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(P, Q)-FRAME MEASURES ON LCA GROUPS:

PERTURBATIONS AND CONSTRUCTION

1ABDOLREZA TAHMASEBI BIRGANI AND 2MOHAMMAD SADEGH ASGARI

Abstract. Motivated to generalize the Fourier frame concept to Banach spaces
we introduce (p, q)-Bessel/frame measures for a given finite measure on LCA
groups. We also present a general way of constructing (p, q)-Bessel/frame
measures for a given measure. Moreover, we prove that if a measure has an
associated (p, q)-frame measure, then it must have a certain uniformity in
the sense that the weight is distributed quite uniformly on its support. Next,
we show that if the measures µ and λ without atoms whose supports form a
packing pair, then µ ˚ λ ` δg ˚ µ does not admit any (p, q)-frame measure.
Finally, we analyze the stability of (p, q)-frame measures under small per-
turbations. We prove new theorems concerning the stability of (p, q)-frame
measures under perturbation in both Hilbert spaces and Banach spaces.

Let µ be a positive and finite Borel measure on Rd and let eω denote the expo-
nential function eωpxq “ e2πixω,xy pω, x P Rdq. We say that µ is a frame-spectral
measure if there exists a countable set Ω Ă Rd such that a system of exponential
functions EpΩq “ teωuωPΩ forms a Fourier frame for L2pµq. If such Ω exists, then
it is called a frame spectrum of µ. We say that µ is a spectral measure and Ω is
a spectrum for µ if the system EpΩq forms an orthonormal basis for L2pµq. The
existence of a frame-spectral measure µ for Rd with frame spectrum Ω allows one
to decompose in a stable way (but generally non-unique) any function f from the
space L2pµq in a Fourier series f “

ř
ωPΩ cωeω with frequencies belonging to Ω (see

[27]).
One of the basic questions in frame theory is to classify when a measure µ is

spectral or frame-spectral. The origin of this question goes back to Fuglede in 1974
[12], by investigating which subsets of Rd with the Lebesgue measures are spectrum
and to Jorgensen and Pedersen [18] who discovered the existence of fractal spectral
measures. It is well known, however, that the existence of a spectral or frame-
spectral measure is a strong requirement, satisfied by a relatively small class of
measures. Hence it is of interest to understand whether measures that are not
spectral or frame-spectral. The notion of frame-spectral measures is a natural
generalization of an exponential orthonormal basis which Duffin and Schaeffer first
introduced in [7]. In [8] the notion of Fourier frames for an arbitrary measure
was extended to that of a frame measure. Frame measures generalize the notion of
Fourier frame in the sense that if teωuωPΩ forms a Fourier frame for L2pµq, then ν “
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ř
ωPΩ δω is a frame measure of µ. The formulation of frame measures originates from

the notion of continuous frames in frame theory literature [14]. It also was studied
and used in [9, 13]. Fourier frames nowadays have a wide range of applications in
signal transmission and reconstruction. For the more general background of Fourier
frame theory, readers may refer to [3, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26].

One of the most important concrete realizations of frames are p-frames. p-
Frames (Banach frames) were first systematically studied in [5, 10, 16]. Aside from
their theoretical appeal, frames in Lp spaces and other Banach function spaces are
effective tools for modeling a variety of natural signals and images [6, 23]. They
are also used in the numerical computation of integral and differential equations.

While the theory of Fourier frames and Gabor analysis have usually been inves-
tigated on Rd, there is an increasing interest in the study of these theories in the
context of general locally compact abelian (LCA) groups (for example see [1, 4, 15]).
When looking carefully at the theory of frame measures it becomes apparent that it
is strongly based on the additive group operation of Rd. It is therefore interesting
to see if the theory can be set in the context of general LCA groups. The LCA
group framework has several advantages. First, because it is important to have a
valid theory for classical groups such as Zd, Td and Zn. Second, the LCA group
setting unifies several different results into a general framework. This will be cru-
cial particularly in applications, as in the case of the generalization of the Fourier
transform to LCA groups (see [4, 11, 25]).

In this paper, we develop the theory of frame measures to the Banach spaces
Lp which we call the (p, q)-frame measure in LCA groups. Our emphasis will
be on construction and perturbation results. Indeed, we present a general way of
constructing (p, q)-Bessel/frame measures for a given measure. We prove that if a
measure has an associated (p, q)-frame measure, it must have a certain uniformity
in the sense that the weight is distributed quite uniformly on its support. We also
introduce a finite Borel measure on LCA group G which does not admit any (p,
q)-frame measure. We also study the stability of (p, q)-frame measures. Similar
to ordinary frames, we show that (p, q)-frame measures are stable under small
perturbations.

We first start by recalling the basic definitions and the necessary notations which
will be used throughout the paper.

A LCA group is an arbitrary locally compact Hausdorff abelian group G such
that the group operation and inversion are continuous. We will denote the group
operation by ` and neutral element by 0. For technical reasons we will assume
that G is a countable union of compact sets and metrizable. The dual group of G,

that is, the set of continuous characters on G, is denoted by pG. The value of the

character γ P pG at the point x P G is written by xx, γy. A character is a function
γ : G Ñ T, where T is the complex numbers whose absolute value is 1 such that
for all x, y P G:

piq |xx, γy| “ 1.
piiq xx` y, γy “ xx, γyxy, γy.

As the name would suggest, endowed with the weak˚ topology and group operation

pointwise multiplication, pG is a LCA group. The character γ of the group G is
called trivial if for every x P G, we have xx, γy “ 1. So every group G have a trivial
character. Moreover, every character of G mapping the neutral element of G to 1,
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i.e. x0, γy “ 1. We also have

xx, γyxx, γy “ |xx, γy|2 “ 1.

Thus

xx, γy “ xx, γy “ xx, γy´1 “ xx,´γy “ x´x, γy.

It follows that if γ P pG then γ P pG. Moreover, if G is a finite order group of n, then
any character imaginig every element of G to the nth unit root. In this case we
can traslated range of any character with set of all the nth unit root. In the other
words,

Un “ tξkn : ξn “ e2πi{n, 0 ď k ď n ´ 1u.

Un is a cyclic subgroup of C˚ with generator ξn “ e2πi{n, where C˚ is multiplication
group of nonzero complex numbers.

The other fundamental feature is the existence and uniqueness of a Haar mea-
sure on an LCA group. A Haar measure on an LCA group is a non-negative,
regular Borel measure, which is not identically zero and is both left and right
translation-invariant and unique up to a scalar multiple. If f is a Borel-measurable
function on G, then we denote the integral of f with respect to Haar measure λG
by

ş
G
fpxqdλGpxq. As with other measure and topological spaces, we can define

the usual function spaces: LppGq p1 ă p ă 8q, in the following way

LppGq “
!
f : G Ñ C : f is measurable and

ż

G

|fpxq|pdλGpxq ă 8
)
.

