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Abstract

If 21,...,2, are finitely many points in R%, let F, = U™, @i + Qc, where Q. =
{z € R, |z;| < €/2,i=1,..,d} and let f denote the Fourier transform of f. Given
a positive Borel measure p on R?, we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for
the frame inequalities

A< [ VO du© < BIFIB. £ € (B,

to hold for some A, B > 0 and for some ¢ > 0 sufficiently small. If m = 1, we show
that the limits of the optimal lower and upper frame bounds as ¢ — 0 are equal,
respectively, to the lower and upper Beurling density of . When m > 1, we extend
this result by defining a matrix version of Beurling density. Given a (possibly dense)
subgroup G of R, we then consider the problem of characterizing those measures pu
for which the inequalities above hold whenever x1,...,x,, are finitely many points in
G (with e depending on those points, but not A or B). We point out an interesting
connection between this problem and the notion of well-distributed sequence when
G = aZ for some a > 0. Finally, we show the existence of a discrete set A such that
the measure = ), d) satisfy the property above for the whole group R.
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1 Introduction

If £ C R? is measurable with |E| < oo, where |E| denotes the Lebesgue measure of E, let
L*(F) be the space of (complex-valued) square-integrable functions on E. Given a discrete
subset A C RY consider the collection of exponentials £(A) = {e**** X € A}. This
collection forms a Fourier frame for L?(E) if there exist constants A, B > 0 such that

AllFIE <

A€A

2
< B|fl;, feLXE). (1.1)

/ f(z) e 2™ dy
E

If we allow the constant A to be zero as well, £(A) is then called a Bessel collection in L*(E).
Defining the Fourier transform of a function f € L'(RY) by the formula

fO =] fla)ye™™ " dz, ¢eR
R4

and the measure p = dy := >, dx, we can rewrite the frame inequalities (L)) as

ANIIE < /Rd [fVPdu(N) < BIfI3,  f € L*(E). (1.2)

If the inequalities (2] hold for a general positive Borel 1 on R?, we call the measure u an

exponential frame measure (abbr. F-measure) for L?(E). Similarly, we call u an ezponential
Bessel measure (abbr. B-measure) for L?(E) if A is allowed to be 0 in (I2).

The notion of frame was first introduced by Duffin and Schaeffer [DS]. This area of
research has been developing rapidly in recent years, both in theory and applications, and
has become one of the main tools in applied harmonic analysis, including Gabor analysis,
wavelet theory, sampling theory and signal processing. Readers may refer to [Chi] for gen-
eral background on the theory of frames. Fourier frames were first introduced in under
the name of non-harmonic Fourier series. They are theoretically attractive since in contrast
to orthonormal bases, Fourier frames are easy to construct on bounded sets and are robust
to small perturbation of the set of frequencies. They are also valuable in applications since
Fourier frames on L?(E) allow for the reconstruction of signals whose frequency band is
supported on E. We refer the reader to [Yo] for classical results concerning frames of expo-
nentials. The concept of F-measure as defined in (2] is a particular case of “generalized
frame” associated with a measure introduced in [GH|. In addition to making our results more
general, it allows us to simplify notations and provide further flexibility when considering

problems about Fourier frames [DHW], [GIL].

One of the main goal of this paper is to provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a
measure p (and a discrete set A) to be an F-measure (resp. a B-measure) for L?(FE) when
E is a union of finitely many sufficiently “small” balls. As in the case with many results
related to sampling [GRI, [Ja, [Lan], the notions of upper and lower Beurling density appear
naturally in the solution of our problems. We first recall that the upper and lower Beurling
density of a positive Borel measure 1 on R? are defined, respectively, as

D* () = limsup sup M,

h—oo gzeRd hd



and

oy e e M+ Qp)
D™ (u) = hfzgriggf xlél]gd a0
where

Qn={z=(21,...,20) €RY, |1;| <d/2, i=1,....d}

is the hypercube of side length h centered at the origin. If D~ (u) = D (1) < 0o, the common
value of both densities, denoted by D(u), is called the the Beurling density of u. Note that,
if z € R? and A, B are subsets of R?, we use the notation x + A for the set {z +a, a € A}
and A + B for the set {a+b, a € A, b € B}. If A is a countable set contained in R?, we
define D™ (A) = D~ (0p), D (A) = D*(05) and D(A) = D(ds), where oy = Y . 0n. A
positive Borel measure p is called translation-bounded if there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

wxz+[0,1]9) <C, VreR%

It is known that  is translation-bounded if and only if D (1) < oo ([Gal, see also Proposition
in Section 2).

Suppose that B(a,¢€) is a ball of radius € centered at a. It was shown in [Lai, Proposition
2.5], using a perturbation argument, that if D~(A) > 0, then for sufficiently small ¢ > 0,
E(A) is a Fourier frame for L?(B(a,¢)) for any a € RY. The converse clearly holds by the
density result of Landau ([Lan]) (i.e. if £(A) is a frame for L?(E), then D~(A) > |E]). A
similar result was also obtained by Beurling ([Beu]) who showed that if A C R? is a uniformly
discrete set satisfying the covering property

B, 1/r)+ X)) =R,

A€A

then, A is a Fourier frame for L?(eB(0,r)) if € < 1/4. (See also [OUT].) This is now known
as the Beurling covering theorem and has found application in MRI reconstruction ([BW]).
Our first theorem complements these results by providing a precise relation between the
Beurling densities and the frame bounds in the case where E is a small neighborhood of a
single point in R? (which we take to be a cube for convenience).

Theorem 1. Let i be positive, locally finite Borel measure on R?. Then the following are
equivalent.

(a) There exists constants A, B > 0 and € > 0 such that
AR < [ IFQPAu© < BIFB £ € Q).

(b) We have 0 < D~ (u) < DT (u) < oo.

Moreover, if (a) holds, we have A < D~ (u) < DV () < B and if (b) holds we can find, for
any p > 0 a corresponding € > 0 such that the inequalities in (a) hold with A = D~ () — p
and B =D*(u) + p.



Remark 2. Note that the theorem also has a “Bessel” version, in which A = 0 and only
DT () plays a role, (See Theorem [13).

This theorem leads to the following corollary, showing that Beurling densities as limit of
optimal frame bounds of small ball.

Corollary 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem [, suppose that DT () < oo. Define A,
and B, to be the optimal bounds for the inequalities

ASIE < /Rd [FOVP du() < Be|If113, f € L* (Blae)), (1.3)

Then, lim._,o0 Ac = D~ () and lim._,o B. = Dt (p).

(Theorem [ will not be proved here as they are particular cases of Theorem and
Corollary [I6, respectively, which will be proved in section 2.)

If = U, (a; + Q.) is a finite union of disjoint cubes with side length € > 0, Theorem
[ is no longer true since the lower-frame bound inequality might fail under the conditions
0 <D™ (n) < DF (1) < oo even if € is small. For example, p =" _, 0, is not an F-measure
for the set 2 = [—€,¢] U [1 —¢,1+¢€|. To see this, we consider f = X[_cq — X[1—¢,1+¢- Then,
for all n € Z, we have

f(n) _ / e 2ming 1., 2min / e 2minT 10— ().

€ —€

This means that the collection {e=2™"*}, 7 is not even complete in L?(Q2). By introducing
notions of lower and upper density for Borel measures on R? taking values in the cone of
positive-definite matrices, we characterize B-measures and F-measures for L?(€2) in the case
where ) = Ufil(ai + @.) and € is small enough. This provides thus analogues of Theorem
[[ and Corollary 3 for this more general situation.

After establishing these results, we will consider a related problem which involves a
uniformity condition on the frame bounds with respect to a subgroup G of R.

Definition 4. Let p positive Borel measure on R and let G be a subgroup of R. If A, B > 0,
we say that p is a uniform F-measure for G with limiting lower bound larger than or equal
to A and limiting upper frame bound less than or equal to B, if given any z,...,z) € G
and any ¢ > 0, there exists € > 0 such that

(A=0)IIfl5 < /Rd FOVPduN) < (B+0) I fl5. f € L7 (%), (1.4)

for Q = U;V:l(xj + Q). We denote the collection of such measures by F(G, A, B). The
notion of uniform B-measure for G with limiting upper frame bound less than or equal to
B is defined in a similar way and the collection of such measures is denoted by B(G, B).
Finally, the measures in the collection F(G, A, A) are called uniform tight F-measures with
limiting tight frame bound A for G.



The construction of Borel measures p in F (G, A, B) can be viewed as a continuous version
of a compressed sensing problem (See [FR] for details about compressed sensing). A vector
v is a finite-dimensional space is s-sparse (where s > 1 is an integer) if it has at most s
non-zero components. In general, the indices corresponding to the non-zero components of v
are unknown. In its discrete and finite-dimensional setting, the compressed sensing problem
consist in trying to recover an s-sparse vector v in C? by computing the inner products (v, uy)
with some fixed vectors u;, 1 € I. As can be expected, the smaller s is, the fewer vectors u;
are needed for the recovery of the data. If we think of a function f in L?(E) as a vector with
non-zero components concentrated on the set E and if 1 = 0, for some discrete set A, the
fact that u € F(G, A, B) allows for the recovery of any such function from the knowledge
of the inner products (f,ex)z2(m) where e)(z) = e *™** xp(z). This will be possible if f
is sparse enough in the sense that it should be supported in a small enough neighborhood
of a finite subset of the group G. The fact that the constants A, B are independent of the
points chosen in the group G implies that the robustness of the reconstruction formula is
also independent of the exact location of this neighborhood.

