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Quasicrystals are alloys whose diffraction spectrum consists of bright spots
but which lacks the periodic structure of crystals. They were discovered ex-
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perimentally in the mid-80s and their structure can be modeled using what
we know today as Fourier quasicrystals or, more generally, crystalline mea-
sures. Following the approach of Lev and Olevskii [13] we will call Fourier
quasicrystal a tempered measure p of the form p = Y7, , axdy for which
[l = Y .cqDsds, where d¢ is the Dirac mass point at &, and A, S are discrete
subsets of R", supposing further that |u| and |i| are also tempered distri-
butions. If instead p and i are measures with locally finite support, g is
said to be a cristalline measure. Fourier quasicrystals and/or cristalline
measures have been subject of a considerable literature, see for instance

[6], (7, 8, 12, 13, 141 15, 18] and the references therein.

The Wigner transform W () describes the content of a tempered distri-
bution p simultaneously with respect to time and frequency, therefore it is
reasonable to investigate if a quasicrystal structure of y can be deduced from
properties of W (1) instead from separate conditions on p and i, and this goal
was achieved in [3]. On the other hand, there are many other time-frequency
representations connected to the classical Wigner, and one reasonable ques-
tion is whether the fact that u is a quasicrystal can be deduced from features
of time-frequency representations different from the Wigner, and if there are
classes of representations that do this job better than others. The matrix-
Wigner transform (cf. [I]) is defined as

Wr(p)(z,w) = / e~ 2™ 1 ( Aoz + Bot)u(Coz + Dot) dt,
Rd

for 1 € S(RY), with standard extension to the space of tempered distribu-

tions, where
_( A Bo
(& n)

is invertible and Ag, By, Cy, Dy are d x d real matrices. The classical Wigner
transform, denoted by W (u), is obtained by choosing Aqg = Cy = Id, By =
%Id and Dy = —%Id, where Id denotes the identity d x d matrix. Another
widely used class of time-frequency representations is the so-called Cohen
class (see [4] [11]), defined as all sesquilinear forms of the type

Qu) =0 xW(n)

for o € S'(R?!). Every covariant and weakly continuous quadratic time-
frequency distribution belongs to the Cohen class ([9, Theorem 4.5.1]). These
classes are not disjoint, and in [I] the matrix-Wigner transforms that are
also in the Cohen class are characterized. On the other hand, there are
matrix-Wigner transforms that are not in the Cohen class, as for instance



the Ambiguity function, that in our study on quasicrystals plays an important
role.

In [3, Theorem 1] we proved that, if

W(,u) = Z Cr,sé(r,s)

(r,s)eRxS

for a tempered distribution p € §'(R?), and if R and S are uniformly discrete
sets in RY, then u and i are measures with support contained in R and S,
respectively. The matrix-Wigner is also considered in [3], but only in the
case of dimension d = 1; the case of dimension greater than 1, for the general
matrix-Wigner transform, presents much more difficulties.

In this paper we go further in the analysis of which information can be
deduced on a distribution p and its Fourier transform, from the structure of
the matrix-Wigner transform of . More precisely, we consider two different
(disjoint) classes of matrix-Wigner transforms, proving the following results.

Theorem 1. Let T be an invertible 2d x 2d matriz of the form

([ Ay By L 4 (A B
T_(CO Do)’ with inverse T _<C D)'

Let n € S'(RY) satisfy

with R, S C R u.d. sets (see Definition[d) and suppose that the following
conditions are satisfied:

(1) sup,eg|crs| < oo for everyr € R and sup,cp |crs| < 0o for every s € S;
(iii) det(A+ B) #0.

Then p and ji are measures whose supports, A and 33, are uniformly discrete.
If furthermore Wy is in the Cohen class, then A C R and X C S.

