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Abstract

Consider a continuous function g € L?(R) that is supported on

[—1,1] and generates a Gabor frame with translation parameter 1 and

modulation parameter 0 < b < 2]2\7111 for some N € N. Under an extra

condition on the zeroset of the window g we show that there exists a
continuous dual window supported on [—N, N|. We also show that this
result is optimal: indeed, if b > % then a dual window supported
on [—N, N] does not exist. In the limit case b = 2]2\]111 a dual window

supported on [—N, N] might exist, but cannot be continuous.

1 Introduction

Given a Gabor frame with compactly supported wondow, it is natural to ask
whether a compactly supported dual window exists. Various results about
this can be found in the literature. For example, in the case of rational
oversampling a characterization of the cases where a compactly supported
dual exists can be found in the paper [1] by Bolsckei and Janssen. For a
window supported on [—1,1] the authors showed in [4] that a compactly
supported dual window always exists.

If a compactly supported dual window exists, the size of the support is
clearly important for practical applications. The purpose of this paper is to
provide a detailed analysis of the necessary size of the support for the dual
window. In particular, we will see that the length often can be shortened by
a factor of two compared to previously known results.



We will consider a continuous function g € L?(R) that is supported on
[—1,1] and generates a Gabor frame with translation parameter 1 and mod-
ulation parameter 0 < b < 2]%,]11 for some N € N. Under an extra condition
on the zeroset of the window g we show that there exists a continuous dual
window supported on [—N, N]. We also show that this relationship between
the parameter b and the size of the support is the best one can hope for: in-
deed, if b > 2]%,111 then a dual window supported on [—N, N] does not exist.
In the limit case b = 2]2\[]11 a dual window supported on [—N, N| might exist,
but cannot be continuous. The proofs of these results are quite technical, so
we provide small examples to illustrate the main ideas.

In the rest of the introduction we state a few well known definitions and
some of the needed results from the literature. The new results are stated in
Section 2, and all the proofs are in Section 3.

Let g € L*(R) and consider the Gabor system {F,,,;T,,9}mnez given by

ETog(7) == ™™ g(x —n), v € R.

Recall that {EpThg}tmnez is a frame for L*(R) if there exist constants
A, B > 0 such that

AP < D W EwTog)? < BIIfIR, Vf € LA(R).

m,ne”

If at least the upper frame condition is satisfied, { EypT09 tmnez is a Bessel
sequence. Given a frame {E;)T,g}m nez, & Bessel sequence {E,pT0h}mnez
is a dual frame if

f = Z <f7 Emanh>Eman97 \V/f S LQ(R)

m,neL

The function g generating the frame {£,,,75,9 }mnez is called the window and
h is called a dual window. For more information about Gabor frames and
their role in time-frequency analysis we refer to, e.g., [6] and [2].

A characterization of all pairs of dual Gabor frames was provided by Ron
& Shen [10, 11] and Janssen [8]. We will only consider windows ¢ and dual
windows h having compact support. Specifying the size of the support of the
function g and h leads to a characterization of the duality in terms of a finite
collection of equations. Our starting point is the following result, which is a
slightly reformulated version of Corollary 1.2 in [4]:
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Proposition 1.1 Letb €]0,1[ and N € N. Assume that g and h are bounded
and real-valued functions with supp g C [—1,1] and supp h C [-N, N|, and
that

Zg(:v + k)h(z + k) =b, a.e.x €0, 1]. (1.1)

keZ
Then the conditions (1) — (ii) below are equivalent:
(1) {EmTng}tmnez and {EppTyh}mnez form dual frames for L*(R);

(ii) Fornm =4+1,£2--- | £N,

glz — %)h(x) +gla— % YDAz +1) =0, ae. z € [% 1, %]. (1.2)

In this article we will consider windows g belonging to the following subset
of L*(R) :

Vi={feCR) |supp f=[-1,1], f has a finite number of zeros on [—1,1]}.
(1.3)

In Theorem 2.3 in [4] it is shown that if a function g € V' generates a
Gabor frame for some b < 1, then there exists a continuous dual window h
with compact support. Furthermore, the size of the support of a possible
choice of h can be estimated in terms of the size of b:

Proposition 1.2 Let N € N\ {1}. Suppose that a function g € V' generates
a Gabor frame {EmpTng}tmmnez. If b < %, then there exists a continuous
dual window h with supp h C [-2N,2N].