If G is a second countable LCA group, LppGq is separable.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we extend the no-

tion of frame measure to (p, q)-frame measure on LCA groups and we give some
examples of (p, q)-frame measures. We investigate some general results concerning
(p, q)-frame measures. In Section 3 we state some general way of constructing (p,
q)-Bessel/frame measures for a given measure. Our emphasis will be on the con-
volution of the Dirac measures and absolutely continuous measures with bounded
Radon-Nikodym derivative. We prove that if a measure has an associated (p, q)-
frame measure, it must have a certain uniformity in the sense that the weight is
distributed quite uniformly on its support. We also introduce a finite Borel measure
on LCA group G which does not admit any (p, q)-frame measure. In Section4, we
analyze the stability of (p, q)-frame measures under small perturbations. we prove
new theorems concerning the stability of (p, q)-frame measures under perturbation
in both Hilbert spaces and Banach spaces.

1. (p, q)-Frame measures on LCA groups

In this section, we extend the notion of frame measure to (p, q)-frame measure
for any p1 ă p, q ă 8q on LCA groups, and we investigate some general results
concerning (p, q)-frame measures.

Definition 1.1. Let µ, ν be two Borel measures on LCA groups G and pG, respec-
tively. Then
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piq the Fourier transform of a function f P L1pµq with respect to µ is defined
by

yfdµ : pG Ñ C, yfdµpγq “
ż

G

fpxqxx, γydµpxq, @γ P pG.(1.1)

By putting f to be the characteristic function on the support of µ, we
obtain the Fourier-Stieltjes transform of a measure µ

pµpγq “
ż

G

xx, γydµpxq, @γ P pG.(1.2)

piiq the inverse Fourier transform of a function ϕ P L1pνq with respect to ν is
given by

}ϕdν : G Ñ C, }ϕdνpxq “
ż

pG
ϕpγqxx, γydνpγq, @x P G.(1.3)

Remark 1.2. Note that the Fourier-Stieltjes transform of a finite Borel measure µ

on LCA group G is a bounded and uniformly continuous function on pG.

Now, we extend the concepts of (p, q)-Bessel/frame measures as follows.

Definition 1.3. Let 1 ă p, q ă 8. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group

G and ν be a Borel measure on pG, respectively. Then the measure ν is called a (p,
q)-frame measure for µ if there exist constants 0 ă A ď B ă 8 such that

(1.4) A}f}q
Lppµq ď }yfdµ}q

Lqpνq ď B}f}q
Lppµq, @f P Lppµq.

A and B are called frame bounds for ν. If p “ q “ 2, ν is called a frame measure
for µ. The measure ν is called a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ, when it satisfies at
least the upper (p, q)-frame measure inequality. If A “ B “ 1, ν is called a (p,
q)-Plancherel measure for µ.

Example 1.4. Let xk P G, k “ 1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , n, and let Ω Ă pG be a countable subset.
Suppose that tcωuωPΩ is a sequence of positive real numbers such that 0 ă A ďř

ωPΩ cω ď B ă 8. Then the measure ν “ ř
ωPΩ cωδω is a (p, q)-frame measure

for µ “ δx1
˚ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˚ δxn

with frame bounds A, B, where δx is the Dirac measure at x.

The following example illustrates the existence of a (p, q)-Bessel measure for an
infinite continuous measure on an LCA group G.

Example 1.5. Let λG, λ pG be the Haar measures on LCA groups G and pG, re-

spectively. Suppose 1 ă p ď 2 and p´1 ` q´1 “ 1. Then by the Hausdorff-Young
Inequality [?], λ pG is a (p, q)-Bessel measure for λG.

Example 1.6. Let λG, λ pG be the Haar measures on LCA groups G and pG, respec-
tively. Suppose that E Ă G is a set with positive and finite Haar measure, and also

assume that ϕ P L1p pGq satisfies that 0 ă A ď ϕpγq ď B ă 8 a.e., on pG. Define
dµ “ χEdλG and dν “ ϕdλ pG. Then ν is a frame measure for µ with frame bounds

A, B. Indeed, for every f P L2pµq we have
ż

G

|fpxq|2dµpxq “
ż

G

χEpxq|fpxq|2dλGpxq “
ż

G

|pχEfqpxq|2dλGpxq.
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This gives that χEf P L2pGq and }f}L2pµq “ }χEf}L2pGq. On the other hand, for

every γ P pG we obtain

yfdµpγq “
ż

G

fpxqxx, γydµpxq “
ż

G

χEpxqfpxqxx, γydλGpxq “ {pχEfqpγq.

Now by the Plancherel theorem we observe that

A}f}2L2pµq “ A}χEf}2L2pGq “ A}{pχEfq}2
L2p pGq

ď
ż

pG
ϕpγq

ˇ̌{pχEfqpγq
ˇ̌2
dλ pGpγq “ }yfdµ}2L2pνq

ď B}{pχEfq}2
L2p pGq

“ B}χEf}2L2pGq “ B}f}2L2pµq.

Remark 1.7. Let 1 ă p, q ă 8. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group

G. Then the family of (p, q)-Bessel measures for µ is never empty. Let Ω Ď pG be
a countable subset and tcωuωPΩ is a sequence of positive real numbers such thatř

ωPΩ cω ď B{µpGq. Then the measure ν “
ř

ωPΩ cωδω is a (p, q)-Bessel measure
for µ with Bessel bound B. Indeed, for every f P Lppµq, we have

ż

pG
|yfdµpγq|qdνpγq “

ÿ

ωPΩ

cω

ż

pG
|yfdµpγq|qdδωpγq “

ÿ

ωPΩ

cω|yfdµpωq|q

ď
ÿ

ωPΩ

cω}f}q
LppµqµpGq ď B}f}q

Lppµq.

Definition 1.8. Let 1 ă p, q ă 8 and let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group
G. Then µ is called a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure if there exists a countable

set Ω Ă pG such that Ω is a q-frame for Lppµq, i.e., there exist two constants
0 ă A ď B ă 8 such that

(1.5) A}f}q
Lppµq ď

ÿ

ωPΩ

|yfdµpωq|q ď B}f}q
Lppµq, @f P Lppµq.

When µ is a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure, then Ω is called a (p, q)-frame-spectrum
for µ.

Remark 1.9. In general, if µ is a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure with (p, q)-frame-
spectrum Ω, then ν “

ř
ωPΩ δω is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ. Indeed, if A,B are

the frame bounds for q-frame Ω. Then for every f P Lppµq we have

A}f}q
Lppµq ď

ÿ

ωPΩ

|yfdµpωq|q “
ż

pG
|yfdµpγq|qdνpγq ď B}f}q

Lppµq.

