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(P, Q-FRAME MEASURES ON LCA GROUPS:
PERTURBATIONS AND CONSTRUCTION

TABDOLREZA 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 p and A without atoms whose supports form a
packing pair, then p % A + d4 % o 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 p be a positive and finite Borel measure on R? and let e,, denote the expo-
nential function e, (z) = e?™“® (w,z € RY). We say that p is a frame-spectral
measure if there exists a countable set  — R? such that a system of exponential
functions E(Q) = {e, }weq forms a Fourier frame for L?(p). If such Q exists, then
it is called a frame spectrum of y. We say that p is a spectral measure and 2 is
a spectrum for p if the system E() forms an orthonormal basis for L?(u). The
existence of a frame-spectral measure u for R with frame spectrum € allows one
to decompose in a stable way (but generally non-unique) any function f from the
space L?(u) in a Fourier series f = > cwe, With frequencies belonging to 2 (see
27]).

One of the basic questions in frame theory is to classify when a measure p is
spectral or frame-spectral. The origin of this question goes back to Fuglede in 1974
[12], by investigating which subsets of R? 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 {e,, }.,cq forms a Fourier frame for L?(u1), then v =

we2
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D weq 0w is a frame measure of p. 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] 2T, 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 RY, there is an increasing interest in the study of these theories in the
context of general locally compact abelian (LCA) groups (for example see [11 [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 R%. 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 Z¢, T¢ and Z,. 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 [4 111 25]).

In this paper, we develop the theory of frame measures to the Banach spaces
L? 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 G. The value of the
character ~y € G at the point z € G is written by {(x,~v). A character is a function
v : G — T, where T is the complex numbers whose absolute value is 1 such that
for all x,y € G:

(i) [z, v)| = 1.
(i) {x +y,7) = {2, 7){Y,7)

As the name would suggest, endowed with the weak* topology and group operation
pointwise multiplication, G is a LCA group. The character v of the group G is
called trivial if for every € G, we have {x,~v) = 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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ie. (0,7) =1. We also have

a7z, = Kaopl? = 1.

Thus
<Ia7> = m = <:E7FY>_1 = <$7 77> = <7$77>'

It follows that if v € G then S G. 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,

Unp=1{€8: 6, =¥/ 0<k<n—1}.

U, is a cyclic subgroup of C* with generator &, = e2™"/" 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 \g
by §. f(x)d\g(z). As with other measure and topological spaces, we can define
the usual function spaces: LP(G) (1 < p < o), in the following way

LP(G) = {f : G — C: fis measurable andJG |f(@)|PdAg(z) < oo}.

If G is a second countable LCA group, LP(G) 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 (1 < p,q < o0) on LCA groups, and we investigate some general results
concerning (p, q)-frame measures.

Definition 1.1. Let u, v be two Borel measures on LCA groups G and @, respec-
tively. Then
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(i) the Fourier transform of a function f € L'(u) with respect to u is defined
by

(11)  fap:G—C,  Fau(y) = Lf(wxw—,wdu(x), ]

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

(1.2) i) = | Gdduta), vy eG.
(i) the inverse Fourier transform of a function ¢ € L!(v) with respect to v is
given by
(13) ¢l :G—C, i) = fé ()@, dv(), Ve G,

Remark 1.2. Note that the Fourier-Stieltjes transform of a finite Borel measure p
on LCA group G is a bounded and uniformly continuous function on G.

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

Definition 1.3. Let 1 < p,q < 0. Let p be a finite Borel measure on LCA group
G and v be a Borel measure on G, respectively. Then the measure v is called a (p,
q)-frame measure for p if there exist constants 0 < A < B < o such that

(1.4) Alf1Sy 0 < IFdpltay < BIfI%0gy:  YF € LP():

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

Example 1.4. Let z, € G, k = 1,--- ,n, and let Q < G be a countable subset.
Suppose that {c,}uen is a sequence of positive real numbers such that 0 < A <
Dwen Cw < B < . Then the measure v = ] _, c,6, is a (p, q)-frame measure
for g = 9§z, * -+ # 6, with frame bounds A, B, where §, 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 A\g, A5 be the Haar measures on LCA groups G and CA?, re-
spectively. Suppose 1 < p < 2 and p~! + ¢! = 1. Then by the Hausdorff-Young
Inequality [?], Az is a (p, q)-Bessel measure for A\g.