Note that Theorem 2.3 in [4] also contains a characterization of the func-
tions g € V for which {E,,,17,,9}mnez is a Gabor frame for a given b < 1.

Note that in principle one can consider the characterization of dual frames
for windows g supported on a larger interval than [—1, 1]. However, the num-
ber of equations to consider might be very large, and technically it is very
difficult to deal with this. The long-time goal is to extend the calculations
presented here to arbitrary compactly supported windows g.
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Figure 1: The function h in (2.2)

2 The main results

In this section we present the results. The proofs are quite technical (see
Section 3), so we will provide small examples to illustrate the main ideas.

With Proposition 1.1 as starting point we will provide a closer analysis
of the relationship between the value of the modulation parameter b and the
necessary size of the support of the dual window. The following example
motivates the analysis:

Example 2.1 Let b:= % and

2
o) = 5@+ 1w = ) = D)
By the results in [4] the function g generates a Gabor frame for a = 1,b = 3/5,
and by Proposition 1.2 we can choose a dual window supported on [—2,2].
We will now show that it actually is possible to find a dual window supported
on [—1,1]. In order to do so we check the conditions in Proposition 1.1 with
N =1. We consider (1.2) for n =1 and n = —1, that is,

e = Dh(@) + 9o = Dh(+1) =0, €[5, 7,

3
oo+ D)+ gle + e+ 1) =0, ze [, 7]
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We see that these equations are satisfied if h(x) = 0 for |z| > 2. Now, the
equation (1.1) means that

o)) + glo + Dh(z+1) = % ze[-1,0. (2.1)

A direct calculation shows that (2.1) is satisfied if we define h by

(z+2) (182 +3322 —3z+4)

2 _ 17
(x—1)4(x+1)(63:—5) » T E [_§’ 1_5]’
h(z) = 9(x+1)(z7§)(171)’ T e [1_52’ 3) (2:2)
—3(z — 3), z €[5, 3]
Thus, h is a continuous dual window supported on [—1, 1]. O

The above considerations can be extended to a general result as follows.

Theorem 2.2 Let N € N and b € [NLH, %[ Assume that a function g €

V' generates a Gabor frame {Eyp TG} mnez. Then there exists a continuous
dual window h with supp h C [=N, N| if and only if

N N
g(z) # 0, ze[?—N—l,—?—i-N%—l].

By Theorem 2.2 careful choices of the window g makes it possible to find
a dual window h supported on [N, N] if b < 52— This turns out to be

INF1
almost optimal. In fact, we will show that if there exists a dual window

supported on [—N, N], then necessarily b < 2]2\,111:
Theorem 2.3 Assume that g is a bounded function with supp g = [—1,1].
If there exists a dual window h with supp h C [—N, N], then 0 < b < 2]2\[]11'
The following example illustrates Theorem 2.3.
Example 2.4 Let b := % and
3 3
9(z) = (z + Dlz + )z = )@ = Dxpa(@). (2.3)

By the results in [4] the system {FEs;,/4759}mnez is a Gabor frame. Assume
that there exists a dual window h supported on [—1,1]. Consider (1.2) for



n =1 and n = —1, that is,

4 1 14

oo+ %)h@;) oo+ g)h@ 1) =0,z e [—g, —g]. (2.5)

Note that h(z + 1) = 0, « € [3,1] and that h(z) =0, = € [-2,—3]. These
together with (2.4) and (2.5) imply

h(z) =0, x € 1, _%] U[%, 1

Then we have

2 1
9()h(w) + g(x + Dz +1) =0, 7€ [-2,~2],
But this is a contradiction to (1.1), i.e., the Gabor frame {Fs,, /47,9 }mnez
does not have a dual window h supported on [—1,1]. This is in accordance
with the general result in Theorem 2.3 for N = 1. U

Note that compared with Theorem 2.2, Theorem 2.3 also deals with the

limit option b = 2]2\,]11. In case we want the dual window to be continuous

this option is not available:

Theorem 2.5 Let b = 2]2\[]11. Assume that g € V, defined in (1.3). Then
there does not exist a continuous function h with supp h C [N, N] such
that

Zg(z —n/b+k)h(z+ k) = 0o, x€10,1], n €Z.

keZ
The full proof of Theorem 2.2 is technical (see Section 3), so we illustrate
the basic idea by an example:

Example 2.6 Let b := % and

3

o(e) = (& + e+ D = = Dy (), (2.6



Assume that h is a dual window with supp h C [—1,1]. Consider (1.2) for
n =1 and n = —1, that is,

o(z — g)h(az) 4+ glo— %)h(m 1) =0, z€ [%, g], (2.7)
o+ Sha) + oo+ Db +1)=0, v e [-2, 2] (28)

Note that h(z+1) =0, x € [3, 1] and that h(z) =0, z € [-2, —3]. Together
with (2.7) and (2.8) this implies that

) =0, z € [-1, —%] U[%, 1.

The duality condition with n =0, i.e.,
2
g(@)h(z) + g(z+ Dh(x +1) = 3 @€ T € [—1,0]

implies that

() 2 2 e 1 1]
T) = = » TC =555l
39(x) (z+D(z+3)(z—-3)(z—1) 272
Hence h is not continuous at x = i%. O
3 Proofs

In this section we provide all the proofs. Note that we do not follow the
order in which the theorems are stated in Section 2.

3.1 Proofs of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5

Lemma 3.1 Let N € N and b € [Niﬂ,l[. Assume that g is a bounded

function on R and that supp g = [—1, 1]. Assume further that h is supported
in [—N, N], and that for alln = +1,4+2,--- | £N,
n

gz — %)h(:c) +gla — % YDz +1) =0, ae. z € [% -17 6D



Then

_ U {3 = N+ &= L Uk, )
=0 were g it UL A Ly 62

In particular,

N N
h(z) =0, a.e. x € [—1,—?+N]U[?—N, 1]. (3.3)
Proof. Note that b € [Nlﬂ,l[ implies that for n = 1,2,..., N, b > =2,
thus,

n n
——1<n<— 3.4
A (3:4)
which will be used at the several instances in the proof.
We first show that h(z) = 0 a.e. on [§ — 1, NJU[N, &] and use induction
on [ = N+k—1U[k, ¥ for k=1,2,--- ,N — 1 in reverse order.
We consider (3.1) for n = N, and split into two cases:

(1) For a.e. z € [N, %], h(z) = 0, due to the support assumption on h.

(2) For a.e. z € [& — 1, N], which by (3.4) is a subinterval of [N — 1, N], we
see h(x + 1) = 0, due to the support assumption on h. If we note that, by

(3.4) with n = N,

N N N N
S N[ 1, )= o
[ — LN Cly =1, + 1] =supp g( = ),
then g(z — &) # 0 for a.e. z € [{£ — 1, N]. This together with (3.1) implies
that

N
h(z) =0, a.e. x € [—— =1, N].

b
Assuming
h(z) =0, a.e :UE[E—N%—n—ln]U[n @] (3.5)
— Y -G b 0 PRA] 05 b .
for some ng € {2,3,---, N}, we will show that
N —1
h(z) =0, a.e.xe[?—N+ng—2,ng—1]u[n0—1,nob .



An application of (3.4) shows that

N ng —1 ng —1
[€—N+n0—2,n0—1]C[0b —l,no—l]ﬂsuppg(-— Ob )]
and
mo— 1204 € g — 1,22 — 1) supp g(- - 1),
b ) b

Then we have g(z—25=4) # 0 for a.e. x € [§—N+np—2,n9—1]U[no—1, 5]
and h(z +1) =0 for a.e. x € [§ — N +ng — 2,n9 — 1] U [ng — 1,22=1] by

b
assumption. Considering (3.1) for n = ny — 1 leads to

N —1
h(xz) =0, a.e.:ce[€—N+n0—2,n0—1]U[n0—1,n0b ].

This completes our induction and so

h(z) =0, ae ze [% Ntk- 1,k]U[k:,%].

By symmetry, considering (3.1) for n = —1,—2,--- , —N leads to
Nk N
h(z) =0, a.e. ——,—k —k,—— 4+ N —Lk+1].

O

Even though Lemma 3.1 apparently only requires that b € [NLH, [, the
duality condition with n =0, i.e.,

g(x)h(z) + g(x + 1)h(x + 1) =b, a.e x € [—1,0] (3.6)
forces an upper bound of b in terms of N as well.