Conversely, if ν is purely atomic and is a (p, q)-frame measure for finite Borel

measure µ, i.e. there exists a countable subset Ω Ď pG such that ν “
ř

ωPΩ cωδω

and cω ą 0, then the set Λ “
 
c

1

q
ωω : ω P Ω

(
is a q-frame for Lppµq. Indeed, for

each f P Lppµq we have

ÿ

γPΛ

|yfdµpγq|q “
ÿ

ωPΩ

|yfdµpc
1

q
ωωq|q “

ż

pG
|yfdµpγq|qdνpγq “ }yfdµ}q

Lqpνq.

This shows that µ is a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure with (p, q)-frame-spectrum
Λ.
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2. Characterization and Construction of (p, q)-frame measures

In this section we present a general way of constructing (p, q)-Bessel/frame
measures for a given measure. We prove that if a measure has an associated (p,
q)-frame measure, it must have a certain uniformity in the sense that the weight is
distributed quite uniformly on its support. We also introduce a finite Borel measure
on LCA group G which does not admit any (p, q)-frame measure. First, we show

that every (p, q)-Bessel measure must be locally finite. So, if pG is connected, then
any (p, q)-Bessel measure is σ-finite. Indeed, we can generalize Proposition 2.1 of
[?] to the situation of (p, q)-Bessel measures.

Proposition 2.1. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and ν be a

Borel measure on pG, respectively. Let ν be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ. Then

for any compact subset K Ă pG, there exists a constant CK such that νpKq ď CK .

Consequently, if pG is connected, then ν is σ-finite.

Proof. Let B be the Bessel bound for the (p, q)-Bessel measure ν. Since pµp0q “
µpGq ą 0, by the uniformly continuous of pµ there is a neighborhood V of point zero

in pG and δ ą 0 with |pµpγq| ě δ, for all γ P V . Moreover, for every ξ P pG we have

yξdµpγq “
ż

G

xy, ξyxy, γydµpyq “
ż

G

xy, γ ´ ξydµpyq “ pµpγ ´ ξq.

This implies that

BµpGq
q
p “ B}ξ}q

Lppµq ě }yξdµ}q
Lqpνq “

ż

pG
|yξdµpγq|qdνpγq

“
ż

pG
|pµpγ ´ ξq|qdνpγq ě

ż

ξ`V

|pµpγ ´ ξq|qdνpγq ě δqνpξ ` V q.

Therefore νpξ ` V q ď BµpGq
q
p {δq for all ξ P pG. Now suppose that K Ď pG is

compact. Then there exist indices 1 ď i ď n such that K Ď ŤNK

i“1pξi ` V q. So we
have

νpKq ď
NKÿ

i“1

νpξi ` V q ď
NKÿ

i“1

BµpGq
q
p

δq
“ BµpGq

q
p

δq
NK “ CK .

Now, if pG is connected, then ν is a σ-compact and so ν is σ-finite. �

The next proposition shows that each finite Borel measure on pG is a (p, q)-Bessel
measure for any finite Borel measure on G.

Proposition 2.2. Let µ and ν be two finite Borel measures on LCA groups G and
pG, respectively. Then ν is a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ.

Proof. Let p1 be the conjugate exponent to p. Then for every f P Lppµq and γ P pG
we have ˇ̌yfdµpγq

ˇ̌q ď }f}q
Lppµq}γ}q

Lp1pµq
“ pµpGqq

q

p1 }f}q
Lppµq.

Thus
››yfdµ

››q
Lqpνq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌yfdµpγq
ˇ̌q
dνpγq ď

ż

pG
pµpGqq

q

p1 }f}q
Lppµqdνpγq

“ νp pGqpµpGqq
q

p1 }f}q
Lppµq.

�
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In the following results, we show that the (p, q)-frame measure property is
preserved under the convolution of the Dirac measures. First, we show that the (p,
q)-frame measure property is preserved under the convolution of the Dirac measures
on G.

Theorem 2.3. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and x P G. Then a Borel

measure ν on pG is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and only if ν is a (p, q)-frame
measure for δx ˚ µ with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for δx ˚ µ with frame bounds A and B.
Then for every f P Lppµq we have
ż

G

|fpy ´ xq|pdpδx ˚ µqpyq “
ż

G

ż

G

|fpy ` z ´ xq|pdδxpyqdµpzq “
ż

G

|fpzq|pdµpzq.

This gives that fp¨ ´ xq P Lppδx ˚ µq and }f}Lppµq “ }fp¨ ´ xq}Lppδx˚µq. On the
other hand,

ˇ̌ {fp¨ ´ xqdpδx ˚ µqpγq
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

fpy ´ xqxy, γydpδx ˚ µqpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

fpy ´ xqxy ´ x, γydpδx ˚ µqpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

ż

G

fpy ` z ´ xqxy ` z ´ x, γydδxpyqdµpzq
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

fpzqxz, γydµpzq
ˇ̌
ˇ “

ˇ̌yfdµpγq
ˇ̌
.

Putting fp¨ ´ xq into the definition of (p, q)-frame measure in the hypothesis, we
obtain that ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ. The converse is similar. �

A similar result shows that the (p, q)-frame measure property is preserved under

the convolution of the Dirac measures on pG.
Theorem 2.4. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and ω P pG. Then a Borel

measure ν on pG is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and only if δω˚ν is a (p, q)-frame
measure for µ with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let δω ˚ ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with frame bounds A and B.

Then for every f P Lppµq and ω, γ P pG we have

{pωfqdµpω ` γq “
ż

G

pωfqpxqxx, ω ` γydµpxq

“
ż

G

|xx, ωy|2fpxqxx, γydµpxq

“ yfdµpγq.
From this we obtainż

pG

ˇ̌ {pωfqdµpγq
ˇ̌q
dpδω ˚ νqpγq “

ż

pG

ż

pG

ˇ̌ {pωfqdµpζ ` γq
ˇ̌q
dδωpζqdνpγq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌ {pωfqdµpω ` γq
ˇ̌q
dνpγq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌yfdµpγq
ˇ̌q
dνpγq.
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Since }ωf}Lppµq “ }f}Lppµq, this implies that ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with
the same frame bounds. The converse is similar. �

As a consequence of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4, we show that the (p, q)-frame measure
property is preserved under the convolution of the Dirac measures. We leave the
proof to interested readers.

Corollary 2.5. Let x P G, ω P pG. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and
only if δω ˚ ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for δx ˚ µ with the same frame bounds.