One trivial element inside F(G,1,1) for any subgroup G is the Lebesgue measure on R.
We are particularly interested in the existence of discrete measures inside these collections.
We first consider the problem with GG being a finitely-generated subgroup of R and completely
solve this problem with the help of Theorem [l It turns out that, interestingly, in the
case of measures of the form p = d5, A C R, the answer to these questions is related to
the probabilistic notion of “equidistributed sequence” or, more specifically, that of“well-
distributed sequence” (Theorem 2I]). We will show, in particular, that if G = aZ, 05 €
F(G, A, A) if and only if D(A) = A and A is a well-distributed sequence (mod a~') (Corollary
25). Our results can also be interpreted as characterizations of certain inequalities satisfied
by almost-periodic functions with spectrum in the group G (Theorem [27]).

Finally, we consider the problem for the whole group R. Using a recent result of S. Nitzan,
A. Olevskii and A. Ulanovskii ([NOU|) about the existence of Fourier frames on any un-
bounded set of finite measure, which is based on the solution of the Kadison-Singer problem,
we deduce the ezistence of a discrete A such that oy € F(R, A, B) for some A, B (A < B).
It would be reasonable to think that the measure associated with a simple quasicrystal in
the sense of Meyer ([Mel]) may belong to some space F(R, A, B) in view of the results on
universal sampling obtained in [MM], but we will show that this is never the case. Since
the solution to the celebrated Kadison-Singer conjecture in [MSS| is a probabilistic result,
it would be interesting, in line with the current research, to find some deterministic discrete
sets with associated measure belonging to some space F(R, A, B).

We organize our paper as follows: in Section 2, we provide the basic preliminary results
on Beurling density and introduce the Beurling densities of Borel measures on R? taking
values in the cone of positive-definite matrices. We will prove the matrix version of Theorem
@ and Corollary Bl in Section 3. In Section 4, we characterize the measures in F(G, A, B)
and B(G, B). We study the case G = R in the last section.

Local square integrability of the Fourier transform.

Before we develop our theory in the next section, we mention an additional consequence
of Theorem [II Note that by the implication (b) = (a) in Theorem [ if p is translation-



bounded (i.e. Dt (u) < 00), then the “analysis” operator
T:L*(B(a,e)) = L*(p) : f > f

is bounded for all a € R? and € > 0 small enough, where B(a, €) is the Euclidean ball of radius
¢ centered at a. and thus so is its adjoint, the “synthesis” operator T* : L*(u) — L*(B(a,¢)).
It is easy to see that if y is translation bounded, and F' € L?*(u), then Fdu defines a tempered
distribution on R?. In that case, taking g € C5°(B(a, €)), we have

(T*F, g)s = (F.Tg) 120 = / FO) G0 du(X) = (F71(F dps), 5),

Rd

where the bracket (-, -) represents the duality between tempered distributions in &’(R?) and
the test functions in the Schwartz space S'(R?) and where F~! denote the (distributional)
inverse Fourier transform. It follows that, if the positive Borel measure p is translation
bounded and F € L?*(u), then the synthesis operator T* is defined by

T* : L*(n) — L*(B(a,¢€)) : F v F(Fdu (1.5)

”B(a,e) ’
In particular, this implies that the distribution defined by F~'(Fdu) is locally square-
integrable on RY. This property was actually proved in 1990 by R. Strichartz ([Str, Lemma
4.2]) using a different method. We now show that the converse of this statement is also true:
if 11 is a positive tempered measure on R? and F~(F dpu) is locally square-integrable on R?
for every F' € L*(u), the p must be translation-bounded. Indeed it is easily checked that
the mapping defined in (LX) is closed and it is thus bounded by the closed graph theorem.
Since the boundedness of T™ is equivalent to the boundedness of 7', it follows that u is
translation bounded using the implication (a) = (b) in Theorem [II We note also, that
since the property of being square-integrable on every ball B(a, €), with center a € R? and
fixed radius € > 0, is clearly equivalent to being square-integrable on every ball B(a,r),
where 7 > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that if u is a B-measure for L?(B(a,€)) for some a € R?
and some € > 0, then g is a B-measure for L*(B(z,r)), for any z € R? and any r > 0 (but
with the Bessel constant dependent on r). We summarize these conclusions in the following
theorem.

Theorem 5. Let  be a positive tempered measure on R?. Then F~Y(F du) is locally square-
integrable on R for every F' € L*(p) if and only if i must be translation-bounded.

More generally, if E = Q where € is an open subset of R? with [Q2] < oo, the Bessel
inequality

| 1f@Faue < BIfE. £ e @,
is equivalent to the property

F Y Fdu)lo € LX), F e L*(u).

If 2 is bounded, this property will hold if and only if p is translation bounded by Theorem
Bl On the other hand, if € is unbounded but with finite Lebesgue measure, the Bessel



inequality might fail for translation bounded measures. For example, if 1 = dz = )", ., 0n,
and, if F' € L*(u), we have

Fdu= Z cn 0, Wwith Z len|? < o0

nez nez

It follows that the set {F Y(Fdu), F € L*(u)} is exactly the collection of locally square-
integrable 1-periodic function on the real line. If we take

Q=Uj>1 (5,5 +1/57)
and define H(z) to be the 1-periodic function with
H(z)=2"% 0<z<1,

it is easily checked that H is locally square-integrable if and only if & < 1/2. In that case,
we have thus H = F~'(Fdu) for some F' € L?(u). However, the restriction of H to € is
square-integrable if and only if

o0

- /W ) 1 1
Y dx = — < 0
; 0 1 — 20& ; j2_4a

i.e. @ < 1/4. Hence, if we take a with 1/4 < a < 1/2, F~1(Fdu)|q ¢ L*(Q2) and the Bessel
property fails.

2 Densities of positive matrix-valued measures

We start by mentioning some properties equivalent to “translation-boundedness”.

Proposition 6 ([Ga]). Let p be a positive Borel measure on RY. Then, the following are
equivalent:

(a) p is translation bounded.
(b) D*(p) < .

(¢c) There exists f € L'(R?) with f >0, [ fdz =1 and a constant C > 0 such that uxf < C
a.e. on RY,

As the last condition in the previous proposition shows, the notion of upper Beurling den-
sity is related to certain convolution inequalities satisfied by the measure . More generally,
we have the following result, which will be useful later on.

Theorem 7 ([Ga]). Let i be a positive Borel measure on R? and let h € L*(R?) with h > 0.
Let A, B > 0 be constants. Then

(a) If uxh < B a.e. on R, then D (u) [ hdx < B.



18 translation-bounded an < uxh ae onRY then A <D™ (u T
b) If p i lation-bounded and A h R?, then A <D hd

If we assume now that y is an F-measure for L?(E), then applying the frame inequalities

([C2) to the function g(z) = e* f(x), where £ € R? and f € L*(E), we obtain that

Alfll5 < /Rd If(€=N)Pdu(\) < B fl3,  feL*E).
which can also be written as
ANFIE< (o 1F1R) (©) < BISIZ €€, fe LA(E).

Since [n, |f[>d\ = ||f||3 by Plancherel’s theorem, we can apply Theorem [ to the function
h :=|f]? to obtain that

0<A<D (u) <D"(n) < B < 0.

Of course, the same argument show that, if 4 is a B-measure for L?(E) with Bessel constant
B, then
D*(u) < B < .

This gives a proof for one of the implications in Theorem [l
We now define appropriate notions of densities for positive matrix-valued measures gen-
eralizing the known notions of Beurling densities defined in the introduction.

Definition 8. We will denote by MPy(R?) the set of N x N matrices ji = (p; ;) whose
entries (; ;, 1 < 1,5 < N, are complex, locally finite Borel measures on R? and are positive-
definite in the sense that, for any v = (vy,...,vy) € CVN, we have

N
fiv = 3 b ity 20, (21)

ij=1
i.e. the left-hand side of the previous inequality defines a positive measure on RY.

The lower and upper Beurling densities of an element i of MP y(R?) can then be defined
respectively as
Dy(p) :=inf {D"(jiy) : v € CcN, |vll. = 1}

and
DY (f1) := sup {D+(ﬁv) veCV, |v|: = 1} .

If E is a bounded Borel subset of R? and ji € MPy(R?), the N x N matrix ji(E) with
(complex) entries i, j(E) is positive-definite by definition. Its eigenvalues are thus real and
non-negative and we can define A\yax (i1, E) and A\yin(ft, E), to be the largest and smallest
eigenvalue of fi(F), respectively. The following lemma provides an alternative definition of
the lower and upper Beurling densities for elements of MP y(R?).



