e 2mON-1wj 2n KTw;

e 2 (Qn-1+Dw; 27 KTw;

= a; ™" [ [, —unv; ).
I#]

Foreach j = 1,2, ..., N, V;(§,1) is a column of size K + N. We observe that
V(1) is independent of &.
Put

K+N—-1 K+N-1 K+N-—1
Ml M2 ...MN
K+N-2 K+N-2 K+N-2
I/tl Lt2 ...uN @NXK

W) := T

here Oy« g is the zero N x K matrix and [ is the identity matrix of the size
K x K.

For any choice of Q1, ..., Qn—1 the determinant d (&) = det(F (¢, )W (l))
is an exponential polynomial, i.e., a finite sum of the form

dE) =Y a;ehi.
j

We are going to prove that for an appropriate choice of Qy, ..., On—1, this
polynomial does not vanish identically. This would prove Lemma 4.1. We
have

N
dg) = T tenE Tl Ty — w) det(Vi, ..., Viv, Fnas ooy Fysk),
j=1
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where F is a j’th column of the matrix F' (&, ). Observe that 2T (wit-twn)g
Y, T1 j1(j—up) # 0, which follows from the assumption that iw; #
Nwy, j # L.

4.6 Step 2

It remains to choose Qj, ..., OQy—1 so that det(Vy, ..., Va, Fn+1, ..., FN+K)

is non-zero. Note that this determinant is also an exponential polynomial in &.

Therefore, it suffices to find at least one non-zero coefficient. We assume that

Rw; > Rwy > ... > Rwy and we are going to choose Q1, ..., On_1 so that

the term > KI¢ participates in our polynomial with a non-zero coefficient.
We have

M@E = 1) —e M E) = (Jo, J1s s IN—1),

where J; does not contain the frequency ¢>"$*!. We do the following trans-
formations which do not change the determinant. Each remaining couple of
double rows of the matrix F has the form

Ry =(O,M(E — Qs+ (ki + -~ + ko)1), 0),
R, =(O,ME— Qs — 1+ (ki +--- +kg,)1), 0).

We replace the row R, by Ty = e 2" R; — R/ which is now free from
the terms containing ¢>"§™1. Next, we rearrange the rows of F (&, 1) in such
a way that the new rows T go after the first row of F(§,[). This yields a
rearrangment of the rows of the matrix (Vy, ..., Vi, Fy+1, ..., FN+k) which
after this rearrangment acquires a transparent block structure

(7)

where N x N matrix X and K x N matrix Z are independent on &, T is a
K x K lower triangular matrix while the N x K matrix Y does not contain
terms with e275%1,

Since T is lower-triangular the coefficient of ¢>"X*15 comes from the diag-
onal elements of the matrix 7 only. The diagonal elements of the matrix T
are equal to my_1(§ + ...) and have non-zero coefficients in front of e2mEwn
Thus, it remains to prove that det X # 0.
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We have
uk uk . uk
0 ué{ (6727111/2 _ e72r[w1) . u§(€72an _ 67271101)
X = 0 ug(—‘h(ef%rwg _ e7271w1)627rw2(q2r7Q2) . ulls—qz(eonwN _ e*Zﬂwl)eZWwN(qzerz)
0 (e72rrw2 _ e*Zle)eanz(KerN,l) . (6727111)/\/ _ 67271w1)62nu:N(K17QN,1)

Note that since fw; #= Rw;, j > 1 all the factors eT2TWi — 72T gre
non-zero. We have

uk . uk
N K—q2 dnun(gat—02) K—q) prwy(g2t—02)
_ . _ u e R e -
det X = uf [ J(e™™ —u=2"") det | 2 N
=2 2mnaKt—0n)) 2wy (Kt—Qn-1)

(e—2nwl _ e—27rwl)det X/.