Theorem 2.6. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ. Then ν ˚ ρ is a (p, q)-frame

measure for µ for all finite Borel measure ρ on pG.
Proof. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with frame bounds A and B. Then

for every f P Lppµq and ω, γ P pG we have

yfdµpω ` γq “
ż

G

fpxqxx, ω ` γydµpxq

“
ż

G

p´ωfqpxqxx, γydµpxq “ {p´ωfqdµpγq.

This gives
››yfdµ

››q
Lqpν˚ρq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌yfdµpγq
ˇ̌q
dpν ˚ ρqpγq

“
ż

pG

ż

pG

ˇ̌yfdµpγ ` ωq
ˇ̌q
dνpγqdρpωq

“
ż

pG

ż

pG

ˇ̌ {p´ωfqdµpγq
ˇ̌q
dνpγqdρpωq

“
ż

pG
} {p´ωfqdµ}q

Lqpνqdρpωq.

Since }p´ωfq}Lppµq “ }f}Lppµq, this implies that ν ˚ ρ is a (p, q)-frame measure for

µ with frame bounds Aρp pGq and Bρp pGq. �

Definition 2.7. Let µ, λ be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G. Then

piq the closed support of µ is the smallest closed set K Ă G such that µ has full
measure (i.e. µpKq “ µpGq). We will denote it by Kµ. Also if ρ “ µ ˚ λ,
then Kρ “ Kµ `Kλ.

piiq A Borel set X Ă G is called a Borel support of µ if X Ă Kµ and µpXq “
µpKµq.

piiiq We say that the pair pµ, λq is a packing pair of measures if

pKµ ´Kµq X pKλ ´Kλq “ t0u,
where Kµ `Kλ is the standard Minkowski sum of two sets.

The following results show that the (p, q)-frame measure property is preserved
with respect to absolutely continuous measures with bounded Radon-Nikodym de-
rivative.

Theorem 2.8. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and let φ be a µ-measurable
function such that 0 ă A ď φpxq ď B ă 8 µ-a.e. on Kµ. Then a Borel measure ν

on pG is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and only if ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for
φdµ.
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Proof. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with frame bounds C and D. Then
for any f P Lppφdµq we have

Aqp1´ 1

p
q}f}q

Lppφdµq ď }φf}q
Lppµq ď Bqp1´ 1

p
q}f}q

Lppφdµq.

This gives that f P Lppφdµq if and only if φf P Lppµq. On the other hand, we
obtain

{fdpφdµqpγq “
ż

G

fpxqxx, γyφpxqdµpxq “ {pφfqdµpγq.

This yields

CAqp1´ 1

p
q}f}q

Lppφdµq ď C}φf}q
Lppµq ď } {pφfqdµ}q

Lqpνq

“ } {fdpφdµq}q
Lqpνq ď D}φf}q

Lppµq ď DBqp1´ 1

p
q}f}q

Lppφdµq.

The opposite direction is obvious. Indeed, if ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for φdµ
with frame bounds C and D, the calculation above implies that ν is a (p, q)-frame

measure for µ with frame bounds CB´qp1´ 1

p
q and DA´qp1´ 1

p
q

�

The following results are a slight variation of Theorem 2.8. We leave the proofs
to interested readers.

Theorem 2.9. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and ν be a Borel measure on
pG. Let ψ is a ν-measurable function such that 0 ă A ď ψpγq ď B ă 8 ν-a.e. on
Kν. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and only if ψdν is a (p, q)-frame
measure for µ.

Corollary 2.10. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and ν be a Borel measure

on pG. Let φ, ψ be two measurable functions on G and pG such that

0 ă A ď φpxq ď B ă 8, and 0 ă C ď ψpγq ď D ă 8,

a.e. on Kµ and Kν , respectively. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ if and
only if ψdν is a (p, q)-frame measure for φdµ.

The following theorem provides the connection between the existence of (p, q)-
frame measure between the measures µ, λ, and the sum µ ` λ. This theorem is a
generalization of [12, Lemma 2.1] to the situation of (p, q)-frame measures. We
will use it later.

Theorem 2.11. Let µ, λ be two finite Borel measures on G and ν be a Borel

measure on pG. Suppose that µpKλq “ 0. If ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ ` λ,
then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ and λ with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ` λ with frame bounds A and B and
µpKλq “ 0. For any f P Lppλq, we may take fpxq “ 0 for all x outside Kλ. Then

ż

G

|fpxq|pdpµ ` λqpxq “
ż

Kλ

|fpxq|pdµpxq `
ż

G

|fpxq|pdλpxq

“
ż

G

|fpxq|pdλpxq
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This gives that f P Lppµ ` λq and }f}Lppµ`λq “ }f}Lppλq. On the other hand, for

every γ P pG we have

{fdpµ ` λqpγq “
ż

G

fpxqxx, γydpµ ` λqpxq

“
ż

Kλ

fpxqxx, γydµpxq `
ż

G

fpxqxx, γydλpxq

“
ż

G

fpxqxx, γydλpxq “ yfdλpγq.

This yields

A}f}q
Lppλq “ A}f}q

Lppµ`λq ď
ż

pG

ˇ̌ {fdpµ` λqpγq
ˇ̌q
dνpγq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌yfdλpγq
ˇ̌q
dνpγq ď B}f}q

Lppµ`λq “ B}f}q
Lppλq.

Furthermore, for any f P Lppµq, we define

gpxq “
"

0 x P Kλ

fpxq x P KµzKλ.

Then we have
ż

G

|gpxq|pdpµ ` λqpxq “
ż

KµzKλ

|fpxq|pdµpxq `
ż

Kλ

|gpxq|pdλpxq

“
ż

KµzKλ

|fpxq|pdµpxq

“
ż

KµzKλ

|fpxq|pdµpxq `
ż

Kλ

|fpxq|pdµpxq

“
ż

G

|fpxq|pdµpxq.

This implies that g P Lppµ ` λq and }g}Lppµ`λq “ }f}Lppµq. Moreover, for every

γ P pG we also have {gdpµ ` λqpγq “ yfdµpγq. Therefore ν is a (p, q)-frame measure
for µ with frame bounds A,B. �

In [?], Dutkay and Lai by considering certain absolute continuity properties of the
measure and its translation recovered the characterization on absolutely continuous
measures with Fourier frames. They proved that if a measure has an associated
frame measure, then it must have a certain uniformity in the sense that the weight
is distributed quite uniformly on its support. In the following, we recover this
characterization for the (p, q)-frame measure situation. We will use the standard
notation µ ! λ to indicate that µ is absolutely continuous with respect to λ and
we use the notation dµ

dλ
for its Radon-Nikodym derivative if λ is σ-finite.