Theorem 2. Let T be an invertible 2d x 2d matrix of the form
_( Ao Bo
(& &),
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where Ay, By and Cy are d x d matrices. Let u € S'(R?) satisfy

where R, S are discrete subsets of RY. Then u and [i are measures whose
supports, A and X, are uniformly discrete; moreover, there exist invertible
d x d matrices M and N such that A — A C M(R), ¥ — X C N(5), where
M (R) indicates the linear application M computed on the set R, and similarly
for N(S). If moreover R or S is uniformly discrete then

P Y b (1)

1 )\eL-i—Gj

N
M:

J

where L is a lattice, 0; € R? and Pj(z) is a trigonometric polynomial.

In this case we have that u is a Fourier quasicrystal in the sense of Lev
and Olevskii (see [14]).

We shall precise our results in the following sections; here we limit our-
selves to some observations in order to underline the main novelties with
respect to what is already known. First of all, the conditions on the matrix
T in the previous two theorems have no intersections, in the sense that if T’
satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [l then it does not satisfy the hypotheses
of Theorem [2] and vice versa. The matrix-Wigner transforms considered in
Theorem [ include the classical Wigner transform, as well as all the matrix-
Wigner transforms belonging to the Cohen class, and in these cases conditions
(ii) and (iii) are automatically satisfied. Then, comparing Theorem [I] with
[3, Theorem 1] we observe that in this paper we extend the results of [3] to
a class of matrix-Wigner transforms, in arbitrary dimension, but with the
additional hypothesis (i); in the case of the classical Wigner this hypothe-
sis is not necessary (and also for matrix-Wigner transforms in dimension 1,
cf. [3, Theorem 15]), but in the general case considered here we could not
avoid it. Observe however that the hypotheses of [3, Theorem 1] imply (at
least in dimension d = 1) that sup, yepxs [¢rs| < +00 (see [3, Corollary 6]);
then condition (i) does not represent a limitation with respect to the class
considered in [3], and Theorem [] allows for a remarkable enlargement of the
class of time-frequency representations which can be used to “detect” qua-
sicrystal structures. Concerning Theorem 2] the hypotheses on T" exclude its
application to the classical Wigner; on the other hand the class considered
in Theorem 2 has as main example the Ambiguity function (see (), and for



this class we prove here a stronger and somehow surprising result with re-
spect to [3], since here we only suppose that R and S are discrete, obtaining
as a consequence that the supports of y and i are uniformly discrete.

2 Preliminary results

We start by fixing some notations. For a n x n matrix M and a set K C R"
we write M(K) = {M -k : k € K}, where M - k indicates the product
of the matrix M by the column vector k. Moreover, for M invertible, we
indicate by Py, the linear change of variable operator defined on &'(R") that
on ¢ € S(R") acts as

Py (®)(x) = ®(Mzx), =eR"™
For n = 2d and M = T as in the introduction we can write

Wr(p) = Fo (Pr(p@p)), pe S (R,

where F5 denotes the partial Fourier transform
FoF (z,w) = / F(x,t)e ™ dt, x,we R
Rd

with usual standard extension to F' € S'(R?*?), which through this paper will
be assumed to be conjugate-linear functionals. As usual, the polarized form
of the matrix-Wigner transform is

Wr(u,v) = Fo (Pr(p @ 7)), pv € SR

Definition 3. By a “discrete” set we mean a subset S C R" lacking accumu-
lation points in R", so it is closed. A set A C R™is “uniformly discrete” (u.d.
from now on) if there is § > 0 such that |r — s| > § whenever s, € A s # r.

For a set £ C R*® = R% x R? we indicate the projections on the z and
w-coordinates as:

I, (E) = {xr € R : 3w € R? such that (z,w) € E},
[I(E) = {w e R?: 32 € R? such that (z,w) € E}.