Proof of Theorem 2.3: By (3.3), h at most can be nonzero on the interval
[—% +N, % — N]. In order for the duality condition to hold, this interval must
have length at least 1; that is, we need to consider b such that 2(% —N)>1,

. 2N
Le, b <555,

O



In case g is continuous and we insist on the dual window h being contin-

uous, already b = 212\,111 has to be excluded:

Proof of Theorem 2.5: Suppose that there exists such a continuous func-
tion h. Then by (3.3),

h(x) =0, x € 1, _%] U[%, 1

Thus h(—3) = h(3) = 0. But this is a contradiction to (3.6) for continuous g
and h. 0J

3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

Fix b € [NLH, 2]%,]11[ for some N € N. Let n, € {1,2,--- | N — 1}, and define

the function R,, on (a subset of) [0, (N —ny)(3 — 1)] by

@7 lf ny = 1,
R, (y) := [t gly+E-—n-1) ifn,=92..-.. N—1
5 gly+2—n) * T .

Note that forn =0,1,...,ny — 1,

YD, (N=n)G-1]= 7 —n

_ (N—n++n)<%—1>

< (N =yt (D)= 1)

= (V-1 )

< (N—1)(¥—1)=N]\;1<1

This implies that R,, is defined on [0, (N —n)(3 — 1)], except maybe on a
finite set of points.
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Similarly, for n_ € {1,2,--- , N — 1}, we define the function L,_(y) on
(a subset of) [—(N —n_)(; —1),0] by

g( L if n_ =1,
L =
) Loy gofbned) e 9 N1
[ln=o 9(y—3+n)
Lemma 3.2 Let N € N and b € {55, s3h5[. Assume that g € V, defined

n (1.3). Assume that h(x) is continuously chosen for x € [—1,1] so that the
followz'ng four conditions hold:

(1) h(z) =0, z€[-1,-¥ + NJU[X - N, 1];
(2) g(x)h(z) + g(x + Dh(z +1) = b,z € [-1,0];

(3) If there existny € {1,2,--- ,N—1} and y4 € [0, (N —ny)(3 —1)] such
that g(y+) = 0, then the limit
. ny _
Jim {h(y+ 55 = )R, (0} (37)
ex1sts;
(4) If there exist n_ € {1,2,--- N} and y_ € [-(N —n_)(3 — 1),0] such
that g(y-) = 0, then the limit
, n_
Jim {h(y = 5=+ n)La(9)]
erists.

Then the equations, forn = +1,£2,--- | +N,

n

gz — E)h(a:)+g(x—%+1)h(a:+1) —0, z €| ] (3.8)

determine h(x) continuously for v € \Jp)' [—k, =22 UEE K]} . More-
over,

-1

o 3

N+1

) =0, er{ k;——+N k+1]U[%—N+k—1,k]} (3.9)

and

lim A(z)= lim A(x)=0, n=1,---, N. (3.10)

x‘)(b)_’_ z—(— b)

11



Proof. We use induction to show that (3.8) determine h(z) continuously
for x € UN+1 [—k, =22 U5, K]} and satisfy (3.9). First, by assumption,
h(x) is continuously chosen for x €[0,1] and

N
h(z) =0, x € [?—N,l]
by the condition (1). With the purpose to perform an induction argument,
we now assume that, for some 1 < ny < N, the function A is known to be

continuous on J'? [”bl n] and

no—l

N
h(z) =0, z € [? — N+ny—1,n (C] 5 , M) ). (3.11)
We consider (3.8) for n = ny, i.e.,
gz — %)h(x)+g(x— %+ Dh(z +1) =0, = € [7 _1, b] (3.12)

We will use (3.12) for xo in the subinterval [%2 — 1,n0]. We split the
argument into two cases:

(a) We first assume that g(zo — %2 + 1) # 0. Then (3.12) implies

g(wo — %O)h(l‘o)

h(xg+1) = — 3.13
(@ +1) glzo — 72 +1) (3.13)
In particular, this and (3.11) imply
. N
h((lfo—i—l) =0, if zg € [?—N—Fno—l,no]. (314)

(b) We now assume g(zo — 52 +1) = 0. Take y := 2 — %2 + 1 in the condition
(3.7). Note that, for n = 1 -,ng — 1,

n+1

[

—Ln+1]c [%,n+1]. (3.15)