Definition 2.12. Let µ be a Borel measure on LCA group G and let a P G and
E Ă G be a Borel subset. We denote by µ|E the restriction of µ to the set E and
Taµ the translation by a of µ, i.e., for every Borel subset F Ă G

µ|EpF q “ µpE X F q and TaµpF q “ µpF ` aq.
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This means that ż

G

fpxqdTapµ|Eqpxq “
ż

E

fpx´ aqdµpxq,

for all functions f P L1
`
Tapµ|Eq

˘
.

Theorem 2.13. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and ν be a Borel

measure on pG, respectively. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with (p, q)-frame
bounds A,B ą 0. Assume in addition that there exist a set F Ă G with µpF q ą 0

and a P G such that Tapµ|F`aq ! µ. Then
›› dTapµ|F`aq

dµ

››qp1´ 1

p
q

8
ď B

A
.

Proof. Let φ “ dTapµ|F `aq
dµ

and let M “ }φ}8. First, note that restricting µ to a

subset of F , we can assume 1 ď M ă 8. Let f : G Ñ C be a bounded function.
Then we haveż

G

fpxqφpxqdµpxq “
ż

G

fpxqdTapµ|F`aqpxq “
ż

G

fpx´ aqdµ|F`apxq

“
ż

F`a

fpx´ aqdµpxq.

Therefore the values of the functions f and φ can be ignored outside F and so we can
assume f and φ are supported on F . Fix ǫ ą 0. Since M is the essential supremum
of φ, there exists a subset E Ă F with µpEq ą 0 such that M ´ ǫ ď φ ď M on E.
Now take g : G Ñ R by g “ 1

p
?

µpEq
χE . We have }g}Lppµq “ 1 and

}gp¨ ´ aq}p
Lppµq “

ż

G

|gpx´ aq|pdµpxq “
ż

F`a

|gpx´ aq|pdµpxq

“
ż

G

|gpxq|pφpxqdµpxq.

Thus M ´ ǫ ď }gp¨ ´ aq}p
Lppµq ď M . On the other hand, we have

ˇ̌ {gp¨ ´ aqdµpγq
ˇ̌

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

gpx´ aqxx, γydµpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ “

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

gpx´ aqxx´ a, γydµpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ

“
ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

G

gpxqxx, γyφpxqdµpxq
ˇ̌
ˇ “

ˇ̌ {pgφqdµpγq
ˇ̌
.

Then } {gp¨ ´ aqdµ}Lqpνq “ } {pgφqdµ}Lqpνq. We also have

}Mg ´ gφ}p
Lppµq “

ż

G

|Mgpxq ´ gpxqφpxq|pdµpxq

“
ż

G

|φpxq ´M |p|gpxq|pdµpxq ď ǫp}g}p
Lppµq “ ǫp.

Then, using the upper (p, q)-frame bound,

} {pMgqdµ´ {pgφqdµ}Lqpνq “ } {pMg ´ gφqdµ}Lqpνq ď q
?
B}Mg ´ gφ}Lppµq ď q

?
Bǫ.

This implies that

} {pMgqdµ}Lqpνq ´ } {gp¨ ´ aqdµ}Lqpνq “ } {pMgqdµ}Lqpνq ´ } {pgφqdµ}Lqpνq

ď } {pMgqdµ´ {pgφqdµ}Lqpνq ď q
?
Bǫ.
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Finally, we have

q
?
A

q
?
B
M1´ 1

p “
q
?
AM

q
?
B

p
?
M

ď
q
?
A}Mg}Lppµq

q
?
B}gp¨ ´ aq}Lppµq

ď } {pMgqdµ}Lqpνq

} {gp¨ ´ aqdµ}Lqpνq

“ 1 ` } {pMgqdµ}Lqpνq ´ } {gp¨ ´ aqdµ}Lqpνq

} {gp¨ ´ aqdµ}Lqpνq

ď 1 `
q
?
Bǫ

q
?
A}gp¨ ´ aq}Lppµq

ď 1 `
q
?
Bǫ

q
?
A p

?
M ´ ǫ

.

Letting ǫ Ñ 0 we get M qp1´ 1

p
q ď B

A
. �

The next proposition shows that the (p, q)-frame measure property is preserved
under the restriction of measures on G. We leave the proof to interested readers.

Proposition 2.14. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on G and ν be a Borel measure

on pG. Suppose that E Ă G with µpEq ą 0. If ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ,
then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ|E with the same (p, q)-frame bounds.

The following lemma provides the connection between two sets of positive Haar
measure with their translation in G. We will use it later.

Lemma 2.15. Let G be a σ-finite LCA group and let X,Y Ă G be two sets of
positive Haar measure. Then there exists a subset F Ă X of positive Haar measure
and some a P G such that F ` a Ă Y .

Proof. Taking subsets X,Y Ă G with positive Haar measure, we can assume X
and Y are bounded. For each z P G we have

χX ˚ χ´Y pzq “
ż

G

χXptqχ´Y pz ´ tqdλGptq

“
ż

G

χXptqχY `zptqdλGptq

“ λG
`
X X pY ` zq

˘
,

where λG is the Haar measure on G. Apply the Fourier transform on the function
χX ˚ χ´Y , we have {χX ˚ χ´Y “ xχX ¨ zχ´Y ‰ 0. This shows that χX ˚ χ´Y ‰ 0.
Therefore χX ˚ χ´Y paq ‰ 0 for some a P G. So λG

`
X X pY ` aq

˘
ą 0. Let

F “ X X pY ` aq. Then F ´ a Ă Y and this proves the the lemma. �

Let µ be a Borel measure on G. Let f : G Ñ R be a non-negative Borel
measurable function. We define the µ-essential supremum of f as follows:

ess supµpfq “ inf
 
M P r0,8s : f ď M, µ ´ a.e.

(
.

We also define the µ-essential infimum of f as follows:

ess infµpfq “ sup
 
m P r0,8q : f ě m, µ´ a.e.

(
.

The next theorem generalizes a result of Dutkay, Lai [?] to the situation of (p,
q)-frame measure.

Theorem 2.16. Let G be a σ-finite LCA group. Let µ be a finite Borel measure

on G and ν be a Borel measure on pG, respectively. Suppose that µ “ φdλG is an
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absolutely continuous measure with respect to λG, where λG is the Haar measure
on G. If ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with (p, q)-frame bounds A,B ą 0, then

B

A
ě

´ess supµpφq
ess infµpφq

¯qp1´ 1

p
q

.

In particular, if ess supµpφq “ 8 or ess infµpφq “ 0, then there is no (p, q)-frame
measure for µ.

Proof. Let M “ ess suppφq and m “ ess infpφq. Suppose in the first part that
m ą 0 and M ă 8. Fix ǫ ą 0. Then there exist sets of positive Haar measure
X,Y Ă G such that m ď φpxq ď m` ǫ for all x P X , and M ´ ǫ ď φpyq ď M for all
y P Y . By the Lemma 2.15 there exist a set F of positive Haar measure and some
a P G such that for all x P F

m ď φpxq ď m` ǫ, and M ´ ǫ ď φpxq ď M.