=uf

—.

j=2

Now we finally choose Qg in such a way that | € 0 € 03 K€ ... K
On—1. This implies that | K€ ¢» K ¢3 < ... < gn—1. Note that since
all numbers (g2 + ... 4+ ¢gs)T — Oy are in (0, %) corresponding exponents
are uniformly bounded from above and from below. It remains to observe

that, since |uz| > |u3| > ... > |uy|, when we expand det X’ as a sum
. . . K— . .
over all permutations the diagonal term containing uf uy % will dominate

everything else and so det X’ is non-zero. The lemma is proved. |

4.7 Proof of Theorem 1.11

Modifying above arguments we can prove that the system &(g; «, ) is com-
plete. Moreover, since the function mg is a priori almost everywhere non-zero
and the matrix D (&, [) almost always has full rank we do not need the assump-
tions about m and the irrationality of «f.

For af > 1 the system &(g; «, B) is incomplete in L>(R). This follows
from the general theorem in [21]. However in our case we have a direct proof.
Looking at the proof of Theorem 1.2 we can see that if o > 1 then there
exists an infinite-dimensional space of function which are orthogonal to all
&(g; a, B). If af = 1, then the frame operator is unitarily equivalent to the
multipication by the Zak transform. In our case Zak transform is analytic and
hence almost everywhere non-zero, so we have completeness in this case as
well.
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5 Other results

In this section we prove Theorems 1.6, 1.7, 1.9 and, in addition, we construct
some counterexamples.

5.1 Near the critical hyperbola (proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7)
Let the condition of Theorem 1.6 be met. The beginning of the proof repeats
that of Theorem 1.1. We also use some notation as in Theorem 1.1. Let

N—1

(LO)E) = Y G (& + =) my((&)).

s=0
It suffices to prove (see Sect. 3.2, Step 1) that for some «,

ILGl2 2 IIGl2, G e L*(R),

for each o > «p.

We further follow Steps 2 and 3 Sects. 2.3, 2.4 by showing that the norm of
the corresponding product of Frobenius matrices decays at least as a geometric
progression:

”F(p{é})F(p{g_é})'--F(p{é—l/oc})” < Cq', forsomeq € (0,1). (5.1)

First we note that the spectrum of F(pg) coincides with the zero set of the
polynomial

_mo@ +miEzt - my ()
my-1(§) '

On the other hand, from the assumption of Theorem 1.6 we have

pe(2)

my—1(8) pg (2)

g =1
JtZ(Za S) )tl—[I]{VZI(l _ Zeank/a)

>0, |z] =1,

and, by the argument principle, the number of zeroes of pg (counting with
multiplicities) inside the unitdisk D is N. Actually they are located in a smaller
disk {z : |z] < p}, where p < 1 is chosen so that SRZ(pez””,é) > 0,
£c0,1],reR,and p > e W/ k=1,.., N.

Therefore the spectral radius of the matrices F(pg) is strictly less than 1.
In particular,

||FM(p€)|| <q < 1,& €0, 1], for sufficently large M, 5.2)
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where || - || is an operator norm of matrix. This inequality is uniform with
respect to & € [0, 1] (numbers g and M do not depend on &).

Given this M one can choose « sufficiently close to 1 so that the matrices
F(p (- k}) and F(p ) are arbitary close to each other if |k — j| < M,
so for M < [ the product in (5.2) can be represented as a product of [/ My
uniformly strictly contractive matrices. This completes the proof. O

Combining Remark 1.5 and Theorem 1.6 we get also Theorem 1.7.

Remark 5.1 The condition RZ(z,&) > 0, |z] = 1, & > 0 can be reformulated
as

Zm()(g + g) cos(nt) >0, &,teR.

n>0

Proof Put z = €''. We have

N
) 1
28 =) ™ N =
k=1
Zakebrka Z‘h(z”ezmwk“) = Zmo (S + — > cos(nt).

n>0
[}

This form is useful if we want to check the inequality for all rescaled func-
tions g(-/B) since rescaling of the window g corresponds to the rescaling of
mo.