Example 1.6. Let A\g, A\ be the Haar measures on LCA groups G' and CAv', respec-
tively. Suppose that F = G is a set with positive and finite Haar measure, and also
assume that ¢ € Ll(é) satisfies that 0 < A < p(v) < B < o a.e., on G. Define
dp = xgdAg and dv = @dA5. Then v is a frame measure for y with frame bounds

A, B. Indeed, for every f € L?(u) we have

f (@) Pdu(z) = f X (@) f (@)PdAg (x) = j (xef)(@)2dAc ().
G G G
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This gives that xpf € L*(G) and ||f] z2(,) = [x&f|12(G).- On the other hand, for

every v € G we obtain

Fau(y) = wamdu(x) - L e@) f@) DA (@) = (e l) ().

Now by the Plancherel theorem we observe that

—

Al flZ20 = Alxefl72c) = Al (XEf)Hiz(é)

< fé oD PdAg () = [ Fapla,

< BH(XEf)Hiz(@) = Blxefl?2@) = Blfl720.-

Remark 1.7. Let 1 < p,q < 0. Let p be a finite Borel measure on LCA group
G. Then the family of (p, q)-Bessel measures for p is never empty. Let Q < G be
a countable subset and {c,}.eq is a sequence of positive real numbers such that
Dweq Cw < B/p(G). Then the measure v = Y, _ ¢l is a (p, q)-Bessel measure
for p with Bessel bound B. Indeed, for every f € LP(u), we have

| mant) = 3 e [ 1) Pas.0) = 3 el faute

we we

< Z Cw“f”%p(#)/‘(G) S BHquLp(#)'

we

Definition 1.8. Let 1 < p,q < o and let i be a finite Borel measure on LCA group
G. Then p is called a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure if there exists a countable
set Q < G such that Q is a g-frame for LP(u), i.e., there exist two constants
0 < A < B < o such that

(1.5) Alf1S < D Fdu@)? < BIf%,,  YFeLP(u).
we

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

Remark 1.9. In general, if p is a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure with (p, q)-frame-
spectrum €2, then v =, _ 0, is a (p, q)-frame measure for p. Indeed, if A, B are
the frame bounds for g-frame . Then for every f € LP(u) we have

AUl < 5 AU = [ 1Fa)Ide() < Bl1Gs,
we

Conversely, if v is purely atomic and is a (p, q)-frame measure for finite Borel
measure y, i.e. there exists a countable subset (2 € G such that v = ZWEQ Ce0u

1
and ¢, > 0, then the set A = {cf,w D wE Q} is a g-frame for L?(u). Indeed, for
each f € LP(u) we have

S Fdu()| = 3 | Fdu(edw)|” = f | Fdpn)|%dv(y) = |Fdpl -
yeA weN G

This shows that p is a (p, q)-frame-spectral measure with (p, q)-frame-spectrum
A.
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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 G is connected, then
any (p, q)-Bessel measure is o-finite. Indeed, we can generalize Proposition 2.1 of
[?] to the situation of (p, q)-Bessel measures.

Proposition 2.1. Let u be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and v be a
Borel measure on CA?, respectively. Let v be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for u. Then
for any compact subset K < CA?, there exists a constant Cx such that v(K) < Ck.
Consequently, zf@ is connected, then v is o-finite.