Now for every Borel subset E, we have

Tapµ|F`aqpEq “
ż

G

χEpx´ aqdµ|F`apxq

“
ż

G

χF px´ aqχEpx´ aqdµpxq

“
ż

G

χF px´ aqχEpx´ aqφpxqdλGpxq

“
ż

G

χF pxqχEpxqφpx ` aqdλGpxq

“ φp¨ ` aqdλG|F pEq “ φp¨ ` aq
φp¨q dµ|F pEq.

Therefore
›››dTapµ|F`aq

dµ

›››
8

“
›››φpx ` aq

φpxq |F
›››

8
ě M ´ ǫ

m` ǫ
.

By letting ǫ Ñ 0 and using Theorem 2.13 we get

B

A
ě

›››dTapµ|F`aq
dµ

›››
qp1´ 1

p
q

8
ě

´M
m

¯qp1´ 1

p
q

“
´ess supµpφq
ess infµpφq

¯qp1´ 1

p
q

.

Suppose for the second part that M “ 8. Then for any N we can find a subset F
of positive Haar measure such that

N ď ess suppφ|F q ă 8, and 0 ă ess infpφ|F q ď L,

for some fixed L. By the Proposition 2.14, ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for µ|F with
the same (p, q)-frame bounds. Then according to the first part argument we have
B
A

ě
`
N
L

˘qp1´ 1

p
q
. Letting N Ñ 8 we obtain a contradiction. A similar argument

shows that ess infpφq ą 0. �

In [?], Fu and Lai proved that if µ and λ are two finite Borel measures without
atoms and the pair pµ, λq is a packing pair of measures, then µ ˚ λ ` δg ˚ µ does
not admit any frame measure. In the following, we show that these measures also
do not admit any (p, q)-frame measure. First, we collect the main results of the
packing pair of measures from [?].
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Theorem 2.17. [?] Let µ and λ be two finite Borel measures without atoms (i.e.
all points have measure zero) on G and pµ, λq forms a packing pair. Then

piq For any x, y P Kλ and x ‰ y, pKµ ` xq X pKλ ` yq “ H.
piiq For any E Ă Kµ and F Ă Kλ, χE`F px ` yq “ χEpxqχF pyq for all x P Kµ

and y P Kλ.
piiiq Suppose that σ “ µ ˚ λ. Then for any E Ă Kµ and F Ă Kλ,

{χE`Fdσpγq “
` {pχEdµq ˚ pχFdλ

˘
pγq “ {χEdµpγq{χFdλpγq.

In particular, σpE ` F q “ µpEqλpF q.
pivq Suppose that σ “ µ ˚ λ. Then for any g P G, σpKµ ` gq “ 0.

Theorem 2.18. Let µ and λ be two Borel probability measures without atoms on
G and let pµ, λq be a packing pair and σ “ µ ˚ λ. Then for any g P G, the measure
ρg “ σ ` δg ˚ µ does not admit any (p, q)-frame measure.

Proof. We also can assume that 0 P Kλ. In other words, for any open ball V
centered around 0, we have λpV q ą 0. We now show that ρg does not admit any (p,
q)-frame measure. Suppose on the contrary that ρg admits a (p, q)-frame measure
ν with frame bounds A,B. Suppose that tUnunPN is an arbitrary countable local
base at 0 with Un`1 Ă Un and λpU1q ă 8. As λ has no atoms, λpUnq Ñ 0. For
n P N, take Vn “ Kµ ` pUn X Kλq. Then by Vn Ă Kσ we have χVn

P Lppσq.
Furthermore, by Theorem 2.17 we have σpKµ ` gq “ 0. So, as a consequence of
Theorem 2.3 and 2.11, ν is also a (p, q)-frame measure for σ and µ with the same
frame bounds A,B. Therefore, we have

AσpVnq
q
p “ A

´ż

G

|χVn
pxq|pdσpxq

¯ q
p ď

ż

pG

ˇ̌{χVn
dσpγq

ˇ̌q
dνpγq

“
ż

pG

ˇ̌ {χKµ
dµpγq

ˇ̌q ˇ̌{χUn
dλpγq

ˇ̌q
dνpγq

ď
`
λpUnq

˘q ż

pG

ˇ̌ {χKµ
dµpγq

ˇ̌q
dνpγq

ď B
`
λpUnq

˘q´ ż

G

|χKµ
pxq|pdµpxq

¯ q
p “ B

`
λpUnq

˘q
.

Now, by Theorem 2.17 we obtain

σpVnq “ µpKµqλpUn XKλq “ λpUn XKλq “ λpUnq.
This implies that

1
`
λpUnq

˘qp1´ 1

p
q

ď B

A
.(2.1)

Finally, since λpUnq Ñ 0, it follows that the left hand side of (2.1) can be made
arbitrarily large, while the right hand side remains bounded. This is a contradiction.

�

3. Perturbations of (p, q)-frame measures

The purpose of this section is to study the stability of (p, q)-frame measures.
Similar to ordinary frames, (p, q)-frame measures are stable under small perturba-
tions. The following is an important result of the perturbation of operators that
we will use in the studying of the stability of frame measures.
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Proposition 3.1. [?] Let X,Y be two Banach spaces and let U : X Ñ Y be a
linear operator. Assume that there exist constants C,D P r0; 1r such that

}x´ Ux} ď C}x} `D}Ux}, @x P X.
Then U is invertible and

1 ´ C

1 `D
}x} ď }Ux} ď 1 ` C

1 ´D
}x}, 1 ´D

1 ` C
}x} ď }U´1x} ď 1 `D

1 ´ C
}x}, @x P X.

We start with the definition of a synthesis operator for a (p, q)-Bessel measure.
To show that the inverse Fourier transform appearing in this formula is well-defined,
we need the next proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 ă p, q ă 8 and let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA

group G and ν be a Borel measure on pG. Suppose that ν is a (p, q)-Bessel measure

for µ. Then for each ϕ P Lq1 pνq, the mapping x ÞÑ }ϕdνpxq is a well-defined from G

to C and }ϕdν P Lp1 pµq, where p1, q1 are the conjugate exponents for p, q, respectively.

Proof. Assume that ν is a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ with Bessel bound B. Define
the operator

U : Lppµq Ñ Lqpνq, Upfq “ yfdµ, @f P Lppµq.