Lemma 9. Let i € MPy(RY). Then, we have

. . )\max ,[L, T+ Qh
D) = h:}rln sup su@ ( Y )
—00 Te

and, if Dy (1) < oo, we have also

N NRT . . )\min(,agv:f ‘l‘ Qh)
Dy(f) = 11}1{r_1>10r01f mleand T :

Proof. Using standard properties of positive-definite matrices, we have, for any bounded
Borel subset E of R? and any v € CV, that

N
Amin (> B) [IVI3 <D 113, (E) vl < Amasc(jis B) [ V3,
ij=1

In particular, if ||v||s = 1, we have

V‘f . Amax V?
D*(jiy) = limsup sup L_I;Qh) < limsup sup (7 §+ @)
h—oco xeR4 h h—oo  zeRd h

and

s e (- Q) e e Amin(f, T+ Qp)
— 7>

D (fiy) = h}{n inf xlélRfd o > h}ILn inf xlégd i

which show that

D3 (1) < tmsup s Amax(u;;: =) ana Dy () > liminf inf Amin(u,h a:d+ Qn)
S SIS *

To prove the reverse inequality

I; )\max(,av T+ Qh)
1msup sup

msup sup “EEEIEE < DY (), (22)
—00 xE

we can assume that Dy (j1) < co. Consider sequences {h,} and {z,}, with h, >0, z,, € R?
and h, — oo as n — 00, such that

. )\max(,au Ty + th) T )\max(/lv T+ Qh)
lim = limsup sup .
N0 hd h—oo  zeRd hd

Let v,, € CV be an eigenvector of norm 1 associated with the largest eigenvalue of the matrix
fi(x, + Qp,). We have then

Amax(ﬂu Ty + th) = IELvn (x” + th)

Letting e;, i = 1,..., N, denote the vectors in the standard basis of CV, it follows that

fle, = i, @ =1,..., N, and, in particular, D" (yu;) < oo since we assume that Dy (ji) < oo.
We can thus find constants K, hy > 0 such that
pii(x + Qn)

3 <K, 1<i<N, zeR¢ h>h,,.
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Using another well-known property of positive-definite matrices, we have also that

) ) 1/2 B 1/2
‘MZJ(LU+Qh>|<(,um(x+Qh)) (M) <K, 1<i,j<N, zcR

hd - hd h4

for h > hg. The entries of the matrices G, := ji(x,, + Qp,)/he are thus uniformly bounded,
and we can assume, by compactness, after passing to a subsequence if necessary that

G,— G and v, —>vVv, n— oo,
where G is a positive-definite N x N matrix and v a unit vector in CV. We have then,

,Dz—i\_f(,a) > nh_{rolo fiy (T + th)/hi = nh_{rolo (Gpv,v) = lim (G, Vn, Vn)

n— o0

= nh_fgo firv, (T + th)/hi = nh_fgo Amax (1, Tn + th)/hi

)\max I )
= lim sup sup (7 :5 i Qh),
h—oo zeR4 h

which proves the inequality (22). It remains to prove the inequality

liminf inf Awin (1, & + Q)
h—oco zeRd hd

> Dy (i) (2.3)

under the additional assumption that D (1) < co. Consider sequences {k,} and {y,}, with
kn, >0, y, € R? and k, — oo as n — oo, such that

lim >\min(,u7 Yn + an) — liminf inf )\min(ﬂv T+ Qh)
n— 00 ]{;g h—oo geR4 h,d

Let u, € CV be an eigenvector of norm 1 associated with the smallest eigenvalue of the
matrix ji(y, + Q, ). Since DY (fi) < oo, the entries of the matrix H,, := ji(y, + Qx,)/kd are
uniformly bounded and, similarly, as above we can assume that

H,—-H and u, »>u, n— oo,
where H is a positive-definite N x N matrix and u a unit vector in CV. We have then,

Dy(fr) < lim fiy(yn +an)/kfi = lim (H,u,u) = lim (H,u,,u,)
n— o0 n—o0

n—o0
= lim fiu, (yn + Qr,)/ky = lim Awin(ji, yn + Qi) /i

= liminf inf Awin (/1 7 + Cn)
h—oo zeRd hd

Y

proving our claim. O
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3 Fourier Frames on the union of small cubes

In this section, we will be exclusively interested in elements ji of MPy(R?) constructed
starting from a positive, locally finite Borel measure y on R? and N points x4, ..., zy € R%
We define fi = (1;7) by the formula

d/iz‘j(g) — o 2mi(wi—w;)€ dlu(£>’ 1<i,j<N. (3.1>

If F is a bounded subset of R, the associated matrix (p;;(E)) has thus entries

115, (E) = / e~2miEe)€ que) =1, N.
E

Furthermore, if v a vector in CV, we have
N N ,
dfty = Z d,ui,j VU = ‘Z Uj 6_2ﬂlmj'5‘ d/i(g)a (3-2)
ij=1 j=1
showing that [ is a positive matrix-valued measure.

Example 10. If N = 2, we can use Lemma [0 to obtain an explicit formula for the densities
D, (1) and Dy (j1), defined at the end of the previous section, which are associated with
a measure p and two distinct points 1,7, € R? using (3.I). For any bounded Borel set
E C R?, we have

S Ldp(8) [ e dp(E)

Jip e7EmEmIdp(€) Jp Ldp(§)

and the eigenvalues of [i(E') are given by

o B) = [ 1)+ | [ e-wxl-“’fdu(s)'

E

and

(i B) = [ 1aute) | [ e-wxl-“’fdu(s)'.

E
The densities are then computed as

D; (i) = liminf inf — { / Ldp(€) —
t+Qr

R—oo  teR4

/ e—27ri(x1—x2)-§ du(ﬁ) ‘} )
+Qr

t+Qr

We need to prove a few technical lemmas before getting to the main result of this section,

and

y : 1
Dy (ji) = limsup sup T {/ . 1du(§) +
t+Qnr

R—oo  teR4
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Lemma 11. Let ¢ € S(R?). Then, there exists C' > 0 such that

53 sup [P(E—ks—y)|[<C, EER 0<5< L
pezd 1€
Proof. Let us define

9(7) = 7 €R.

)
and suppose that 0 <0 < 1. If £ € [-6/2,0/2] and k € Z \ {0},

inf |6 — 6k —~| = min{|€ — k& — 8/2], € — k6 +6/2|} > 5 (|k| — 1).

lvl<d/2
Hence,
D (R Y P I ——
kez 1<9/2 vemgoy 110 (151 = 1)

1
_35+2Z 52n2_3+2/0 adr=c<oo

Since the left-hand side of the previous expression is d-periodic, if follows that the inequality
holds for all £ € R. If ¢ € S(R?), we have the estimate

d
< L 9), 7= 1) €R

i=1

Therefore, for any ¢ € R?, we obtain

0N " sup |v(& — ok — 7|<201H5 sup  g(& — 0k; — )

kezd 7€Qs kezd i=1 Ivil<6/2

d
:Clnéz sup g(@—ékl—%)SC’lcd:C<oo

i=1 k€7 [vil<6/2
]

Lemma 12. Let i be a locally finite, positive Borel measure on RY and let § > 0. Suppose
that Fy, ..., Fx € R are compactly supported. Then, for any € > 0, we have the inequalities

N
G(d,e) — I(d,¢€) < (/ 4 Z E(EA) o= 2mizi-A
R i=1

if 1(9,€) < oo, where

G(6,¢€) = < / e’
ke%i 6k/5+Q6/5

) 1/2
d,u(A)) < G(0,€) + I(6,¢)

N
Z Fi(ék)e—%rixi-)\

i=1

) 1/2
du(k))
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and
N ) 1/2
1(0,€) = <Z / 7 (F(en) = F(ok) ) e2in du(A)) .
kezd Ok/e+Qs/e i—=1
Proof. If k € Z%, define
N N
Sk(’y) — Ed/2 Zﬂ(ék)e—%rixi-)\ and Rk(f}/) — 6d/2 Z <Fz(€)\) B Z((S/{J)) e—27rimi-)\
=1 i=1

Applying Minkowski’s inequality twice, we have

’ " 1/2
(/ e’ dMO\)) = (Z // o |Sk(fy) +Rk(’7)‘2 du(A))
3 kezd VY Ok/etQs /e
1/2 o 2
|z (/M/ewé/e 15 dﬂ@\)) + ( /6 o, | R (7)] du(M)

kezd
1/2
/ |Rk<w>\2duu>>
Ok/e+Qs e

1/2
< (Z /MQM ISk(v)Pdu(A)) + (Z

kezd
= G(0,€) + I1(6,¢).

N
Z E(E)\) e—27rimi-)\
=1

Similarly, reversing the role of 0k and X in the above computation, we obtain the inequal-
ity
9 1/2

dp(N\) + I(,¢).

N
Z E(E)\) 6—27Ti$i'>\
=1

G(d,¢) < / e’
Rd

This completes the proof of this lemma. O

Lemma 13. Suppose that i is a locally finite, positive Borel measure on R? and consider N
functions Fy, ..., Fy € L*(Q1). If0<d <1 andvy € RY, let v, = (Fi(y), -, Fx(y)) € CV.
Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

iy (€ + Qs/e)
1(9,¢€ 2§C§/ sup Ld , €>0,
HOOF=C0 Jon ™ e @
where
N ) 1/2
1(8,¢) = (Z [y (B - ) e dp(A)) |
kezd Ok/e+Qs /e i—=1

Proof. Let 3 € Cg°(R%) with 8 = 1 on a neighborhood of @y and let ¢ = 3. Then ¢ € S(R%)
and F3 = F for any F' € L*(Q,) which implies that F x ¢ = F. Using this last identity
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together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

N 2

3 (Fi(en) - Afoky) e

i=1

[ wier—n) = (k=) (

S(/RJW 1) — (0 — )]

([ 1wter =)~ viok =) dv)

<2ul | leh =) ~ vk =)

z —27r2x1 ) d’y

2

dry.