Now, we are in position to prove Corollary 1.8. From the equation mo(§) =
2 (&) we conclude that the Fourier series

Zmo (5 + g) cos(nt)
n>0

has positive, convex coefficients for any . It is known that such the Fouries
series are positive, which can be deduced by applying the Abel transform
twice. O

5.2 Lattices with large densities

In this section we prove Theorem 1.9. The proof is similar to one of Theo-
rem 1.2. By the standard rescaling we can assume 8 = 1. As in Sect.4.2 it
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suffices to prove that the discrete operator Lg defined by (4.4) satisfies
ILePell Z N Pell.

Sincea < %,thevariableé in (4.4) runs over the interval (0, 1 /o) D (0, N).
Given & € (0, 1/a) take &' = & + § >N —1,& € (0, 1/a). After may be

omitting some rows the operator Lg can be reduced to the block-diagonal
structure with N x N blocks of the form:

M)
BE N) = ME - 1)
M(E —N)
mo (&) my (&) my-1(§")
_ mo(§' — 1) myE -1 ..

my_1(&" = 1)
mo(E" — (N —1) mi( —(N—1) ... my_1(§' — (N — 1))

Theorem 1.9 follows now from

Lemma 5.2 Leta, #0,k =1, ..., N and Xwy # Rwy, k # 1. Then

det B(E, N) # 0.

Proof Put y; = ek = 2T/ AL = qie?™EWk k=1, ..., N. Then

Ay Ay ... Ay L= e vk

L | I
B — Ay Ay

Anyny |1 =Xk o DN T i
A]le—l AzyN_l N-—1

2 e ANy U=tk - (DN Ty
= XY.

The entries of the matrix Y are symmetric polynomials with respect to the
corresponding subsets of variables {u1, ..., uy}. We have

detY =+ [ J(ux —up) #0.

k<l
On the other hand,
1 1 ... 1
N
detX:l_[Akdet oy IN
k=1 _ T N
y{v 1y£v 1'”),11\\/7 1

It remains to note that this Vandermonde determinant does not vanish. O
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Proposition 5.3 For any N > 1 and any numbers wy, wa, ..., Wy, such that
Nwy #£ 0, Nwy £ Nwy for k # 1, there exist a non-zero {ak},i\’:1 such that
&(g; 1/(N — 1), 1) is not a frame in L2(R). Here g is defined by (1.1).

Proof We have o = ﬁ As before fix £ € (0, N — 1) and consider the
corresponding operator Lg. Observe that there are only N — 1 different rows
in L¢. Therefore one can find a non-zero sequence {ak},?’: (suchthat L1 =0,
where 1 = (..., 1,1, 1,...)T. Since L¢ has bounded entries and its rows have
finitely many elements, by truncating the column of all 1’s we can get an ¢>
sequence y with arbitrary large £2-norm and uniformly bounded norm of Ley.
Therefore L cannot be bounded from zero. O

Similar arguments lead us to the follwoing statement:

Proposition 5.4 For any rational number o there exists rational window g
such that Gabor system &(g; o, 1) is not a frame.

5.3 Counterexamples

Assumption mg(§) # 0in Theorem 1.2 cannot be omitted, generally speaking.
By analysing the proof of this theorem one can find a method for construction
of non-frame Gabor systems different from the one used in Propositions 5.3—
5.4. This leads us to Gabor non-frame systems with irrational densities.

3
Theorem 5.5 Let g(x) = )

- lw . Assume that @ > and also that for

some 0.99 < & < 1 we have
2 1
m0<$0—5+2> =m1<%'0— E+1) = my(§o) = 0. (5.3)

Then the system &(g: a, 1) is not a frame in L>(R).