Then U is a linear bounded operator with }U} ď q
?
B, so the adjoint operator

U˚ : Lq1 pνq Ñ Lp1 pµq,

is also a linear bounded operator with }U˚} ď q
?
B. In order to find the expression

for U˚ let ϕ P Lq1 pνq and f P Lppµq. Then by the Fubini’s theorem we have

U˚pϕqpfq “
ż

pG
yfdµpγqϕpγqdνpγq

“
ż

pG

ż

G

ϕpγqfpxqxx, γydµpxqdνpγq

“
ż

G

fpxq
ż

pG
ϕpγqxx, γydνpγqdµpxq

“
ż

G

fpxq}ϕdνpxqdµpxq.

Thus

}}ϕdν}Lp1 pµq “ }U˚pϕq}Lp1 pµq ď q
?
B}ϕ}Lq1 pνq.

�

Corollary 3.3. Assume the conditions of Proposition 3.2. Then

xyfdµ, ϕy “ xf, }ϕdνy, @f P Lppµq, ϕ P Lq1 pνq,

where q1 is the conjugate exponent to q.

Definition 3.4. Let ν be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ. The analysis operator for
µ and ν is defined by

Uµ,ν : Lppµq Ñ Lqpνq, Uµ,νpfq “ yfdµ @f P Lppµq.



16 A. TAHMASEBI BIRGAN AND M. S. ASGARI

Definition 3.5. Let ν be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ. The synthesis operator
for µ and ν is defined by

Tµ,ν : Lq1 pνq Ñ Lp1 pµq, Tµ,νpϕq “ }ϕdν @ϕ P Lq1 pνq,
where p1, q1 are the conjugate exponents for p, q, respectively.

The following results will provide us with concrete formulas for the (p, q)-
Bessel/frame measure operators.

Corollary 3.6. Let ν be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for µ. Then U˚
µ,ν “ Tµ,ν .

Corollary 3.7. • Let ν be a frame measure for µ with frame bounds A and B.
Then the operator Tµ,νT

˚
µ,ν is invertible and

A IdL2pµq ď Tµ,νT
˚
µ,ν ď B IdL2pµq.

First, we derive the following result about the stability of frame measures under

small perturbations of the associated Borel measures on pG.
Theorem 3.8. Let µ be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and ν, ρ be two

Borel measures on pG, respectively. Let ν be a frame measure for µ with frame
bounds A and B and S : L2pρq Ñ L2pνq be a bounded invertible operator. Choose
C,D,M ě 0 such that max

 
C ` M?

A}S´1}´1
, D

(
ă 1. Further, let

(3.1) } Spϕqdν ´ }ϕdρ}L2pµq ď C} Spϕqdν}L2pµq `D}}ϕdρ}L2pµq `M}ϕ}L2pρq,

for all ϕ P L2pρq. Then ρ is a frame measure for µ with frame bounds

A}S´1}´2
´
1 ´

C `D ` M?
A}S´1}´1

1 `D

¯2

and B}S}2
´
1 `

C `D ` M?
B}S}

1 ´D

¯2

.

Proof. We first prove the upper frame bound. For each ϕ P L2pρq, we obtain

}}ϕdρ}L2pµq ď } Spϕqdν ´ }ϕdρ}L2pµq ` } Spϕqdν}L2pµq

ď p1 ` Cq} Spϕqdν}L2pµq `D}}ϕdρ}L2pµq `M}ϕ}L2pρq.

So

}}ϕdρ}L2pµq ď 1 ` C

1 ´D
} Spϕqdν}L2pµq ` M

1 ´D
}ϕ}L2pρq.

Since ν is a frame measure for µ, so the synthesis operator Tµ,ν is bounded and

}Tµ,ν} ď
?
B. Let Tµ,ρ : L2pρq Ñ L2pµq be the synthesis operator for µ and ρ.

Then we have

}Tµ,ρpϕq}L2pµq ď 1 ` C

1 ´D
}Tµ,νSpϕq}L2pµq ` M

1 ´D
}ϕ}L2pρq

ď p1 ` Cq
?
B}S} `M

1 ´D
}ϕ}L2pρq.

Hence

}Tµ,ρpϕq}2L2pµq ď B}S}2
´
1 `

C `D ` M?
B}S}

1 ´D

¯2

}ϕ}2L2pρq.

This estimate shows that ρ is a Bessel measure for µ with the upper bound

B}S}2
´
1 `

C `D ` M?
B}S}

1 ´D

¯2

.
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In order to show the lower frame bound of ρ. Since ν is a frame measure for µ, the
operator Tµ,νT

˚
µ,ν is invertible and }pTµ,νT ˚

µ,νq´1} ď 1
A
. If we define the operator

V : L2pµq Ñ L2pνq by V pfq “ T ˚
µ,νpTµ,νT ˚

µ,νq´1pfq, then }V } ď 1?
A
. Now take

ϕ “ S´1V pfq P L2pρq. Then by (3.1) we have

}f ´ Tµ,ρS
´1V pfq}L2pµq “ }Tµ,νSpϕq ´ Tµ,ρpϕq}L2pµq

ď C}f}L2pµq `D}Tµ,ρS´1V pfq}L2pµq `M}S´1V pfq}L2pρq

ď
`
C ` M?

A}S´1}´1

˘
}f}L2pµq `D}Tµ,ρS´1V pfq}L2pµq.

By Proposition 3.1, the operator Tµ,ρS
´1V is invertible and

}pTµ,ρS´1V q´1} ď 1 `D

1 ´
`
C ` M?

A}S´1}´1

˘ .

Finally, for each f P L2pµq we have

}f}4L2pµq “ |xf, fyL2pµq|2 “ |xTµ,ρS´1V pTµ,ρS´1V q´1pfq, fyL2pµq|2

“ |xS´1V pTµ,ρS´1V q´1pfq, yfdµyL2pρq|2

ď }S´1}2
A

}pTµ,ρS´1V q´1pfq}2L2pρq}yfdµ}2L2pρq

ď }S´1}2
A

´ 1 `D

1 ´
`
C ` M?

A}S´1}´1

˘
¯2

}f}2L2pµq}yfdµ}2L2pρq.

Dividing both sides of this inequality by }S´1}2

A

´
1`D

1´
`
C` M?

A}S´1}´1

˘
¯2

completes the

proof. �

The following theorem is about the stability of measures under small perturba-
tions which have a (p, q)-frame measure.

Theorem 3.9. Let µ, λ be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G and ν be a

Borel measure on pG, respectively. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ with frame
bounds A,B, and S : Lppλq Ñ Lppµq be a bounded invertible operator. Choose
C,D,M ě 0 such that max

 
C ` M?

A}S´1}´1
, D

(
ă 1. Further, let

(3.2) } {Spfqdµ ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ď C} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq `D}yfdλ}Lqpνq `M}f}Lppλq,

for all f P Lppλq. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for λ with frame bounds

A}S´1}´q
´
1 ´

C `D ` M
q
?
A}S´1}´1

1 `D

¯q

and B}S}q
´
1 `

C `D ` M
q
?
B}S}

1 ´D

¯q

.