Proof. Let B be the Bessel bound for the (p, q)-Bessel measure v. Since [i(0) =
1(G) > 0, by the uniformly continuous of fi there is a neighborhood V' of point zero
in G and § > 0 with |Z(y)| = 6, for all v € V. Moreover, for every £ € G we have

Edp(y) = L<y, &5 5dp(y) = L T — Eyduy) = Aly — ©).
This implies that

Bu(G)¥ = Bl¢|%, . = 1€dul2, ., = | |€du(y)|4dv(y)
(1) COT

= [ 16— opave) = [ty - ol > s1ie + V)
G eV

Therefore v(¢ + V) < Bu(G)7 /89 for all ¢ € G. Now suppose that K = @ is
compact. Then there exist indices 1 < i < n such that K < Uf\g (& + V). So we
have

Ng Nk q a
Bu(G)» _ Bu(G)»
V(K)ggV(fri‘V)é; 5T = g4 Nk = Ck.
Now, if G is connected, then v is a o-compact and so v is o-finite. [l

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

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

Proof. Let p’ be the conjugate exponent to p. Then for every f € LP(u) and 7 € G
we have

TN < 171 1% = ()P 1L
Thus

Iy = [ 1T "dr0) < | @ 11 p2)

= (GG | £,



(P, Q)-FRAME MEASURES ON LCA GROUPS 7

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 u be a finite Borel measure on G and x € G. Then a Borel
measure v on G is a (p, q)-frame measure for p if and only if v is a (p, q)-frame
measure for §, * p with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for 0, * p with frame bounds A and B.
Then for every f € LP(u) we have

| ta=oras. e = [ | 1w+ z-orawine - | IfePue)

This gives that f(- —x) € LP(0, * ) and ||f|zo(u) = [f(- — 2)llLr(5,%u)- On the
other hand,

6= 2G| = | |ty =), = o)
= L fly = 2){y — 2,7)d(8, = u)(y)’

_ f f Fly+ == )y 2 = 2758 (4)du(z)|
= Jf )z ydu(2)| = |fdp()].

Putting f(- — «) into the definition of (p, q)-frame measure in the hypothesis, we
obtain that v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p. The converse is similar. O

A similar result shows that the (p, q)-frame measure property is preserved under
the convolution of the Dirac measures on G.

Theorem 2.4. Let p be a finite Borel measure on G and w € G. Then a Borel
measure v on G is a (p, q)-frame measure for p if and only if o, *v is a (p, q)-frame
measure for p with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let §, = v be a (p, q)-frame measure for g with frame bounds A and B.
Then for every f € LP(u) and w,vy € G we have

—

@h (e +7) = L(wf)(x)<w ()

N L [, )| f (@) (v dpa()
= fdu(v).

From this we obtain

j @ Dau)|"d (6 * 1) () = j ) f @DU(C + )| dsu () du()
G GJG
- jé @ + )| dv()

- j | Fda) | dv()
G
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Since |wfllLr(uy = [flLr (), this implies that v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p with
the same frame bounds. The converse is similar. O

As a consequence of Theorems2.3land 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. Letx € G, w e G. Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for u if and
only if 0, * v is a (p, q)-frame measure for 0, = pu with the same frame bounds.

Theorem 2.6. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for u. Then vsp is a (p, q)-frame
measure for u for all finite Borel measure p on G.

Proof. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for p with frame bounds A and B. Then
for every f € LP(u) and w,~y € G we have

Fau(w + ) = L f (@) @w T 7du(z)

- L(M(@Wdu(x) — (Cadu(y).
This gives

a2y = | A"l )
- ﬁ J | Fdp(y + w)[*dv(v)dp(w)
G JG
= [ | ICwRaut) M avdete)
G JG

— | 1L dote)

Since [(=wf)|zr(uw) = | flzr(u), this implies that v p is a (p, q)-frame measure for

~ ~

u with frame bounds Ap(G) and Bp(G). O

Definition 2.7. Let u, A be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G. Then
() the closed support of p is the smallest closed set K < G such that p has full

measure (i.e. u(K) = pu(G)). We will denote it by K. Also if p = pu = A,
then K, = K, + K.

(#4) A Borel set X < G is called a Borel support of p if X < K, and p(X) =
(E ).