We now discuss some properties concerning supports. Taking into account
the role of the partial Fourier transform in the definition of the matrix Wigner
transform, the following result will be useful. It can be obtained with the
same argument as in [3, Lemma 8], so we omit the proof.

bt



Lemma 4. Suppose that ¥ € S'(R?). If Ilysupp ¥ or Isupp Fo¥ are
discrete sets in RY, then Ilisupp VU = Ilisupp FoVU (and therefore both are
discrete).

Also, [3 Proposition 9] can be formulated as follows.
Proposition 5. Let M be a real invertible n x n matrixz. Then for every
U € §'(R™) we have supp (Py(V)) = M~ (supp ¥).

The following lemma will be crucial in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 6. Let S C R"™ be a discrete set. If X — > C S then X is uniformly
discrete.

Proof. Since 0 € S and S is discrete there is § > 0 such that 0 < |u| < §
implies u ¢ S. In particular |z —y| > ¢ for every x,y € ¥ with o # y. O

Lemma 7. Let T be an invertible real matriz with T~' = ( é g ) , where

A, B,C, D are submatrices of dimension d x d, and let p € S'(RY) satisfy
that T1, (supp Wr(p)) is a discrete subset of R Then

Iy (supp Wr(p)) = A(supp ) + B(supp p). (2)

Furthermore:
i) If det(A + B) # 0, then supp u is discrete.
i1) If B = —A and det A # 0, then supp u is uniformly discrete.

Proof. We apply Lemma [ to ¥ = Pr(u ® f1) to get
Iy (supp Wr () = Iy (supp F2 (Pr(p @ 7)) = 1Ly (supp Pr(p @ 1)) -
According to Proposition [ this set coincides with
I, (7" (supp po x supp ) = A(supp 1) + B(supp p). (3)

As A(supp p)+B(supp ) 2 (A+B)(supp p), we have that (A+B)(supp )
is discrete. If det(A + B) # 0, the invertibility of A + B implies that also
supp p is discrete. If instead B = —A, from (3) it follows that A(supp pu) —
A(supp p) is discrete which, by Lemma [6] implies A(supp ) uniformly dis-
crete. If A is invertible, we have that supp u is also uniformly discrete. [



We remark that condition (i) contains as primary examples all represen-
tations of the Cohen class, see ([I)-([I2), and in particular the Wigner trans-
form. The most important example satisfying (ii) is the ambiguity function,
which is defined, for f € L*(R%), as

Amb(f)(z,w) = [ f(t+ g)f(t — g)efz’ri”tdt, r,w € R (4)
R4

% Id Id

—% Id Id

representation occurs naturally in radar applications, where is often called

radar ambiguity function (see e.g. [5, Chapter 4], [11]).

Then Amb(p) = Wr(p) for p € S'(R?) where T' = . This

The following proposition specifies a class of matrix-Wigner transforms
for which we have uniform discreteness of supp p. The main example is the
ambiguity function.

Proposition 8. Let Ay, Cy be d x d matrices with det(Ay — Cy) # 0 and

consider Ta, ¢, = ( éo %g ) . If Ly (supp Wi, e () is discrete then
A :

I, (supp Wr,, ¢, (1)) = (Ao — Co) ™" (supp p — supp p), (5)
and supp p 1s uniformly discrete. In particular for ambiguity function
[Ty (supp Amb(y)) = supp p — supp pi.
Proof. The equality (B) follows from (2]) of Lemma [7] and the fact that

71— (Ao —Co) " (A= Co)™"
0. Co —Co(Ag— Co)™t Ag(Ag— Co)™t )~

As Ay — Cy is invertible, the discreteness of (Ay — Cp) ™! (supp p — supp p)
implies that of suppu — supp p, which by Lemma [0 implies the uniform
discreteness of supp p. O

The previous results can be contrasted with the following counterexample
which shows that not all the cases of discrete support of u € S'(R?) can be
detected by the projection of matrix-Wigner transforms. It is based on the
counterexample to Lagarias’ conjecture contained in [6].