Proof. We first prove the upper frame bound. For each f P Lppλq, we obtain

}yfdλ}Lqpνq ď } {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ` } {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq

ď p1 ` Cq} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq `D}yfdλ}Lqpνq `M}f}Lppλq.
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Hence

}yfdλ}Lqpνq ď 1 ` C

1 ´D
} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ` M

1 ´D
}f}Lppλq

ď 1 ` C

1 ´D

q
?
B}S}}f}Lppλq ` M

1 ´D
}f}Lppλq

“ p1 ` Cq q
?
B}S} `M

1 ´D
}f}Lppλq.

So

}yfdλ}q
Lqpνq ď B}S}q

´
1 `

C `D ` M
q
?
B}S}

1 ´D

¯q

}f}q
Lppλq.

To prove the lower frame bound, we compute

}yfdλ}Lqpνq ě } {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ´ } {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq

ě p1 ´ Cq} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ´D}yfdλ}Lqpνq ´M}f}Lppλq.

Hence

p1 `Dq}yfdλ}Lqpνq ě p1 ´ Cq} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ´M}f}Lppλq

ě p1 ´ Cq q
?
A}Spfq}Lppµq ´M}f}Lppλq

ě
`
p1 ´ Cq q

?
A}S´1}´1 ´M

˘
}f}Lppλq.

Therefore

}yfdλ}q
Lqpνq ě

´ p1 ´ Cq q
?
A}S´1}´1 ´M

1 `D

¯q

}f}q
Lppλq

ě A}S´1}´q
´1 ´ C ´ M

q
?
A}S´1}´1

1 `D

¯q

}f}q
Lppλq

ě A}S´1}´q
´
1 ´

C `D ` M
q
?
A}S´1}´1

1 `D

¯q

}f}q
Lppλq.

�

As a consequence of Theorem 3.9, we have the following result.

Corollary 3.10. Let µ, λ be two finite Borel measures on G and let ν be a (p,
q)-frame measure for µ with frame bounds A,B. Suppose that S : Lppλq Ñ Lppµq
is a bounded invertible operator. Choose C,D,M ě 0 such that maxtC,D,Mu ă 1.
Further, let

} {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}2Lqpνq ď C} {Spfqdµ}2Lqpνq ` 2D} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq}yfdλ}Lqpνq

`M}yfdλ}2Lqpνq,

for all f P Lppλq. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for λ with frame bounds

A}S´1}´q
´1 ´ ?

η

1 ` ?
η

¯q

and B}S}q
´1 ` ?

η

1 ´ ?
η

¯q

.

Proof. This claim follows immediately from the fact that for each f P Lppλq and
η “ maxtC,D,Mu we have

} {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ď ?
η
`
} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ` }yfdλ}Lqpνq

˘
.

Now the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.9. �
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Theorem 3.11. Let µ, λ be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G and let ν
be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ. Suppose that S : Lppλq Ñ Lppµq is a bounded
invertible operator. Then ν is a (p, q)-frame measure for λ if and only if there
exists a constant M ą 1 such that

(3.3) } {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ď M min
 

} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq, }yfdλ}Lqpνq

(
, @f P Lppλq.

Proof. Let ν be a (p, q)-frame measure for µ and λ with frame bounds A,B and
C,D, respectively. Then by the (p, q)-frame measure inequalities we have

} {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ď
´
1 `

q
?
D}S´1}

q
?
A

¯
} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq.

Similarly, we obtain

} {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ď
´
1 `

q
?
B}S}
q
?
C

¯
}yfdλ}Lqpνq.

Choosing M “ 1`max
!

q
?
D}S´1}

q
?
A

,
q
?
B}S}
q
?
C

)
, completes the proof. For the converse,

suppose that A,B are the frame bounds for (p, q)-frame measure ν for µ. Then for
each f P Lppλq we have

q
?
A}S´1}´1}f}Lppλq ď q

?
A}Spfq}Lppµq ď } {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq

ď } {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ` }yfdλ}Lqpνq

ď p1 `Mq}yfdλ}Lqpνq

ď p1 `Mq
´

} {Spfqdµ´ yfdλ}Lqpνq ` } {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq

¯

ď p1 `Mq2} {Spfqdµ}Lqpνq ď q
?
Bp1 `Mq2}Spfq}Lppµq

ď q
?
Bp1 `Mq2}S}}f}Lppλq.

Thus
q
?
A}S´1}´1

1 `M
}f}Lppλq ď }yfdλ}Lqpνq ď q

?
Bp1 `Mq}S}}f}Lppλq.

�
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[16] K. Gröchenig, Describing functions: atomic decompositions versus frames, Monatsh. Math.,

112 (1991) 1–42.
[17] X. G. He, C. K. Lai, K. S. Lau, Exponential spectra in L2pµq, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal.

34 (3) (2013) 327–338.
[18] P. Jorgensen, S. Pedersen, Dense analytic subspaces in fractal L2 spaces., J. Anal. Math., 75

(1998), 185–228.
[19] I. Laba, Y. Wang, Some properties of spectral measures, Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 20

(1) (2006) 149–157.
[20] C. K. Lai, On Fourier frame of absolutely continuous measures, J. Funct. Anal., 261 (10)

(2011) 2877–2889.
[21] N. Lev, Fourier frames for singular measures and pure type phenomena, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc., 146 (7) (2018) 2883–2896
[22] S. Nitzan, A. Olevskii, A. Ulanovskii, Exponential frames on unbounded sets, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 144 (1) (2016) 109–118.
[23] S. Mallat, A Wavelet Tour of Signal Processing, Academic Press, New York 1998.
[24] A. W. Marcus, D. A. Spielman, N. Srivastava, Interlacing families II: Mixed characteristic

polynomials and the Kadison-Singer problem, Ann. of Math. (2) 182 (1) (2015) 327–350.
[25] W. Rudin, Fourier Analysis on Groups, John Wiley, New York 1990.
[26] R. S. Strichartz, Mock Fourier series and transforms associated with certain Cantor mea-

sures, J. Anal. Math., 81 (2000) 209–238.
[27] R. M. Young, An introduction to nonharmonic Fourier series, 1st ed., Academic Press, Inc.,

San Diego, CA, 2001.

1Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Central Tehran Branch, Islamic

Azad University, Tehran, Iran.
Email address: tahmasebi 22@yahoo.com

2Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Central Tehran Branch, Islamic
Azad University, Tehran, Iran.

Email address: msasgari@yahoo.com ; moh.asgari@iauctb.ac.ir


	1. (p, q)-Frame measures on LCA groups
	2. Characterization and Construction of (p, q)-frame measures
	3. Perturbations of (p, q)-frame measures
	References