Proof By Theorem 2.1 the necessery and sufficient condition for &(g; «, 1)
to be a frame is

1/a 2

5>

0 nez

ZG( —n——)m ®)

s=0

d‘i: 2 ||G||L2(R)’ G e L (R)

@ Springer



Gabor frames for rational functions 461

Clearly this relation is not met for functions G concentrated in §-vicinity of
the point £y — 2/«. Even if we bound left-hand side by

1/a )

2
s
f232 GE—n-— ;)‘ I (£)|7dE, (5.4)
0 "€Z s=0
for sufficiently small § we may obtain a quantity less than ¢||G||2. O

Remark 5.6 Similar result can be proved for the sum of arbitrary many kernels
as long as « and & are close enough to 1.

For fixed «, w1, wa, w3 conditions (5.3) are three homogenious linear equa-
tions in ay, az, az. For this system to have a nontrivial solution corresponding
3 x 3 determinant has to be zero. We will construct numbers o, wi, wa, w3
such that this determinant is zero and Rwy are pairwise different. Moreover, in
our construction we would have wy = %, w3 = — % and arbitrary « (rational
or irrational) with |o — g| < ﬁ.

Let us begin with explicitly writing down the matrix corresponding to (5.3)

2rwiGo—2+2) 2w~ 2+2) Q2w o= 2+2)
62ﬂw1(50—§+l)(€27”w2 +e2%w3) l(327fwz(50—§-%—1)(€%wl _;,_e%’wz) 62ﬂw3(éo—ul+l)(e%w1 +e%’w2)

e2”w150+%”"”2+2%“’3 €2ﬂw250+27”u7|+27”u73 ean3§0+%w1+%fw2

First we note that whether this determinant is zero or not does not depend
on &y (in particular it is irrelevant if 0.99 < &y < 1 or not). Therefore, without
loss of generality we can assume that &y = é — 1. Expanding the determinant

L (wi+wz+w3)

(which we view as a function of w1) and dividing it by s we get

F(wl) — ean1(672nw2 _ 872nw3) _ eonwl(eanz _ eznm)

_e£2nw1(e—£27tw2 _ e—san3) + e—sanl(es2nw2 . 68277.'11)3) + C,

where ¢ = é — 1 and C is a constant such that F(wp) = F(w3) = 0.
Let us first put o = g. Then ¢ = % and €2V = (¢£27%1)0 Denoting

2rwy _ : _ 1 _ 1 - -
e®“"™! = z and recalling that wy = 5-, w3 = —5 the equation we rewrite
as

(e—e N0 4+270 — (/0 —e VO + 271
—?te el 13 2. (5.5)

This equation has solutions z; = e/ ~ 1.18,20 = ¢~ 1/ ~ 0.85. But
one can numerically verify that it also has negative solutions z3 ~ —1.12,
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z4 ~ —0.89. They correspond for example to w; = 0.108 + 3i and w; =
—0.111 + 3i respectively. For any « close to g we can find a close solution by
the argument principle.

So, we proved the following theorem.

Theorem 5.7 There exists a rational window g of degree 3 and irrational
number o < 1 such that (g; «, 1) is not a frame.

6 Sampling in shift-invariant spaces

The results on Gabor frames allow us to obtain new theorems on sampling in
shift-invaraint spaces, generated by rational windows. We follow mainly the
pattern of [10], which in turn relies on the Jannsen’s version of duality theory.

First, we remind the basic definitions. Given a function g which belongs to
the Wiener amalgam space Wy = W(El, ©), i.e., g is continuous and

= 0. 6.1
llgllwo ezxef?i)il]'g(x)R (6.1)

For functions g of the form (1.1) this is equivalent to the equality Z,I(VZI ay =
0.