Example 9. We consider the uniformly discrete set
1
A=7%U {(\/éml,mg + 5) D omy,me € Z} .
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Then it is not possible to find g € §'(R?) and an invertible 4 X 4 matrix T

with 771 = é lB) , det(A) # 0,det(B) # 0, such that supp u = A and

I1; (supp Wi (p)) is discrete.
Proof. On the contrary A(A)+ B(A) is a discrete set, which is equivalent to
the fact that A + (A71B)(A) is discrete. We now put A™'B = < CCL Z ) :

Then, the following two sets are discrete

M2z (0 2 Nezzi (¢ 0\,
c d c d

where Ay = ( \éﬁ (1) ) 72 + < 8 ) . We observe that
2

M={(m+am'+bn',n+cm +dn'): m,n,m' ,n" €Z}.
After taking n’ = 0 we conclude that
{(m+am',;n+cm'): m,n,m' € Z}

is discrete. Then also the set of fractional parts of {m/(a,c): m' € Z} is
discrete. This implies that a and ¢ are rational numbers, since otherwise the
previous set of fractional parts is infinite and it has some accumulation point
in [0,1]%. A similar argument, but using the fact that the set N is discrete,
allows us to conclude that also \/ﬁa, V2c e Q. This is a contradiction since
A71B is invertible, which implies that at least one of the coefficients a or ¢
is different from 0. O

Remark 10. An example of ;1 € §’(R?) supported on A is given in [6] whose
Fourier transform is also supported on a uniformly discrete set. However, for
T as in the previous Example, I1; (supp Wr(u)) is not discrete.

In the following we write Tj for the matrix

o (T 3 o
"\ i)

Ty is associated to the classical Wigner transform, in the sense that Wy, (u) =
W () for every pu € S'(R?).

We start by proving the following technical lemmas.

8



Lemma 11. Let p € S'(RY), ® € S(RY), and let T be an invertible 2d x 2d
matriz. Then

(W (p), @) = | det T{Wr(p), FoProap(F5 ' ®)). (7)
Proof. Since W () = Wr, (1) = FoPr, (10 ® 1) we have

(W (), ®) = (n @ T, P (Fy ' D))
= (Iu ® 1, PT*I.FQ 1-F2PTPTO*1<F2_1(I))>
= |det T|(FoPr(pn® @), f2PTPT51<F51q))>
= |det T|(Wr(p), Fo P _1T<F;1q))>’

where we have used the facts that P];Il = Py—1 and Py Py = Py for two
matrices M and N. O

Remark 12. Incidentally we remark that the same computation as above
yields that the relation between two matrix-Wigner transforms Wy, , Wy, is
expressed by the formula

<WT1 (/J, V)v ¢1® ¢2> = |det T2‘ <WT2</~L7 V)v WTfng(lev@»v

where 11, v € S'(RY), ¢1, po € S(RY).

The following result is essentially contained in [3]. Since statement (ii)
does not appear explicitly, we include a proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 13. Suppose that i s a tempered distribution of the form

b2 S

reA o] <N

with A C R* uniformly discrete, N > 0 and a2 € C. Then:

(i) For every ¢1, s € S(R?) we have
<W(M)7 (bl ® ¢2> =

Z Z Z Z)\al 6122“ gl tB) (r;rs) E(a—aﬂrﬁ—ﬁl)@_m’

|a|<N a1<a |B|<N 1<8 reA seA

a1 |+[B1]
\oufL (a) (5) (_1)Ioz\-‘rlﬁ\-i-la—on\-i-lﬁ—ﬁﬂ (1) )
P 1)\ 2

9
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(i1) L N > 1, v € N with |y| = 2N. Then there exists ¢ > 0 and
D(BE) such that for every t € R with t > 1, writing ¢2(y) =
1, (W(tx)), we have that for every ¢, € S(R?):
(W), o1 @) =2V | D afag | dulr), (8)
reA \ (o,B) eFd
where

Fi={(a.8):la] =18 = N, a+ =1}, )

Proof. Point (i) is obtained by a direct computation; it is explicitly shown
in [3, page 7|.