N
Z Fz (fy) e—QWiIi')\
=1

Given € > 0, we consider the element /i of MPy(R?) associated via formula B.I)) to the
measure ¢ defined by

[s@ e = [ o an©), oeCm).

In particular, we have, for any v € CV that

N
FE+ Qo) =€ Y wTgpug(6/e+ Qo) = ' V(§</§/+>Q6/ 2
i,7=1

which yields the inequalities
/:Lv(g "+ Q5/ 6)

EeRY ¢6>0,

. 3 iy (& 4 Qs/e)

5 inf P& T Q) e g < gt gup P T Qo) 3.3

o, G SAEF Q) <0 sup T (33)

Hence, using Fubini’s theorem and letting Cy = 2 ||¢||1:, we have

(5,2 < Co / [ et wter =) - wiek - ) 2z iy dp()
kezd 6k/e+Qs/c JRE

/ B =) — 0k — )| F) B () dp, () dy
5k+Q5

kezd 1,7=1

-G [ % /Q B =) — 06k — )] diis, () .

Using the mean-value theorem, we have the estimate

WA =) — ¥ (0k — 7|<5\/32 sup

— /s +Qs

82(5—7)‘ A € 0k + Qs.
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Hence, by (83),

N
9

(5’—7)' dy

R4 ¢eRrd

1106,6)?< | CodVd (su Hvy “Q‘”f ) >N sup o

i=1 kezd 5€5k+Q6

Applying Lemma [T1] to each functlon e inS (RY), we can thus find a constant C' > 0 such

that
11(5,€)]* < 05/ sup Md% e >0,

Rd (eRd (5/€)d

as claimed. 0

We now state the main result of this section.
Theorem 14. Let xy,--- ,xy € R? be distinct and let pu be a locally finite, positive Borel
measure on RY. Define the associate positive matriz-valued measure fi using formula [31).

Then the following are equivalent.

(a) There exist constants A, B > 0 and € > 0 such that the sets x; + Q., j =1,..., N, are
disjoint and such that the frame inequalities

AlfIIE < /Rd [FOVFdu(N) < BIIfI5, f e L* (), (3.4)

are satisfied for ) = U;V:l(xj +Q.).
(b) We have 0 < Dy (1) < D (1) < oc.
Moreover, if (a) holds, we have the inequalities A < Dy (1) < D (i) < B. Conversely, if
(b) holds, then, for any p > 0 such that Dy (1) —p > 0, there exists € > 0 such that (a) holds
with A = Dy (1) — p and B = Dy (1) + p.
Proof. 1f £ € R?, define the modulation operator M acting on L?(R?), by
Mef(z) = €2 f(z), f € LA(RY)

If (a) holds, let v = (v1,...,vy) € CN with ||v][s = 1, let £ € R? and, if f € L?(Q.), consider
the function

N
hi= 0y * (Mcf) € L*(€).

i=1

[ ntayas - (i w) ( /| ki) - [ 1) d

Then,
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On the other hand, we have also

N
7 2 _ v, Fé — —2miz;-A
L ooranoy =[5 fie-xye

= [ 1€ = WP di () = (v 1) )

2 N

) = 32 [ €= WP dusyO)

ij=1

Using the frame inequalities ([B.4]), we have thus

A U@k < fE< B [ 15@Pas

As iy is a positive measure, Theorem [ shows that 0 < A < D~ (fiy) < D*(fiy) < B < o0
for any vector v of norm 1. Taking infimum and supremum, respectively, over the unit ball
of C¥, we obtain (b).

We now prove that (b) implies (a). Let Q = N, (z; + Q.) with ¢ > 0 chosen small
enough so the sets in the previous union are pairwise disjoint. A function f € L?*() can
then be uniquely written as

N
F=Y 0 xfi fieL*Qo.
i=1

For each of the functions f; above, let F; € L*(Q,) be defined by fi(z) = e 42 Fj(z/e).
Clearly |[Fil[z = [| fill2 and

N
/ f(a \2dx—z /R RO with f(€) = S R (35)
i=1

Hence, proving ([B.4)) is equivalent to showing that for any Fi, ..., Fiy € L*(Q;) and for ¢ > 0
sufficiently small, we have the inequalities
2

N
AZ/ NP [ e ST ey e dula <BZ/ VIEA. (3.6)
R? i=1

Given any number p > 0 with Dy (i) — p > 0, we choose p’ with 0 < p < 1 and small
enough so that

(/D) + o +/0)* < i) +p) and (\/Dy(i) — o —/0)* > Dy(i) —

With this particular chosen p’ > 0, we can find a number § with 0 < 0 < 1 and small enough
so that

405 (DY) + Dy(p) +1) < 4,
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where C' is the constant obtained in Lemma [I3] With that value of ¢ fixed, we use the
assumption (b) and the definition of D3 (ji) to obtain the existence of a number € > 0 small

enough so that
ﬂV(C + C95/6)

sup

R PRI (DR () + 2 VI

and

g SCE I 5 D360 - )P

for any [|[v] = 1. If v € R% let us denote by v., the vector (Fi(7),---, Fn(y)) € CV,
Applying Lemma [I3 to the functions F, ..., Fy € L*(Q;) defined above and letting

) 1/2
du@)) :

N

I(d,¢) = / el
(kezzd 6k/5+Q6/5 Z

i=1

(13’2-(0\) — Fi((s/g)> o2\

we obtain that

|I(6,e)|2§05/Rd 555%

N
< [ 3 B@R G =11
i=1

On the other hand, letting

GeoP=Y [
Ok/e+Qs e

kezd

<05 @} +7) [ v Iy

2

N
Z E<5k>€—2wimi-)\ dﬂ()\)

i=1

we have

Z Z 5k )€ i j(0k /e + Qs/c) = Z €/ fiv;, (6/€ 4+ Qo)

kezd 4.j=1 kezd
<61 Y sup % <6 3" (D) + o) vl
kezd SER (9/¢) kezd
N A~
W +0) Y D ot IE Gk

=1 kezd

Since each function Fj is supported in ¢); and 6 < 1, the Shannon sampling theorem shows
that

S B = |B3 i=1,...N.

kezd

Hence, we obtain the inequality

G(3,6)]* < (DX () + 7)) IIF13-
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A similar computation shows also that

G0, = (D (1) — ) £

Using the estimates for (4, €) and G(d, €) just obtained, we deduce from Lemma [I2] that

N
/ Ed Z E(E)\) 6—27rz':ci~)\
R i=1
(,/zﬁ " +W) 1B < (DE) + ) I 12

du()\) (G(8,€) + 1(5,¢))°

and

2

du(A) = (G(6,€) = 1(8,€))"

6—27I'7:£Bi')\

L2
> (VDIV(/J) —r - \/f7)2 I£115 = (D () = p) 1 £l3-

This completes the proof.

0

Of course, ignoring the lower-bound estimates in the proof just given, we can also prove
the Bessel version of the previous theorem.

Theorem 15. Let xy,--- , x5 € R? be distinct and let i be a locally finite, positive Borel
measure on RY. Define the associate positive matriz-valued measure i using formula [31).
Then the following are equivalent.

(a) There exist constants A > 0 and € > 0 such that the sets v; + Q., j = 1,..., N, are
disjoint and such that the Bessel inequality

» [FV)PFdu(N) < BIfIl5, f € L2 () (3.7)

holds for 2 = U;.V:l(:cj + Qo).
(b) We have DF;(j1) < oo.

Moreover, if (a) holds, we have the inequality DY (1) < B. Conversely, if (b) holds, then,
for any p > 0, there exists € > 0 such that (a) holds with B = Dy (j1) + p.

The following gives an interpretation of the lower and upper density of the positive matrix-
valued measure /i defined (B.I]) as limiting lower and upper frame bounds, respectively.
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Corollary 16. Under the assumptions of Theorem[T]), suppose that Dy;(ji) < co. Define A,
and B, to be the optimal bounds for the inequalities

Acllf1 < /Rd [FVPdu(N) < B fII5, | € L2 (), (3.8)

where @ = I, (z; + Q). Then lime_o Ac = Dy (j2) and lim._,o B. = D (j1).
Proof. If Dy (1) > 0, the inequalities obtained in Theorem [I4] show, for any p > 0, that
Dy(i) —p < A, < Dy(7) and DY) < B. < D)+,

if € > 0 is small enough, proving our statement in that case. If Dy (1) = 0 and p > 0, we
have A, = 0 and the inequalities D3 (1) < B, < DX(f1) + p if € > 0 is small enough, from
which our claim follows immediately. O

Remark 17. We note that using (3.3), given a positive Borel measure i on R?, the quantity
Dy (f1), where ji is defined in ([E1) can also be defined as the smallest constant B > 0 such
hat

m

g) <B Z ‘ai|27
i=1

for any ay, ..., a, € C. Similarly, if D} (i) < oo, the quantity Dy (i1) can also be defined as
the largest constcmt A >0 such hat

m
lim sup sup — ‘ E a; €Tt
h—oo  teRd h +Qn =1

lim inf 1nf — a; 2™t > A a;l?,
mink i [ Z 243 ol
for any ay,...,a, € C. We will use these alternate definitions in the next section.