(731) We say that the pair (p, \) is a packing pair of measures if

(K — Kpu) n (Kx = Ky) = {0},

where K, + K 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 u be a finite Borel measure on G and let ¢ be a p-measurable
function such that 0 < A < ¢(z) < B < 0 p-a.e. on K,. Then a Borel measure v

on G is a (p, q)-frame measure for p if and only if v is a (p, q)-frame measure for

ody.
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Proof. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for y with frame bounds C' and D. Then
for any f € LP(¢du) we have

_1 1
AP, < 1018 < BIODIAL, -

This gives that f € LP(¢dp) if and only if ¢f € LP(u). On the other hand, we
obtain

—

fd(@dp) (4 j £ (@) 56(@)du(z) = (@F)du().
This yields

CAM D11,y < ClOF 180 < 1(@S)dpl%
Hfd(¢d/‘)”Lq ) S DH¢fH%p( < DBq(li_ HfHprd#

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

measure for p with frame bounds CB~10=3) and DA% O

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

Theorem 2.9. Let i be a finite Borel measure on G and v be a Borel measure on
G. Let ¥ is a v-measurable function such that 0 < A < ¢¥(y) < B < w0 v-a.e. on
K,. Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for u if and only if dv is a (p, q)-frame
measure for p.

Corollary 2.10. Let u be a finite Borel measure on G and v be a Borel measure
on G. Let ¢, be two measurable functions on G and G such that

0<A<¢(x)<B<w, and 0<C<yP(y)<D<ow,

a.e. on K, and K, respectively. Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p if and
only if Wdv is a (p, q)-frame measure for ¢dpu.

The following theorem provides the connection between the existence of (p, q)-
frame measure between the measures p, A, and the sum g + A. 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 p, A be two finite Borel measures on G and v be a Borel
measure on G. Suppose that p(Ky) = 0. If v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p+ A,
then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p and \ with the same frame bounds.

Proof. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for g + A with frame bounds A and B and
u(Ky) = 0. For any f € LP(\), we may take f(x) = 0 for all x outside K. Then

Jlf NPd(p + N)(x) = J |f (2)[Pdu(z f|f )P (z

f @A
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This gives that f e LP(u+ A) and | f|rousn) = [flrn)- On the other hand, for

every y € G we have
fﬂu+Mmo:ffu%Z%au+Mu>
— | @) dn(e ff Y ydA(x)

_ L F (@), PydA(@) = FaA().

This yields
AUy = Alflpgny < |17l MO

=Luwwwwm<3umwm=mem

Furthermore, for any f € LP(u), we define

0 re K
9(””)‘{ f(z) xEKi\K,\.

Then we have

[ 1o+ e = [

K \Kx

=j (@) Pdpu()

K;L\KA

[ @Pdu) + [ I @Pdutz)
K;L\KA K

=JU@WM@
G

This implies that g € LP(u + A) and |g]zr(usn) = | fllor(u). Moreover, for every

|f<xnpdu<x>4—J;,|g<xnpdA<x>

~ € G we also have gdm)\) (v) = fdu(y). Therefore v is a (p, q)-frame measure
for p with frame bounds A, B. O

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 p « A to mdlcate that p is absolutely continuous with respect to A and
we use the notation d L for its Radon-Nikodym derivative if A is o-finite.

Definition 2.12. Let p be a Borel measure on LCA group G and let a € G and
E < G be a Borel subset. We denote by u|g the restriction of p to the set E and
T, the translation by a of u, i.e., for every Borel subset F' < G

plp(F)=w(EnF) and T,u(F)=u(F +a).
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This means that
Jf )T, (] ) ff:o—adu()

for all functions f € L' (T,(u|g)).

Theorem 2.13. Let i be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and v be a Borel
measure on G, respectively. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for p with (p, q)-frame
bounds A, B > 0. Assume in addition that there exist a set F' < G with u(F) >0

and a € G such that Ty (p|pia) < p. Then HMHQ(P_) <Z

Proof. Let ¢ = %}‘f“) and let M = ||¢| . First, note that restricting p to a
subset of F', we can assume 1 < M < o. Let f: G — C be a bounded function.
Then we have

f fa f F@AT (i 40) (@ f f(@ - a)dulpsa(z)
_ LM Flz — a)du(x).