Concerning point (ii), we fix v € N¢ with |y| = 2N > 2. Since A is
uniformly discrete, there is ¢ > 0 such that |r—s| > ¢ for every r, s € A, r # s.
We choose 1) € D (B,) real valued such that ¢ (0) = 1,4(®(0) = 0 for all

a # 7. For t > 1 we consider ¢ such that ¢s(z) = ¢(tz). Then o5 (0) = 2V
while ¢{*)(0) = 0 for any a # . We observe that the conditions

a—a+B—-F =7 lof<N, B|<Na<a (<p

imply |a| = |B] = N, a1 = 1 = 0. Then from point (i) we get
™)

Wooe) = > Y alaiaé (0)
ol = Jpl = N 7%
at+b=1 (10)
=Y D> ala | dilr),
reA \ (o,B) yerd
where Ff is given by (). O

3 Proof of Theorem [

In order to prove Theorem [[l we recall from [I, Theorem 10] that Wy belongs
to the Cohen class if and only if 7" is of the form

. I E+11d "
Cohen — d E— %Id
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for a d x d matrix F£. Observe that in this case

- Jd—F ild+E 1
Cohen — Id “Id :

and conditions (ii) and (iii) of Theorem [I are always satisfied.
Proof of Theorem[. We first observe that from Lemma [1]

R = A(supp p) + B(supp p1) 2 (A + B)(supp p), (13)

which implies that (A+ B)(supp ) is uniformly discrete. Then from hypothe-
sis (iii) we have that supp pu is uniformly discrete. Observe that, in particular,
if W belongs to the Cohen class then from (I2]) we obtain supp u C R. Writ-
ing A = supp u, from the structure Theorem for tempered distributions, we
have that p is of the form

=303 A, (14

rel |a|<N

for a uniformly discrete set A C RY.

We now check that j is a measure. We have to prove that af = 0 for every
a#0and r € A. Let ¢1, ¢o € S(R?); we want to analyze the left and right-
hand side of (), for ® = ¢1 @ ¢5. In order to analyze the left-hand side, from
(@) we can use Lemma I3l We then fix v € N with |y| = 2N > 2. For any
t > 1 we take ¢ € S(R?) as in Lemma [[3](ii), obtamlng that (W (u), o1 ® ¢o)
is given by (g]).

Concermng the right-hand side of ([), we first observe that, from Lemma

M3(ii), ¢2( ) = 4(t-), where &, denotes the inverse Fourier transform of ¢s
and 1)(x) = 1)(—x). Then, writing M = Ty 'T and choosing ¢; with compact
support, we have

[(W (1), 61 @ ¢o)| - = |det T| - (Wr(p), FoPar(¢1 @ 0(t)))]
—ldet T|-| " s (FPulor @ 6(t))) (5)]

(r,s)eRxS

(15)
We observe that

M — ( My M, ) _ ( %(AO+CO> %(BO—FDO) )
My Mo Ay — Cy By — Dq '

11



Since My, = By — Dy is invertible by hypothesis, making the change z =
y + My,' My 7 in the expression

~F'Q-PM(gbl ® ?;(t))(?“, S) = ¢1(M11T + MlZy)’(;(thlT + tMQQy)e_ZWin d’y
R4

we have
‘F2PM<¢1 ® @(t))(?‘, S) = 62m<M2_21M217")8
X &1 (Mg — M12M2—21M21)r + M12z)175(tM222)6—27rizsd2.

Rd
Hence
FaPu (6 @ (), 5)| = 1573(5)]
where .
9rt(2) = o1 ((May — MioMsy" Moy )r + Miz2)(tMas2).