4 Uniform limiting frame bounds for subgroups of R.

This section will be devoted to the characterization of uniform F-measures and B-measures
over subgroups of R. These are the elements of the sets (G, A, B) and B(G, B), respectively,
defined in Definition [ of the introduction. Recall that our goal will be to characterize the
measures having the property of being a common F-measure (resp. B-measure) for L?(Q),
where €2 is any set of the form ) = U;.V:l(xj + @Q.), for € > 0 small enough and dependent
on the points z;, where the points x; belong to a given subgroup G of R, but with the
limiting frame bounds (resp. Bessel bounds), as defined in the end of the last section, being
independent of the points x;, ¢ =1,..., N.

In the problems stated, it is clear that a measure will satisfy one of the properties men-
tioned with respect to a given group G if and only if it will do so for any one of its finitely
generated subgroup, as we need only to check those properties on each finite subset of G.
Therefore, our main focus will be to deal with finitely generated subgroup of R, i.e. those of

the form
= {Z m; a;, m; € Z} .

i=1
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where ay,...,as can be assumed to be linearly independent over Q.

The notion of weak-* convergence of measures defined below and the property of weak-x
compactness will play an important role in the proofs of our main results. Let C.(R?®) denote
the space of complex-valued continuous functions with compact support defined on R®.

Definition 18. Let 0;, i > 1, and o be locally finite, positive Borel measures on R*. We say
that o; converges to o in the weak-+ topology as i — oo if for any ¢ € C.(R®), we have

tw [ e©dn©) = [ p(e)dole)
7 [e.9] Rs s

We have the following criterion for weak-* compactness: if {o;};>1 is a sequence of locally
finite, positive Borel measures on R* which is locally uniformly bounded, i.e. for any compact
K C R®, there exists a constant C'(K) such that

sup 0;(K) < C(K),

i>1

then the sequence {o;};>1 admits a subsequence which is convergent in the weak-* topology.
We need some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 19. Let {7;};>1 be a sequence of positive Borel measures on R® such that 7, — 7 in
the weak-x topology. If T is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure with
Radon-Nikodym derivative G € L>*(R?), then we have

i [ H(E)dr(€) = /F H(E) dr(€)

Jj—0o0 F

for any continuous function H > 0 on R®* where FF=1; X --- x Iy and [y CR, j=1,...,s5,
are bounded intervals.

Proof. Let B = ||G||s. Given € > 0, choose real-valued functions ¢1, ¢ € C.(R®) such that
P1(§) < H(E) xr(§) < d2(§), for § € R, and with

REGRGEEE

Then,
limsup | 62(6) = H(E) xr(©) dry() < Hm | 62(6) = 01(6) dry(€)
B / G(E) (92(8) = n(9)) dE = B /R (62(6) = 41(€)) d€ < Be
and thus

imint [ H(©dr(©) > [ 6O e)ds—Bex [ GO HE welo)ds - B

Jj—00 s
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Similarly,

limsup | ~H(&) xp(§) — ¢1(§) d7(€) < lim 5 $2(§) — 91(8) d7;(§) < Be

J—00 Rs

which shows that

imswp [ H(Edr(©) < [ GOa©d+Be< [ Glo HExie)d + Be

Jj—00 s

We have thus

/ H(&)G(€)dé — Be < liminf / H(&)dr(€) < limsup / H(&)dr;(€
J—ro0 j—00
/ H(&) G(&) dE+ Be,
and the result follows since € > 0 is arbitrary and d7 = G(§) d§. O

If p is a signed or complex measure on R, we will denote by |p| its total variation.

Lemma 20. Let ay,...,as be s positive real numbers and let p be a positive translation-
bounded Borel measure on R. Consider the positive Borel measure v, on R® defined by

| et gdanen &)= [0 Ndu). g G (D

and define
1
O¢,R ‘— 50 * E Z cee Z 5(—191/@1 _____ —k1/as) * V‘u (42)

0<k1<a1R—1 0<ks<asR—1

where ¢ € R* and R > 0. Let L denote the lattice [[,_, a,,' Z. Then, the following properties
hold.

(a) For any compact K C R®, the set {0, r(K), ¢ € R®, R> 1} is bounded.

b) Let 0; := o.. . where R; — 0o and c¢; € R*. If the sequence {o;};>1 converges to the
J YRR J ) 15312
measure o in the weak-x topology, then o is L-periodic.

Proof. If r > 0 and ¢ = (¢4, ..., ¢s), we have

el = [ Xr () doer(©)
:iR Z Z /é X[-r,r]® §+C+( k‘l/al,—k’g/ag,... —kl/as))dlju( )

0<k1<a1R—1 0<ks<asR—1

ILR Z Y /HXM])\ o/ + o) dpt(N)

0<k1 0<ks<asR—1
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Note that if for some integer k; and some m > 2 and some integer k, we have
([=rr]+ ki/ar — co) O ([=r,r] + k/am — cn) # 0,

then |k/a,, — by| < 2r, where b,, = ¢, — ¢; + k1/a;. Hence, |k — a,,b,| < 27 a,, and the
number of integers k satisfying this inequality can be at most 47 a,, + 1. It follows that, if
C = sup, g p([—r,7r] + 1) < 00, we have

s

o—c,R([—r,r]S)g% > J[@ran+1)<Car [[(ram+1),

OSkl SalR—l m=2 m=2

which proves (a). To prove (b), it is enough to show that if v, ; := (6, — &) * 0; and, for any
le L, |v;|(K)—0asj— oo for any compact set KX C R®. Indeed, if it is the case, then
v; — 0 in the weak-* topology and, in particular, if o; — o in the weak-* topology, then

((5[ — 50) X 0 = ]lgglo V= O,

showing that o is L-periodic. We consider first the case [ = a; ' e;, where e;, i = 1,..., s, is

the standard basis in R®*. We only deal with the case ¢ = 1 since the other cases are similar.
We have then

(561/[11 — (50) * O'j
1
- 5Cj * (561 Nija1 — 50) * ? Z e Z 5(0,—/4:2/(12,...,—/61/(13) * V;u

J 0<ky<arR;j—1  0<ks<asR;—1
where Ny = |ay Ry | with |x] being the largest integer less than or equal to x. Let
1
pj = 50j * F Z PN Z 5(0,—k2/a2,...,—k1/as) * VM'
7 0<ko<a1Rj—1 0<ks<asRj—1

As in the proof of (a), if r > 0, we have, letting C' = sup,cp p([—7, 7] +t) < oo, that

pi([=r,7)*) < % [[@ram+1) =0, j— o
J m=2

For the same reason, (561 Njjay * Pj) ([=r,7]*) = 0 as j — oo. Hence,
(= 80) 2 s (1) = [ (e = ) ] ()
< <5Nja;161 -+ 50> * pj([—T’, T]S) -0,

as J — oo and our claim follows when [ = ai_1 e, =1,...,8, since r > 0 is arbitrary. In

general, if [ € L, we can write

01 =00=_ Tm* (6,21, — o)
m=1
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where each 7, is a finite sum of Dirac masses. Hence,
| (8= 60) # 05| (K) = | 7 # (8421, — 60) % 0| (K) =0,
m=1

as j — 0o, for any compact set K C R*, which proves our claim. O

If ¢ > 0 and z is a real number, we denote by x (mod ¢) the unique real number y in the
interval [0, ¢) such that x —y € ¢Z. The following theorem will be the key result to answer
the questions raised at the beginning of this section. We will only proof the equivalence of
the upper-bounds inequalities (i.e. those involving the constant B) as the lower-bound ones
(involving the constant A if A > 0) can be obtained by very similar techniques. We leave
the details to the interested reader.

Theorem 21. Let ay,...,as be s positive real numbers linearly independent over Q, with
s > 1, and let G be the subgroup of R generated by aq, ..., as, i.c.

G = {zs: m; a;, My EZ}
i=1

Let i1 be a positive translation-bounded Borel measure on R and associate with it the positive
Borel measure v, on R® defined by (4.1). Let A, B be real constants with A >0 and B > 0.
Then, the following are equivalent:

(a) For any distinct x1,...,x, € G and any ¢y, ..., ¢, € C, we have

1 m
. iz A2
lim sup sup — / ‘ g c; e~ Fmiwid
R—oo  teR R [t,t+R) i—1

dp(\) < B el
=1

and

L 1 - iz A |2 - 2
_ E ) UL > A E =
h}?i)l;o}f %gﬂg R /[t,t-i-R} ‘ e dlu(A) B i=1 |CZ|

i=1
(b) Any weak-x limit o of a sequence extracted from the collection
1
O(—t,...,—t) ¥ ———— Z ce Z O(—ki Ja1,—ki Jas) * Vp
ap ... as R
0<ki<a; R—1 0<ks<asR—1

where t € R and R — 0o is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
and with Radon-Nikodym derivative

d
d_z — G satisfying A< G < B a.e. on R®.
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(¢) For any intervals I, C [0,1/ay),...,Is C [0,1/as), we have

1
limsup sup —— pu (E(t, R, I1,...,I5)) < |L| ...|Is| B
R—oo  teR ai...as

and

1
liminf inf —— pu(E(t, R, I,,..., 1) > |L| ... |L| A,

R—oo teR Ra1 ... Qg

where

E(t,R.I,....I;)={ e R: t <A<t+ R A(moda;') € I1,..., A (moda, ") € L}

Proof. As mentioned above we will only prove the case A = 0 of the theorem.
Fix z1,...,2, € G, with x; = 37| nyja;, ny; € Z, and let ¢y, ..., ¢,y € C. Note that