Therefore the values of the functions f and ¢ can be ignored outside F' and so we can
assume f and ¢ are supported on F. Fix ¢ > 0. Since M is the essential supremum
of ¢, there exists a subset E < F with g(E) > 0 such that M —e < ¢ < M on E.
Now take g: G — R by g = WXE We have | g rr(,) = 1 and

lot = )y = | lote—a)lPdute) = | lote - )P dute)
- [ o@Poaau).
G

Thus M —e < |g(- — )H]Zp(#) < M. On the other hand, we have
o= ()] =| | ate— Tt = || gte —fT=amnt
-| | s@TEDownto)] - [a9)dut)

Then |g(-— @)djul o) = | (G9)dH] 1a(r). We also have
IMg - g9l j Mg(z) — 9(2)d(@)Pdu(z)

= | 106 - MPlgta)Pdu(e) < Pl = <
G
Then, using the upper (p, q)-frame bound,
|(Mg)dp — (99)dp| pac) = (Mg — 9)dul pa) < VB|Mg — 9o 1r(uy < VBe.
This implies that
|(Mg)dpl o) — l9(— a)dpl Loy = |(Mg)dpl Lagy — | (90)dul ooy
(Mg)dp (géf’)dMHLq(u) < V/Be.

<|
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Finally, we have

3

[V YAM _ VAIMg| Lo - _Mg)dulrae)
VB YBYM ~ VBlg( =0l g — a)dp] zac)
(Mg)dp| Loy — |g(- — a)dp] Loy

lg(- — a)duHLq(,,)
<1+ VBe <1+ VBe

VAlg(- = a)ll e VAL/M — €

Letting ¢ — 0 we get M7 73) < 5 O

]

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 i1 be a finite Borel measure on G and v be a Borel measure
on G. Suppose that E < G with u(E) > 0. If v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p,
then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for p|g 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 o-finite LCA group and let X, Y < G be two sets of
positive Haar measure. Then there exists a subset F' < X of positive Haar measure
and some a € G such that F +acC Y.

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

Xx * Xy (2) = L xx (Ox—y (= — e (1)

- L Xx Oy s (OdAG (2)
=X(X n (Y +2)),

where \g is the Haar measure on G. Apply the Fourier transform on the function
XX * X_vy, we have xx * X_y = Xx - X_vy # 0. This shows that yx = x_y # 0.
Therefore xx * x—y(a) # 0 for some a € G. So A\g(X n (Y +a)) > 0. Let
F=Xn(Y+a) Then F —acY and this proves the the lemma. 0

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

ess sup,, (f) = inf {Me[0,00]: f<M, p—ael.
We also define the p-essential infimum of f as follows:
ess inf,(f) =sup{me[0,00): f=m, p—ae.}.

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

Theorem 2.16. Let G be a o-finite LCA group. Let u be a finite Borel measure
on G and v be a Borel measure on G, respectively. Suppose that p = ¢dAg is an
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absolutely continuous measure with respect to A\g, where Ag is the Haar measure
on G. Ifv is a (p, q)-frame measure for p with (p, q)-frame bounds A, B > 0, then

B . <ess supu(qﬁ))q(l—;)
A ess inf, (¢)

In particular, if ess sup,(¢) = oo or ess inf,(¢) = 0, then there is no (p, q)-frame
measure for .

Proof. Let M = ess sup(¢) and m = essinf(¢). Suppose in the first part that
m > 0 and M < . Fix € > 0. Then there exist sets of positive Haar measure
X,Y € Gsuch that m < ¢(x) < m+eforallze X, and M —e < ¢(y) < M for all
y € Y. By the Lemma 2.T5] there exist a set F' of positive Haar measure and some
a € G such that for all z € F

m<@p(z) <Km+e, and M—e<o(r) <M.