A necessary condition for g.; not to be identically null is the existence of
some u = Massz € supp ¥ C B, such that

(M1 — Mya My, Moy )r + Myaz € supp ¢,
hence
(M — Mo My, My )r € My My (B:) + supp ¢y (16)
Moreover, from [I6, Theorem 2.1] we have that My, — Mo M,,' My, is invert-
ible, which implies that
(Myy — My My, Myy) (R)

is uniformly discrete. It follows that condition (@) can be satisfied only
by a finite number of r € R. Consequently there is a finite subset F' C R
(depending on ¢,) such that g,; = 0 whenever » ¢ F, t > 1. From (3] we
conclude

(W (), p1 @ ¢o)| < |det T'] - ZSUI; [ersl D |gmi(s)] - (17)
reF 5 s€S

We check now that, for every fixed r € R, the series in the right hand side is
convergent and

D lgmls) < Ct vE>1

seS
for some constant C' > 0 depending only on ¢; and . We denote

f(2) = ¢ ((Myy — My Mzt My )r + Mi22)0(2), h(z) = (Mayz),

12



where 6 is a compactly supported smooth function equal to 1 on M, (B.),
which contains supp h(tz) for t > 1. Then

gra(2) = [(2)h(tz)

(recall that » € F is fixed) and both functions f and h are in D(R?). In what
follows C'is a constant which is not necessarily the same at each appearance.
We have

S 17 = 30| (Fehte Z/ F) 1RG5 — )] du

seS sES
~ d+1
dZ/f Z/ |f 1+|su\) du
A 1 d+1
seS
d+1 1 d+1
<Ctz/d ) Gep—a) ®
seS
= C’tZ/ O(s —u) du,
seS

where ®(z) = (ﬁm)dﬂ. With a standard procedure we obtain

/Rd(I)(U)(I)(s—u) du :/u| L (s =) du+/ B(u)b(s — u) du

>l ful<'3]

2 \d+1
< 2[|P .

Since S is uniformly discrete, we can select € > 0 with the property that
all balls B with radius € and center s € S are disjoint. For sufficiently
large N € N, each ball B?, with s € .S, contains a point a € %Zd such that
|a| <'|s|. Then

Zlﬁ(s)léCtZ(QfM)dH Ct Z (2+|a|)d+1:(1t.

sesS ses 1 Zd

13



From estimate (7)) we then have

(W), 61 ® ¢2)| < CtZSug)|CTS|, (18)

rel s€

where F' C R is a finite set depending on ¢; and the constant C' is indepen-
dent on ¢t > 1.

Then from (§) and (I8) we obtain that for some constant C' > 0 and
every t > 1

IS X ) am| <

relA (,B)eFd

taking limits as ¢ — co we conclude
Y| D daF| e =0
reA (a,B)€ F'(vi
for every compactly supported ¢; € S(R?). Since A is discrete we deduce

> alaf=0 VreA

(a.B)EFY

Hence, by [3, Lemma 5], a® = 0 for any r € A,|a| = N. Proceeding by
recurrence we finally obtain that p is a measure.

In order to prove the result on i we recall from [I] that

Wr(p)(z,w) = | det T| "W (7) (w, —) (19)
Id 0 1w f( 0 Id
L:(o —Id)<T)<Id 0)' (20)
We then have

(1 0 At 0 Id\ [ ¢t A
“\o -1d)\{B D )J\1d 0) "\ -D* —B" )

and moreover
11 0 Id Ay CY Id 0 - BS -D}
S\ Id 0 BS DS 0 —-Id ) Ag —Cy )

14

with



Then it is easy to see that L satisfies hypotheses (ii) and (iii); moreover, from

(I9) we have that

WL(ZZ)(‘TvCU) = | detT| Z C;,r(s(sﬂ’)
(s,r)eSx(—R)

with ¢, = ¢, . Then Wy (u) satisfies hypothesis (i), and so, repeating
the same proof for Wy (1) we obtain that also 1 is a measure supported in a
uniformly discrete set. Finally, from (III) and (20) we have that if W belongs
to the Cohen class, then also Wy, is in the Cohen class; then, proceeding as
before, if Wr belongs to the Cohen class we have that suppu C S. O

Remark 14. Condition (ii) in Theorem 1 is necessary for the function h that
appears in the proof of the theorem to be in the Schwartz class. It therefore
plays a key role in proving that p is a measure. On the other hand, requiring
that T satisfies condition (iii) is needed to prove that supp p is uniformly
discrete and it is equivalent to requiring that L satisfies condition (ii).