1 = s
lim sup sup — ‘ Z c; e~ 2T X =1 s 45 &) }2 dv, (&, ..., &)
R—oo  teR [Lt+R* 3
1 - i A2
= lim sup sup —/ cie AT dy(N) = L.
R—oo teR I [t,t+R] ‘;

Furthermore, replacing the set [¢,t 4+ R|® by the smaller set
[t,t+ Niy(R)a;') x - x [t,t + Ny(R) a;')
where Ni(R) are the unique integers satisfying
Nu(R)a,' <R < (Ny(R)+1)a;', k=1,...,s,

does not change the first of the limits above. Indeed, letting I = [t,t + R] and J, =
[t,t + Np(R)a,') for k=1,..., s, we have

[S\ﬁ Je ClUNT) X IPTHU I X (I\ ) x P2lU---U [ x (I\ Jy)] == O Ck.
e k=1

Letting Q(&) = Q(&1,...,&) = Yo, ¢ e 2= M1 4%) we have

1 ) 1 )
- dv, < - d
7 el w_§R[J@ Z

I\[Tg=1 Jk
1 1
<Y 5 [ tan=lQR Y 5 [ tau
k=1 R Je, g k=1 R I\,

1 S
< |QI% = > (it + Ne(R)ag 't + (Ne(R) + 1) a5 ']) = 0, as R — oo,
k=1
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since p is translation bounded. We have thus

1

. 2
L =limsup sup — ‘Q(f)‘ dv,(§)
R—oo  teR [T;_. [t.t+Ng(R) a; ')
. 1 2
= lim sup sup 0 Z Z / }Q(ﬁ)‘ dvy(§).
R—oo teR [V o, <y 0<hocaiR1 I Itk ks)

where
It ky, .. k) =t +kiayt+ (b +1)a;t) x - x [t+kea, 't + (ks +1)a) ).

Letting

1
Ot R = O(—t,....—t) ¥ ———= Z e Z Ok /a1,—k1 Jas) * Vi, (4.3)

a; ...as R
1 57 0<ki<aiR—1 0<ks<asR—1

and, using the periodicity of () with respect to the lattice £ :=[[;_, a,;l 7., we have

L = limsup sup a; .. . a / 1Q(€)|” doy,r(€) (4.4)
R—oco  teR [0,a7 ) x--x[0,a51)
Using part (a) of Lemma 20, with ¢ = (—t¢,..., —t), it follows that the set

{owr(K), teR, R>1}

is bounded for any compact subset K of R®. Hence, any sequence extracted from the col-
lection of measures {0y g, t € R, R > 1} must have a weak-* convergent subsequence. Fur-
thermore, by part (b) of Lemma 20, any weak-* limit of a sequence oy, g,, where R; — oo,
must be periodic with respect to the lattice £ defined above.

If (b) holds, consider sequences {t,;} and {R;} with R; — oo such that

L= 1lim a...a / ‘Q(f)‘2d0tj,}zj(§)-
(0,07 )x[-x0,a5 1)

J]—00

By weak-x compactness, we can assume, by passing to a subsequence if necessary, that
{o1,,r,} is weak-* convergent to a measure o as j — oo. Using our hypothesis, o is abso-
lutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and with Radon-Nikodym derivative
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do/dé = G and ||G||o < B. Using Lemma [ with F' = |Q|?, it follows that

L—aa [ QPG d
[0,a7 ") x--x[0,a5 ")
SBﬁl...as/[(] ) B }Q(g)ﬁd&

,a7 )% [0,a5 )

_ —2mi(> %, mija; €
_Bal...as/oall)x X[OQSI)}ZCZ j=1 Jjj}dé'

m
=Bay...as E ci ¢ / e 2™ 5o (nij—mug) a; & dé¢
; 0,a7 ") x-x[0,a5 1)

i,l=1
m
=Ba...a, g ¢ / o2 (i —muz) a5 & d§;
-1y
i,l=1 j=1 [0, a;

m
=B lal’
=1

showing that (a) holds. Note that, in the last step of the previous computation, we used the
fact that n;; = ny; for all j = 1,...,m, implies that z; = z; (using the linear independence
of aj, ..., as over Q) and thus that ¢ = [, since the x;’s are assumed to be distinct.

Conversely, if (a) holds and ¢ is a weak-* limit of a sequence {0y, g, }, with R; — oo as
j — oo, then o is periodic with respect to the lattice £ and we have by the computation
above, that

al...aS/ \Q(g)fda(g)gBal...as/ Q(e)|” de
[0,a7 1) x - x[0,a5 1) [0,a7 )% x[0,a5 ")

for any trigonometric polynomial Q() = > ¢ e 2mi5=1 i 95 &) - Since the space of such
trigonometric polynomials is dense (with respect to the sup-norm) in the space of continuous
functions which are periodic with respect to the lattice £, we have

/ Soc+ndre) <5 [ S (e + 1) de
[0,a7 1) x-x[0,a51) el [0,a7 1) x % [0,a5 1) el

for any compactly supported continuous function ¢ > 0 on R® and thus, since ¢ is L-periodic,

[ o do©)<B | ole)de

Standard arguments show that ¢ must absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure and with a Radon-Nikodym derivative G € L*>(RR®) satisfying ||G||oc < B, which
shows that (b) holds. Thus the statements (a) and (b) are equivalent. Now, consider
intervals I; C [0,1/a;) for 1 < j < s and define the sets F; = U,y I; + k/a; and let
F'=[[;-, F; CR* Note that

{)\GR: tg)\gt—l—R,)\(modal_l)Ell,...,)\(modas_l)EIS}:[t,t+R]ﬂF1ﬂ---ﬂFs.
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and that the function

xr(&) =xm (&) - xr (&), §=(&,....&) eR?

is L-periodic. Let

1
M :=limsup sup =pu ({NER: t<A<t+ R A(moda;') € Ih,...,\(moda,') € I,
R 1 s

R—oo teR
. 1
= limsup sup — X7 (A) - xR () du(A)
R—oo  teR [t,t+R]
. 1
—tmswp s 5 [ xn(6) - xn (€)@ )
R—oo teR [t,t+R]*
. 1
= lim sup sup — xr(§) dv,(€).

R—oo  teR R [t,t+R]®

By a computation similar to the one done to obtain (4] (with yr(£) replacing |Q(€)|?) we
obtain, using the L-periodicity of yz(§), that

M = limsup sup a; . . . a, / xr (&) doyr(€)
[0,a7 1) x-x[0,a5 ")

R—oo  teR

with oy g as in [L3). Let oy, r; a sequence with R; — oo such that
M= Tim ay .. .a, / V(&) doy, 1 (€).
[0,a7 1) x-x[0,a51)

j—o0

By a weak-x* compactness argument, we can assume that O¢;,R; converges in the weak-x
topology to a L-periodic measure o. If (b) holds, we can use Lemma applied to the
sequence {0y, r,} to show that

M=ar...a, / Y€ G(€) de.
[0,a7H)x--x[0,a51)

We have thus
MS Bal...as|fl|...|fs\,

which shows that (c) holds. Conversely, if (c¢) holds, then for any intervals [; with I; C
0,1/a;) for 1 < j <'s, we have

lim sup sup / l1doyr(&) < B|L|... ||
R—oo  teR JIyx--xIs

Let H, = IT X --- x I, for 1 < r < R, where, for each r, I7 is an interval contained in
0,1/a;). If H. N Hy =0 when r # s and h = Zle ¢ XH, with ¢, > 0, we have

R
imswp s [ € drnl®) < B el N1 =B [ we)de
r=1

R—oo teR s
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Suppose that o is a weak-+ limit of a sequence oy, g, with B; — oo and let ¢ > 0 be a
compactly supported continuous function of R*. We have

do(€) = 1i doy p (€) = 1i doy .
[o©io© =i [ o@inn©=tm > [ s

Jj—o0 RS Jj—o0

where only a finite number of terms are non-zero in the last series, since ¢ is compactly
supported. Hence,

RGLEESY /[ o OlE DA (Bro) €

Jj—o0
lel

= ]lgglo Z /0 ¢ —1)doy, r,(§)

)X ><0%

i S / Bl€ — 1) dvy(€)

Oal x--x[0,a5 1)

where v; := (0; — do) * 0y, r,. Using part (b) of Lemma 20l and Lemma [I9] the second limit
above must be zero.
Hence,

5 ¢(§) do(§) = lim ¥(&) doy, r, (S),

7= J(0,a; Hx--x[0,a5 1)

where
=Y o+, (eR,
leL
is continuous and L-periodic. Since the restriction of 1 to the set [0,a; ") x -+ x [0,a;") is
uniformly continuous, we can find, for any ¢ > 0, disjoints sets H,., r = 1,..., R, as above
and constants ¢,,d, > 0 such that if h; = Zil ¢ xm, and hy = Zle d, XH,, we have
hl S w S hg and
h2 — hl S €

on the set [0,a;") x --- x [0,a;"). We have thus,

¢(§) do(§) = lim P(&) doy; g, (§)

Rs I Jio,ar ) x % [0,a51)

<timsup [ hal€) do, () < B [ hal€) de
Jj—00 [0,a7 ) x-x[0,a51) [0,a7 1) x-x[0,a51)

<5 [ m©+9d<s [ Y€ de + Bart .. ate.
[0,a7 1) x-x[0,a51) [0,a7 1) x-x[0,a51)
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that

RGLGEY) ve)ds =B [ o(e)as

[07a;1)X"'X[0,a;1)
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In particular, we have that, for any complex-valued compactly supported continuous function

on R?,
[ ool < [ oo

Standard arguments show that ¢ must be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure and with a Radon-Nikodym derivative G satisfying ||G||o < B, proving (b). O

Corollary 22. Under the same assumptions as Theorem [Z1], the following statements are
equivalent:

(a) There exists a positive constants A such that, for any distinct x4, ..., z, € G and any
Cly...,Cm € C, we have

m
lim — 0-6_2”””‘
(A
R—ro0 R [tt+R]

i=1

m
=4 laf,
i=1

uniformly for t € R.