Now for every Borel subset E, we have

To(il40)(E) = L X (@ — a)dulpya(2)

= J Xr(x —a)xe(x — a)du(x)
G

= | xr(@)xe(@)o(r + a)drg(z)

G
_ 6(- + a)dAg|m(E) ‘b(%:)“) dul ().
Therefore
|Feltlesal] 2] > 2

By letting € — 0 and using Theorem 2.13] we get
B - H AT, (plFiq) [90—3) - (%)‘Z(l_%) _ <ess supu(gb))Q(l—%)
AT du “\m ess inf, (¢)
Suppose for the second part that M = co. Then for any N we can find a subset F'
of positive Haar measure such that

0

N <esssup(¢|p) <o, and 0 <essinf(d|r) <L,

for some fixed L. By the Proposition 2T4] v is a (p, q)-frame measure for u|p with
the same (p, q)-frame bounds. Then according to the first part argument we have

1
% = (%)q(l 2 Letting N — o0 we obtain a contradiction. A similar argument
shows that ess inf(¢) > 0. O

In [?], Fu and Lai proved that if 4 and A are two finite Borel measures without
atoms and the pair (p, A) is a packing pair of measures, then p# A + 0, * p 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 o and A be two finite Borel measures without atoms (i.e.
all points have measure zero) on G and (u, \) forms a packing pair. Then
(i) For any z,ye€ Ky andx #y, (K, +2z)n (Kx+y) = J.
(i3) For any E < K, and F < K, xg+r(z +Yy) = xp(@)xr(y) for alz € K,
and y € K.
(194) Suppose that o = = A. Then for any E c K, and F < K},

Xe1rdo(y) = (xedp) = (xrd)) (7) = Xedn(y)XrdA(Y)-

In particular, o(E + F) = p(E)\(F).
(tv) Suppose that o = = X. Then for any g € G, o(K, +g) =0.

Theorem 2.18. Let o and X\ be two Borel probability measures without atoms on
G and let (1, A) be a packing pair and o = p+ X. Then for any g € G, the measure
pg = 0 + dg * pu does not admit any (p, g)-frame measure.

Proof. We also can assume that 0 € K. In other words, for any open ball V
centered around 0, we have A(V') > 0. We now show that p, does not admit any (p,
q)-frame measure. Suppose on the contrary that p, admits a (p, q)-frame measure
v with frame bounds A, B. Suppose that {Up,}nen is an arbitrary countable local
base at 0 with Up41 < U, and A(U;) < 0. As X has no atoms, A(U,,) — 0. For
n € N, take V,, = K, + (U, n K). Then by V,, ¢ K, we have xv, € LP(0).
Furthermore, by Theorem [Z17 we have o(K,, + g) = 0. So, as a consequence of
Theorem and [ZT1] v is also a (p, q)-frame measure for o and p with the same
frame bounds A, B. Therefore, we have

a0 = a( [ v @lPao) < [ vdoto)"anty)
= fé Xz, dpe(7)|* [xo, )| dv ()
< (A(Un))* J I\, du(y)|*dv ()
G

< BOW)'( | s, @Pau@)” = BOW,)"
Now, by Theorem [2.17 we obtain
o(Va) = (I )ANUn N Ky) = AU 0 K)) = AU,).
This implies that

1 B
(2.1) < T

()"
Finally, since A(U,,) — 0, it follows that the left hand side of ([2I]) can be made

arbitrarily large, while the right hand side remains bounded. This is a contradiction.
O

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 — 'Y be a
linear operator. Assume that there exist constants C, D € [0; 1] such that

|z —Uz| < C|lz| + D|Ux|, Vre X.

Then U is invertible and

1-—- 1+C 1-—-
el < Uzl < 1 Dl 1o

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.

1+D

HJEH\HU lz] < ozl veeX.

Proposition 3.2. Let 1 < p,g < © and let u be a finite Borel measure on LCA
group G and v be a Borel measure on G. Suppose that v is a (p, q)-Bessel measure
for u. Then for each ¢ € L9 (v), the mapping x — <pdu( ) is a well-defined from G
to C and godl/ eL” (1), where p’, ¢’ are the conjugate exponents for p,q, respectively.

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

UsLP(w)— L), U(f) = fdp,  VfeLP(u).
Then U is a linear bounded operator with |U| < ¥/B, so the adjoint operator
Ut 19 () — L7 (u),

is also a linear bounded operator with [U*| < ¥/B. In order to find the expression
for U* let ¢ € L9 (v) and f € LP(p). Then by the Fubini’s theorem we have

f T o) dv()
- f 2 73da(2)dv ()

- j (ar)f (7)Y () ()

f Yodv(x)dp(x).