Consider now the shift-invariant space V2(g) which consists of the functions
of the form

F =Y agt—k. f(a)el®@). 62)

keZ

Clearly, V2(g) ¢ L*(R) and

£z < liglw, ek}l (6.3)

We will assume the following stability of the generator g:

Proposition 6.1 (see e.g. [22], Theorem 29) The following properties are
equivalent

(1) There exists C > 0 such that

l ZCkg(t =K = Cl{ck}ll2; (6.4)
keZ
(ii)
Z 186 —k)> >0 foralle €R. (6.5)
keZ
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We say that a sequence A C R is separated if for some § > 0, |A — u| > 6,

)\'7 /"L E A’ )\' # l‘l"
A separated sequence A is called sampling for V2 (g) if there exist constants
A, B > 0 such that

AlFIE <D IFWP < BIfIG. f € V(9. (6.6)

AEA

In what follows we apply these definitions to the sequences ¢Z, @ < 1 and
spaces V2(g) generated by the rational function g.

The relation between sampling and frame properties is given by the follow-
ing statement.

Proposition 6.2 Let g € Wy satisfy the properties from Proposition 6.1. The
following are equivalent:

(1) The family &(g; a, 1) is a frame for L2(R);
(ii) There exist A, B > O such that for each x € [0, 1] and f of the form (6.2)

Alfedll; < Y 1f (e —am)? < Bll{er} 3. 6.7)

mez

We refer the reader to (now) classical article [12] for the proof of this propo-
sition and also to [ 10] for more general sequences. For the case of characteristic
functions this statement has been proved also in [2].

We combine Proposition 6.2 with Theorems 1.4 and 1.2.

Lemma 6.3 Let the function g have the form (1.1), Rwy #= Rwy, k # 1, and,
in addition g € Wo and mo(&) £ 0, & > 0. Then for each a ¢ Q, a € (0, 1)
there exist Ay, By > 0 such that

Aull{e}ll3 < D1 @h)* < Byll{ci}ll3 (6.8)

keZ

for each function f of the form f(t) =), cxg(t — k).

Proof 1t suffices to prove that g admits stable sampling, for example check the
inequality (6.5). We have

g(f) = Zwk<0 akeZnka’ ‘és: > 0’
_Zwk>0 age* 5k, £ <0.

each sum on the right hand-side has the leading term as || — oo (it corre-
sponds to the smallest |wg|). Thus, we have (6.5). |
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Theorem 6.4 Let the function g have the form (1.1), Rwy #= Nw;, k # 1,
and, in addition, g € Wy and mo(§) # 0, & > 0. Then, for each o« € (0, 1)
the set a7 is a sampling for V*(g) i.e. there exist Ay, By > 0 such that

All{ledll3 < D If @R < Bull{cidll3. feVi). (69
keZ

Proof The left-hand side inequality is a direct consequence of (6.8) and (6.3).
The proof of the right-hand side inequality follows the classical Plancherel-
Polya pattern. Each function f € V?(g) has the form

o0

N
Cn
f@&) =) ax S — (6.10)
/; Z t—(n+iwg)

n=—oo

and thus admits analytic continuation to C \ U,]CV:1 (Z + iwy). Denote

N
gx) =1-¢"% 0@ =[]qG—iw)
k=1

and consider an entire function of exponential type which in addition belongs
to L*(R)

F(z) = Q(2) f(2). (6.11)

Function F belongs to the Paley—Wiener space PV, for an appropriate a and,
hence, satisfies Plancherel-Polya inequality

Y IF @b SIFI3.

keZ
O

Remark 6.5 It follows from [19] that condition o ¢ Q cannot be omitted in
general. On the other hand the right inequality in (6.9) holds independently of
irrationality of .

Remark 6.6 Relation (6.8) can be viewed as a statement on sampling by linear
combination of values of functions in the Paley—Wiener space. Problems of
such type appear in the study of eigenfunction expansions of operator pencils,
see e.g. [18]. Indeed, given f of the form (6.10) we denote

Ho) =q@) Y —

n=—0oo

n
z—n
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We then have
H e PWpo,, I1HI2 = lIi{ck}le2,

and (6.9) can be read as

00 N

YD aglej —iw) T Haj — iwp)|* < | H|3

j=—o00 k=1
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