(b) There exists a constant A > 0 such that any weak-x limit o of a sequence extracted from
the collection

1
Oty # ————— > Y kiatekafan) *
ay ... Qg R
0<ki<ai;R—1 0<ks<asR—1

is equal to the absolutely continuous measure do = A d§, where d§ represents the Lebesque
measure on R®.

(¢c) There exists a constant A > 0 such that, for any intervals I, C [0,1/ay),...,1s C
[0,1/as), we have

1
lim —— W (E(t, R Ly, ... 1)) = |I,] ... |I.| A,
REI;O Ral...as'u( (7 y L1, ) )) |1| | |

uniformly fort € R, where

E(t,R,]l,...,IS):{)\G]R: t§A§t+R,)\(moda1_1)6[1,...,)\(modas_1)€]8}.

If G is a subgroup of R, we will denote by Ilg the set of trigonometric polynomials P(\)
on R with spectrum in G, i.e. those of the form

P\ = Z e A g e G, ¢ e C.
i=1
The mean of P is defined to be
1
M(P) = Tim ~ / PN dA.
Roo R J1_p/2,ry2)

Note that M(|P|?)] = 3", |eif?, if P()) is as above. Combining these results with those of
the previous sections, we obtain the following characterizations.
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Theorem 23. Let ay,...,as be s positive real numbers linearly independent over Q, with
s > 1, and let G be the subgroup of R generated by aq, ..., as, i.c.

G = {Z m;ag;, My EZ}
i=1
Let i be a positive translation-bounded Borel measure on R. If I}, are intervals with I, C
0,1/a), k=1,...s, let E(t,R, I1,..., 1) denote the set
{NeR: t<A<t+ R A(moda;') € h,...,A(moday ') € I, }.
(a) The measure u € B(G, B) if and only if any of the two following statement holds:

(i) For any intervals I, C [0,1/ax), k=1,...s, we have

1
limsup sup —— u (E(t, R, I1,...,1s) < |I1] ...|Is| B.

R—oo  teR ap...as

(ii) We have
D*(|P|* ) < BM(|P]?), P ellg.
(b) The measure n € F(G, A, B) if and only if any of the two following statement holds:

(i) For any intervals I, C [0,1/ax), k=1,...s, we have

1
liminf inf —— p (E(t, R, I,...,1,)) > |IL| ... |L,| A.

R—oo teR Ral...as

and

1
limsup sup —— p (E(t, R, I1,..., 1)) < || ...|Is| B.
R—>oop telg Ral...as’u( ( 1 )) | 1| | |

(i1) We have
AM(|PI?) <D (1P| u) < DH(|P[p) < BM(|PF), P elle.

(¢) The measure n € F(G, A, A) if and only if any of the two following statement holds:

(i) For any intervals I, C [0,1/ax), k= 1,...s, we have

1
lim —— u (Bt R, I,.... 1)) = |I| ...|L| A.

R—oo Ray...ay

uniformly fort € R.

(ii) We have
D(|P*p) = AM(|P]*), P €Tl

Proof. The proof of (a) and (b) follow immediately from the equivalence of conditions (a) and
(¢) in Theorem 1] together with Theorem [I5 and Theorem [I4] respectively. The statement
in (c) is an immediate consequence of Corollary 22] and the case A = B of Theorem [[4. O
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In the case where G is the discrete subgroup G = a Z, with a > 0, the conditions given in
the previous theorem, more particularly the ones given in statement (c), are strongly related
to the notions of “equidistributed” sequence or, more specifically, to that of “well-distributed”
sequence of real numbers. We will deal with bi-infinite sequences, so the definition given
below is slightly different than the classical one dealing with one-sided sequences (see [KN]).

Definition 24. Ifb > 0, we call a sequence of real numbers {\, }nez well-distributed modulo
b if, for every interval I C [0,b) and every integer M € Z,

i #0 du(modh) €1 M <n M N 1)
N—oo N

= |11/b

uniformly for M € 7.

The condition (c) of Theorem 23] can be rephrased using the notion of well-distributed
sequences when dealing with measures of the form p = 5, where A is a discrete subset of R
(i.e. the intersection of A with any compact set is finite).

Corollary 25. Let G = aZ where a > 0. Suppose that A is a discrete subset of R and
consider a sequence {\, tnez enumerating the elements of A in such a way that

)\n < )\n+1, n Z 1.
Then, d5 € F(G, A, A) if and only if
(i) D(A) = A.

(i1) The sequence {\, }nez is well-distributed modulo a™*.

Proof. Using part (c) of Theorem 23], we easily see that 6, € F(G, A, A) if and only if, for
any interval I C [0,a™!), we have

1
Jim E#{)\GA, t<A<t+R, A(moda™') €1} =all|lA, (4.5)

uniformly for ¢ € R. In particular, if (i) holds, we obtain, taking I = [0,a™!), that D(A) = A.

If M € Z, the set Ayyn :={ oy M <n <M+ N —1} = [Ay, Arsnv—1) N A. Note that
for each M, A\yjin_1 — Ay — 00 as N — oo, uniformly for M € Z. Otherwise, we could find
a number L > 0 and intervals Iy of length bounded by L containing at least N elements of
A, for any N > 1, which would imply that D™(A) = co. Hence, for any interval I C [0,a™'),
we have

#{n, A\, (moda™t) eI, M <n< M+ N}

N
B #{)\EA, A\ S)\SAM—i—N—l’ )\(moda_l) E[} (AM+N—1_)\M)
AM4+N—1 — Am #HAMN

Since D(A) = A, we have limy_,, %
using (LH), we obtain
o H#HDEAN My <A< Ayinvog, A(moda™t) e T}

lim
N—oo AMAN-1 — Ay

= A, uniformly for M € Z. Furthermore,

=all| A,
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uniformly for M € Z as N — co. We deduce that

. #{n, \y(moda™t) eI, M<n< M+ N}
lim
N—o00 N

= alll,

uniformly for M € Z, proving (ii). Conversely, if (i) and (ii) hold, we have, for any t € R
and any R > 0 large enough, that

{re A t <A<+ Ry ={Ay, M(t,R) <n < M(t, R)+N(t, R) -1},
for some M (t,R) € Z and N(t, R) > 1. Furthermore, using (i), we have
N(t,R)/R — A, R — o0,

uniformly for ¢ € R and using (ii), we have

Jim ﬁ 4 [\, M(t,R) <n < M(t,R)+ N(t,R) — 1, Ay (moda™) € I} = |I]a,

uniformly for ¢ € R. Hence, for any interval I C [0,a™'), we have

. 1 _
1%1—{20 E#{)\GA’ t<A<t+ R, A(moda 1)6]}

— lim %# Dy M(t,R) <n < M(t,R)+ N(t, R) — 1, A, (moda™) € I} = |T]a A,

R—o00

showing that ([A3]) holds and thus that 05 € F(G, A, A). 0O

Note that the condition (i) in the previous result is essential. For example, we can easily
construct a discrete set A with DT (A) = 0 such that the associated sequence {\,} defined
in the previous corollary is well-distributed modulo 1.

When the group G is generated by at least two linearly independent (over Q) elements, it
must be dense in R and the conditions given in Theorem 23 become more difficult to satisfy.
However, it is easy to check that the statement (a) in Corollary holds for any finitely
generated subgroup G if dy = d\, the Lebesgue measure on R. It follows therefore that
if ay,...,a, are real numbers linearly independent over Q and Iy, ..., I, are intervals with
I; C[0,1/aj), j=1,...,s, then

1
li —|F(t,R, L,....1,)| = |I1]| ...|L
Rl—{rOIORal...CLS| (7 y 41, 5 )| |1| | |

uniformly for ¢ € R. This can be interpreted, in the language of probability theory, as saying
that the events of belonging to the intervals /; modulo 1/a;, j = 1,..., s, are asymptotically
independent. For any finitely generated subgroup GG, one can also construct discrete measures
in F(G, A, A). In fact, lattices will yield such measures as long as A does not belong to the
@-linear span of G.
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Proposition 26. Let aq,...,a, be s positive real numbers linearly independent over Q, with
s > 1, and let G be the subgroup of R generated by aq, ..., as, i.c.

= {zs: m;a;, m; € Z} .
i=1

Let b > 0 and pu = 65, where A = bZ. Then, there exist constants A, B > 0 such that
p € F(G, A, B) if and only if 1/b ¢ spang(ai,...,an) and, in that case, we can take A =
B=1/b.