Thus
H@dVHLp’(M) = HU*(<P)HLP'(M) < \Q/EWHM’(V)

Corollary 3.3. Assume the conditions of Proposition[3.2. Then
(fdp, o) =<{f,edvy,  VfelLP(n), ¢el?(v),
where q' is the conjugate exponent to q.

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

U o LP(p) — L(v), U (f) = f/@ VfeLP(u).
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Definition 3.5. Let v be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for . The synthesis operator
for p and v is defined by

Tyw : LT (v) — L (), Tuw(p) = dv Vo e LT (v),
where p’, ¢’ are the conjugate exponents for p, g, respectively.

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

Corollary 3.6. Let v be a (p, q)-Bessel measure for p. Then U:f’,j =T,..

Corollary 3.7. e Let v be a frame measure for p with frame bounds A and B.

Then the operator TW,T;U is tnvertible and

A IdL2(u) < THxVT:,V <B IdL2(u)'

First, we derive the following result about the stability of frame measures under
small perturbations of the associated Borel measures on G.

Theorem 3.8. Let u be a finite Borel measure on LCA group G and v, p be two
Borel measures on CA?, respectively. Let v be a frame measure for p with frame
bounds A and B and S : L*(p) — L?(v) be a bounded invertible operator. Choose
C,D,M > 0 such that max {C + ﬁ,D} < 1. Further, let

(3.1)  [IS(p)dv — @dp| 2y < CIS(p)dv|L2(wy + Dledpl 2y + M|pllLe(p)s

for all ¢ € L*(p). Then p is a frame measure for u with frame bounds

M M

C+D+ VAS-T]1 C+D+ \/§H5H>2
1+ D 1-D '

Proof. We first prove the upper frame bound. For each ¢ € L?(p), we obtain

A5 (1~ )" and BIS|2(1+

ledplLzy) < 1S(@)dv — wdpl L2y + |1S(@)dv | L2
< (L +O)S(@)avL2 + Dlpdpl L2y + M@l L2(p)-

So

— 1+C M

ledplizw < T=p1S@Av |2 + =7 1¢l220)-
Since v is a frame measure for u, so the synthesis operator T}, , is bounded and
Ty < VB. Let T, : L*(p) — L?(u) be the synthesis operator for u and p.
Then we have

1+C M
1T0 P2y < 7= 1 TuwS @)Lz + 75 I0l220)

1+ C)VB|S| + M
<LHOWVBII M) L,

Hence

C+D+—2M_ 2
NETE
IT,p @ < BISIE (14 —— =57 ) Teliage-

This estimate shows that p is a Bessel measure for y with the upper bound

M
C+D+ VBIS] )2'

BISI(1+ ——2
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In order to show the lower frame bound of p. Since v is a frame measure for y, the

operator T}, , T/, is invertible and (T}, T;,) "] < 4. If we define the operator

Vi L*(p) — L*(v) by V(f) = TF (T, TF,) "1 (f), then [V] < ﬁ Now take
o =SV (f) e L*(p). Then by @B.1) we have

1 = TupS™ V(O 2 = 1T S(0) = Tpup(0) | L2
< C|flrzquy + DITpS™ V(O L2y + MISTV )] 22

M
<(C+ ——— a(,y + D|T, ,S~'V 2
(€ + Jrapgmry=o) M0 + DITusS ™V (Dl

By Proposition B.1], the operator T}, ,5~'V is invertible and

1+D

T,,S7 V)7t <
(T, )l (0~

r—
VA|ST?T
Finally, for each f € L?(11) we have

112200 = KF P r2l? = KTupS ™V (TupS™ V)N, Fregl?
= STV (Ty0p STV L), Fd) 122

HS 1H2 T g1y 2 /d\ 2
(T )2 | Fdulz )
IS~ 1H2< 1+D )2 2 T2
< 112 ) | Apell Ty -
A M= (O )
Dividing both sides of this inequality by IS~ 1? ( 1+D >2 completes the
4 1= C+ﬂ\\sﬂf1u*1)

proof. O

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

Theorem 3.9. Let p, A be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G and v be a