A well-known form of the uncertainty principle states that the Wigner
transform W () of a non zero distribution p € §&'(R?) can not have compact
support. As a by-product of the previous proof we can now easily show that
this can be generalised to matrix-Wigner transforms under the hypothesis of
Theorem [I, and strengthened in the sense that neither of the projections of

Wrp can be bounded if pu # 0.

Proposition 15. In the hypothesis of Theorem [ if R or S is finite, then
p= 0.

Proof. Let L be the matrix defined in (20), as remarked in the final part of
the proof of Theorem [ both matrices T" and L satisfy conditions (ii) and
(iii) of the hypothesis of Theorem [ so that we have

R =11, (supp Wr(n)) = A(supp p) + B(supp 1) 2 (A + B)(supp p),
S = 1L (supp W (1)) = Bi(supp i) + (—Dg)(supp i) 2 (Bo — DO)t(SUPI() ﬁ))
21

It follows that if R is finite then (A+ B)(supp ) is finite, which implies supp p
is finite, as A+ B is a bijection. By the Paley-Wiener theorem, ji is then an
analytic function. On the other hand S is u.d. and S 2 (By — Dy)*(supp 1)
implies that also supp i is u.d., as (By — Dp)" is a linear bijection. This is
impossible unless p = 0.

Similarly if S is finite, then supp j is finite and p is an analytic function.
The inclusion R O (A + B)(supp p), with R u.d., implies that supp u is u.d.,
which is impossible unless p = 0. O

15



4 Proof of Theorem

Before we proceed with the proof of our last result we need the following
observation on block matrices.

Lemma 16. Let Z be an invertible 2d x 2d matriz, and write

(Y U . (E F
(vw) (o)

where Y, U, V. W, E, F,G, H are d X d matrices. Then
(a) The following equivalences hold

detY # 0 <= det H # 0,

(22)
det W # 0 <= det £ # 0.
det U # 0 <= det F' # 0, (23)
detV # 0 <= det G # 0.
(b) In the case detY # 0, or equivalently det H # 0, we have:
U=-Y < F=H. (24)

(Note that statements similar to [24)) could be deduced for other couples of
sub-matrices of Z and Z71, but this is the only one that we shall need.)

Proof. (a) From |16, Theorem 2.1] we have that

detY # 0 = det H # 0,

(25)
det W # 0 = det £ # 0.
Since .
(U Y o H
a-(i7) = w-(53)
applying (28) to Z; we also have
detU # 0 = det F # 0,
AU AE7 (26)

detV # 0 = det G # 0.

Finally, from the trivial fact (Z7')~! = Z, we have that the implications in
[@5) and (26) are actually biimplications.

(b) From ZZ~!' = 1d we have YF + UH = 0. Then U = —Y implies
F = H as Y is invertible, and F' = H implies U = —Y as F'is invertible. [
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Proof of Theorem[d. We first observe that the fact that T is invertible, to-
gether with the particular form of 7', implies that the submatrix By is in-
vertible. Now, by Lemma [I6] the hypothesis

([ Ao By
T_<CO Bo)’ det By # 0 (27)

on the invertible matrix 7T is equivalent to

T—lz(é _DA), det A # 0. (28)

We can then apply Lemma [7 (ii) which shows that supp p is uniformly
discrete. Then, writing A = supp u we have that p is of the form

=303 Ao, (29)

rel |a|<N

for a uniformly discrete set A C RY.