Proof. If b=! ¢ spang(a, ..., an), there exists an integer / > 1 such that Ib=! € G. Hence
klb~! € G for any integer k, and if ¢, ..., car € C, we have

2
1

R Jiyiin

M
p—1
Cp € 2mwiklb™ A

k=0

M M
N =3l ultt+R)/R— 1/ af

k=0 k=0
uniformly for ¢ € R as R — oo. Taking ¢, = 1, for all &, yields

|ch} (M +1) Z:|ck|2

which shows that p ¢ B(G, B) for any B > 0.
If 1/b ¢ spang(ay,...,an), then kb ¢ Z for any k € Z \ {0} and any z € G \ {0}.

Hence if x4, ..., z,, are distinct elements of G and ¢y, ..., ¢, € C, we have
1 - ’ - 1 1 <
- 2wz A _ = —2mi(x;—x;)kb - 12
3 I I OED LSS DR DUl
’ Jil=1 t/b<k<(t+R)/b j=1
uniformly for ¢t € R, as R — oo, showing that p € F(G,1/b,1/b). O

Recall (see [Kal, [Mel]) that a function F' defined on the real line is called (Bohr) almost-
periodic if it is continuous and for every € > 0 there exists a number A = A(e, F') > 0 such
that every interval of length A contains a number 7 such that

sup |F(x —7) — F(x)] <e. (4.6)
zeR
A number 7 such that (4.6) holds is called an e-almost period of F'. The space of almost-
periodic functions on R can be characterized as the sup-norm closure of the space of trigono-
metric polynomials P(\) associated with arbitrary real frequencies, i.e. functions of the

form
m

P(A) =) e ™ ¢ eC, xR
i=1

If F(X) is almost-periodic, the mean-value of F', M(F'), defined by

1

Mleim—/ F(\)dX
(F) = lim — s ()
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exists and the spectrum of F' consists of all the real numbers = such that
M(F(N) e 2™y £ 0.

If the spectrum of F'is contained in the subgroup G, then F' can be uniformly approximated
arbitrary closely by trigonometric polynomials with spectrum in G (see [Mel]). Note that if
F(X) is almost-periodic and a trigonometric polynomial P(\) satisfies ||F' — P||oo < €, then
for any positive translation-bounded Borel measure p on R, we have

1 ‘F(A)_P(A)\zdu()\)§e2%u([t,t+R]), teR, R>0,

R Jiivr)
and, in particular,
. 1 2 2+
lim sup sup — |[F(A) = POV)|" du(X) < € DF ().

R—oo  teR [t,t+R]

It follows immediately that any of the inequalities satisfied by the class of trigonometric
polynomials with spectrum in the subgroup G and used to characterize the measures in
B(G,B) or F(G, A, B) must also be satisfied by the functions in AP(G), the collection of
almost-periodic functions on R having spectrum contained in G. We have thus the following.

Theorem 27. Let G be a subgroup of R and let o be a positive Borel measure on R. Then,
(a) w belongs to B(G, B) if and only if
Dt (\F|2,u) < BM(|F]*), F < AP(Q).

(b) p belongs to F(G, A, B) if and only if
AM(F) <D (F[En) <D (Fn) < BM(FP), Fe AP(G)

(c) p belongs to F(G, A, A) if and only if
D (|F]?p) = AM(|F|?), F € AP(G).

5 Existence of discrete measures in F(R, A, B)

As we mentioned earlier, the Lebesgue measure on R, du = d\, belongs to F(R,1,1). On
the other hand, we do not know a single explicit example of a discrete set A C R such that
the associated measure = 0, belongs to F(R, A, B) for some constants 0 < A < B < 0.
The fact that the construction of such a set should be extremely difficult is pretty clear
by considering the conditions that the sets E(t, R, I3, ..., ;) need to satisfy in part (b) of
Theorem 23] and this for any choice of numbers aq, ..., a, linearly independent over Q. In
this last section, our goal will be to prove the existence of such a set.

It might seem, a priori, that simple quasicrystals could yield an answer to the problem
above as they have been shown to be universal sampling sets my B. Matei and Y. Meyer in
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IMM]. (See [Mell, Me2| for the definition and properties of quasicrystals.) A set A C R?
is called a universal sampling set [OU2, if D(A) exists and A is a set of stable sampling
for any compact set K C R? with |K| < D(A), which means, in the terminology used in this
paper, that 6, is an F-measure for L*(K) if |K| < D(A). A universal sampling set A will
thus yield a frame for L?(K) where K = UY | [z; — €/2,z; + ¢/2] for any x1,...,2x € R if
€ > 0 is small enough and dependent on the x;’s. However, the associated frame constants
are dependent on the points z;’s as well and it might not be possible to find frame bounds
compatible with all the finite subsets X = {x;, i = 1,... N} of real numbers. In fact, this
will be the case for simple quasi-crystals as the following result shows. The proof is based

on an idea used by B. Matei to show us that simple quasicrystals cannot yield frames for
L3(F) if F is unbounded ([Mal]).

Proposition 28. Let A C R be a simple quasicrystal. Then, for any B > 0, the measure dp
cannot belong to B(R, B).

Proof. The main ingredient of this proof is that any simple quasicrystal A is an harmonious
set (see [Mell, Me2]), which implies the existence of a sequence {z;};>1 of real numbers
having the property that

—2miAz;

sup |e -1 =0 asj— oo.

AEA
Given any integer N > 1 and any € > 0, we can thus find some elements y; = z,,,, j =
1,..., N, of our sequence such that

sup e 2™ — 1] <.
AEA

By Minkowski’s inequality, if t € R, R > 0 and ¢y, ...,cy € C, we have, letting y = d,, that

(\ i cﬁ) - (a2t AN T (1 /. 1> o duiy )1/2

7j=1
. N 1/2 . N 1/2
<= 1N ¢ (1= e 2au(\) | + | = / | > e N dp(N)
(R /[t,t+R} ; ! R Jiyivm) ; !
1/2 1/2
<e / (Z Icy|> + (— / \Z ¢j e T dp(A )>
(LR \ =1 [tA+R] =1

Choosing ¢; = 1 for all j and taking limits as R — oo, we obtain that

1/2
ND(M)1/2 < END(M)1/2 + lim sup ( / ; |Z 6—27r2)\y3|2 d,u ))
tt+

R—o0 =1

If € B(R, B), it would then follow from part (a) of Theorem 23] that, for any ¢ > 0 and
any N > 1,
N (1—¢€)D(u)*? < BNY?

which yields a contradiction since D(u) = D(A) > 0 if A is a simple quasicrystal. O
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Despite the previous negative result, we will to show the existence of a discrete set A
such that the measure d5 € B(R, A, B) for some constants 0 < A < B < co. In doing so,
our task will be greatly simplified by the following powerful recent result of S. Nitzan, A.
Olevskii and A. Ulanovskii.

Theorem 29 ([NOU|). Every measurable set E C R with |E| < oo admits a discrete set A
such that {e*™*}\ca is a frame for L*(E).

The proof of this last theorem itself is far from trivial if £ is an unbounded set. It uses a
result in [MSS] in which the authors solve the long standing Kadison-Singer conjecture. The
idea to reach our goal is then to use Theorem 29 for a particular unbounded set E satisfying
the properties in the following lemma.

Lemma 30. There erxists a set an open set E C R with |E| < oo such that, for any
1,...,Tm € R, we have
EN(E4+z)N...(E4+xn,) #0

Proof. Define for any integer 7 > 0 the set
Ej = Ugeg (k)27 — 1/27FIFFL g /97 4 1 jod IR

and let
E - sz() Ej.

Note that |E;| = Y, 1/27# = 3/27 and thus [E| < 3372277 = 6 < oo. Let
x1,..., %, € R. Note that

EN(E+x)#0) < 1€ E—E.

Since (—1/2,1/2) C E and E contains a neighborhood of each integer, we have £ — E = R,
so our claim is true for m = 1. To prove our claim for arbitrary m, we use an induction
argument. If we have

EN(E4x)N...(E4xm1) #0,

let J be a non-empty open interval contained in the intersection above. The intersection
(E+x,,)NJ is non-empty if and only if x,,, € J— E. If j > 0 is chosen so that 1/27 < |J|, we
have J — E; = R since E; contains a neighborhood of each point in 277 Z. Hence, J—FE =R
and our claim follows. O

Theorem 31. There exists a discrete set A such that 6, € B(R, A, B) for some constants
0<A<B<o0.

Proof. let E be the set constructed in the previous lemma and let A C R be a discrete set
such that d, is an F-measure for L?(E) and whose existence follows from Theorem We
claim that, for any 1,...,2,, € R, there exists ¢ > 0 such that the collection {e?™*},c\
is a frame for L?(UT, z; + Q.) with frame bounds independent of xy, ..., x,, and e. Indeed,
if £ is as above, there exists, by Lemma B0, z € EN(E +x1) N ...(E + z,,) # 0. Then
z=zn4+x1 =" =2zZp+x, with 2, € Fora; —2=—2z € —E=FE, 1=1,...,m.
For € > 0 small enough, we have U, (v; — 2) + Q. C E and {e***},c, is a frame for
LA(U™, (z; — 2) + Q.) and thus also for L*(UT, z; + Q.). O
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We note that the constants A, B found in Theorem 1] are not equal since £(A) is a
Fourier frame for the unbounded set E with A, B being the frame bounds. It was shown
in that such set cannot admit any tight Fourier frames, so A, B cannot be equal. It is
unknown whether we can make A, B equal for some other discrete set A.
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