Borel measure on G, respectively. Let v be a (p, q)-frame measure for p with frame
bounds A, B, and S : LP(\) — LP(u) be a bounded invertible operator. Choose
C,D, M =0 such that max {C + ﬁ,D} < 1. Further, let

(32)  [S(F)dn — faM Loy < ISl Ly + DIFN| L) + M f|oa),

for all f € LP(X). Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for \ with frame bounds

C+D+ C+D+ A
Sty—a(q TAls T ‘ V55 |
Als7Y (1 — ) and B|S| (1+ — ) .

Proof. We first prove the upper frame bound. For each f € LP()), we obtain

|FdN| Loy < 1S(F)dp — FaM|Lag) + |S(F)dpl o)
< (1+O)|S(Hdpl L) + DI FdN| o) + M f|oay-
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Hence
— 1+
Hfd/\HLq(u) < ( )d/LHLq(U
1 + C .
<1 D@Hsunfum) +
_ 1+ O)VB|S| + Ml\f“
1-D Lr()
So
M
FEIE

C+D+
IF Yy < BISI?(1+ ————Z5L) g .
To prove the lower frame bound, we compute
1FdN Law) = IS()dpl Ly — I1S(F)dp — FdN Loy
> (1-0)|S(f)d Yap] pay — DHfd)‘HLq(v) — M| f]Lrn-

Hence
(1+ D) FaM paw) = (1 = OIS dptl paw) — M| o)
> (1= C)VAIS(N)zriu) — M| flzreny
> (1= C)VAIST ™ = M)| flle(n)-
Therefore

C)YAIS™ |~ Mye
YRV

1—
IF, > (LA

v (17O~ ATy
> Al (—5 ) 1512500

C+ D+
“1y—afq _ fus -2 q
> Als77(1 Y 119,

O

As a consequence of Theorem 3.9 we have the following result.
Corollary 3.10. Let u, A be two finite Borel measures on G and let v be a (p,
q)-frame measure for u with frame bounds A, B. Suppose that S : LP(\) — LP(u)
is a bounded invertible operator. Choose C, D, M > 0 such that max{C, D, M} < 1.
Further, let
ISCH)dp— FN3a) < CISCHARIZ 0y + 2D1S(F)dtl o) | FAN| o)
+ MHfd)\HLq(y)a
for all f € LP(X). Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for \ with frame bounds
7\ 4 +
Als o (1) and Bl (1Y)
NG NG
Proof. This claim follows immediately from the fact that for each f € LP(\) and
n = max{C, D, M} we have
IS(F)dp — FaX| oy < a(IS(F)dy )dul\Lq ) + 1 TaA o).

Now the conclusion follows from Theorem O
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Theorem 3.11. Let p, A be two finite Borel measures on LCA group G and let v
be a (p, q)-frame measure for p. Suppose that S : LP(X) — LP(u) is a bounded
invertible operator. Then v is a (p, q)-frame measure for A if and only if there
exists a constant M > 1 such that

(3:3) 11S(F)dpn — FaM Lagwy < Mmin {|S(F)dptl Loy, 1FdM gy} Vf € LP(N).

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

( VDS

S(f)du — FaN|Laq
IS()dp — FaA| VA

S ISl o

Similarly, we obtain

VB|S|
ISCdn = FaMl sy < (1+ =55 )1 F oo
Choosing M = 1+ max {%, %}, completes the proof. For the converse,

suppose that A, B are the frame bounds for (p, q)-frame measure v for p. Then for
each f e LP(\) we have

VAIST T L eroy < VAISE) oy < IS0 dnl o)
< Wg(f)dﬂ'_QfdAHL%V)+_HfdAHL%u)
< (1+ M) fdN| o)
(1 + 20 (ISC)dp = FdMl oy + 1S dul o))
< (14 MPIS(Ddulrowy < VB + MBS o
< VB + M| |r-

N

Thus
VASTH ! — .
1 ooy < 178N oy < B+ M)IST o
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