We want to prove that p is a measure, i.e., a¥ = 0 for every o # 0 and
r € A. We proceed similarly as in the proof of Theorem [T} for ¢1, ¢» € S(RY)
we analyze the left and right-hand side of (@), for ® = ¢ ® ¢. For the
left-hand side we use Lemma [[3} exactly as in the proof of Theorem [I we fix
v € N¢ with |y] = 2N > 1 and ¢ € S(R?) as in Lemma [3(ii), obtaining
that (W(u), ¢1 ® ¢9) is given by (§).

Concerning the right-hand side of (7)), we proceed in a different way with
respect to the proof of Theorem [Il We first observe that, by (@),

L (ha
TO — y
Id -Id

and from the particular form of 7" we get

T-17 — 3(Ao+Co) By _.<A1 Bl)
’ Ay—=Cy 0 ) NG 0 )7

We then compute

Fobpoip(dr ® ) (7, w) = Fim [¢1(A19C + Blt)EQ(C’lx)]
1
B | det Bl|

2mi(By  Arz)w —1\t, \ 7 (30)
e o3} ((31 ) W) Py (Ch),
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where 52 indicates the inverse Fourier transform of ¢,, and det By # 0 since
Bi = By. Then, since 52 has compact support and is of the form 52(36) =
1 (—tx), choosing also 51 with compact support and using the fact that Wp(u)
is locally of order 0 we obtain from (B0)

(Wr(p), FoProip(dr @ %))‘ < Cillgr ((BrY)'w) ¥(—tCr)]lo0 := C, (31)

where C' is a constant independent of ¢ > 1. Then, from Lemma [[T], (§) and
[B1]) we obtain that for every ¢t > 1

YLD alar | di(r)| < Cldet T

r€A \(aB)EFY

This cannot be satisfied for every ¢ > 1 unless

Sl DL dlay ) bur)=0

red \ (a,f)erd

for every ¢; € S(R?) such that 51 is compactly supported. Then

ve=> | Y dlar|s eS®RY

relA (,B)eFd

is a tempered distribution which vanishes on smooth functions whose Fourier
transform is compactly supported. Consequently, by density, v vanishes on
every function in S(R?). Then we can proceed as in the proof of Theorem [I]
deducing that, since A is discrete,

Z a’a® =0 Vr € A.
(a.B)eF]

Hence a® = 0 for any r € A,|a| = N ([3, Lemma 5]); proceeding by recur-
rence we finally obtain that p is a measure.

In order to prove that fi is a measure with uniformly discrete support we

use and we observe that from we get
@), @a), g

,_(1d 0 At Ct 0 Id\ [ Ct A
“\o -1d)\ -4 pt)J{1d o)\ -p a )

Then L has the same form as 7', and so, repeating the same proof with W, (1)
we obtain that also fi is a measure supported in a uniformly discrete set .
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In the case that S is uniformly discrete, also > — X is u.d. and we can
apply [I3, Theorem 3] to obtain (). If instead R is u.d. then we apply

[13|
@.

Theorem 3| to i and then use Poisson’s summation formula to obtain
O

We end by some final remarks on the two main results we have proved in

this

paper.

Remark 17. (a) Concerning Theorem [, we know from [3] that for d = 1,

(b)

Re
[1]

as well as for the Wigner in arbitrary dimension, it holds without extra
conditions on the coefficients; the same proof of [3] can be repeated with
no conditions on the coefficients for the 7—Wigner in arbitrary dimen-
sion (see [2] for the definition and main properties of the 7—Wigner).

We have already observed that the conditions on 7' of Theorems [l and
are disjoint; the matrix-Wigner representations in the Cohen class are
all included in Theorem [I], see (II])-(12]), while the Ambiguity function,

obtained for
%Id 1d
T = ,
—%Id 1d

is included in Theorem
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