Combining with (3.8) for n = ny — 1 implies that

glx — "= — Dh(z — 1)
gle =5 +1)  eowoglo — 5 + 1)gla — ")’




which is well-defined except for a finite number of z-values. Applying (3.8)
and (3.15) repeatedly for n = 1,2,--+ ,ng — 2 in reverse order implies that
B (_1)noflg($ — 2l — 1) g(w — 3 —ng+ Dh(z —ng + 1)
gle =5 +1)---g(x — 5 —no +2)

= (=17 (h(x = no+ DByyfa = 52+ 1))

If G]% — N +ng — 1, ng] then

lim h(I)

- 7 07
= g(x — 52 + 1)

by (3.11); if g € [2 — 1, & — N + ng — 1], then the limit

. h(x) . o
;%g@—%+n (=1)%7" B (A2 —no + 1) Rng (v — 27+ 1)
exists by (3.7); if zo = 2 — N +ng — 1, then
: h(x) . o
xhlilo g(x_—mb% = (—1)™ zlggo (h(:c —ng+ 1) Ry, (x — " + 1)) =0,

by (3.7) and (3.11). Note that if ng = N and g € [% — 1, — N 4+ ny —
' =2 —1, then g(zo — 2 + 1) = g(0) # 0. Thus we can define

— 1L, ¥ =N+ng—1[;
— N +ng — 1, ng).
(3.16)
Note that g(z — 52),g(z — 5 — 1) and h(z — 1) are continuous for z €
(%0 ng+ 1] C [%2= + 1, no + 1]. Hence h(z) is determined and continuous for
z € [, ng+1] by (3.13) and (3.16), and h(z) = 0 for z € [5 — N 4+ ng,no +
1)(c [ ,no + 1]) by (3.14) and (3.16). By induction, h(z) is continuous for
erN“[ ,]mﬁh()-ObrxGUNH}~4V+k—1H
On the other hand, for # € [n, 7], n =1,2,--- | N, the equation

i R W,
h(zo+1) = { Hiang g (g(zf%oﬂ)) glzo — 1), ifxo € %
O’ if g €

°f|2 °~|O

D Dz +1) =0

D) + g(e —

9@—6
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only involves x € [n, 7] and x4+ 1 € [n + 1, % 4 1] for h, and

n n M1
(In. 71U+ 1.7 +1)) 0 (L_J[T,k]> 0, n=1,2,---,N.
By symmetry, considering (3. 8) forn =—1,—-2.--- | =N determines h(x)
continuously for x € UNH[ k,— ] and h(x ) =0 for x € UNH[— ,—% +

N — k + 1]. This proves that h( ) 1s continuously determined for

xe]ﬁ{ 1]U[k;1,k]}

and satisfies (3.9).
For (3.10), the condition (2) and g(—1) = 0 imply that g(0) # 0. So (3.8)

implies

gle —§ —Dhlz =1) _ g(=1)h(n/b—1)

lim h(x)=— lim = =0,
SE D=, 9(z = 3) 9(0)
forn=1,---, N. Similarly, lim, (_n)- h(z) =0forn=1,---, N.
[

Proposition 3.3 Under the assumptions in Lemma 3.2, there exists a unique
extension of h to a function with supph C [—N, N| so that forn = £1,+2,--- | £N,

DDz +1) =0, 2241 (317)

SIh(a) + g(e — 5

g(x — 2

This function h is continuous.

Proof. We define h(z) for z € J), {[—k, ==L U[EL, K]} as in the proof
in Lemma 3.2 and

) =0, xe,éU{ 1]U[k;1,k]}. (3.18)

From Lemma 3.2, h(z) is a continuous function with supp A C [—N, N]
satisfying (3.17) for n = +1,£2,--- | +N. O

14



Theorem 3.4 Let N € N and b € [, 535[. Assume that g € V. Then

the following assertions are equivalent:
(1) There exists a dual window h with supp h C [-=N, N|;
(2) There exists a continuous dual window h with supp h C [N, N|;
(3) The following five conditions are satisfied:

(1) lg@@)| +lg(z +1)| >0, = € [-1,0];
(i) () £0, 7€ [¥ - N—1,~X 4 N+ 1]
(iii) If there exist ny € {1,2,--- /N —1} and y, € [0, (N—mr)(% —1)]
such that g(y+) = 0 and lim,_,,, |R, (y)| = oo, then

n
9(ys + 5 —ny = 1) #0;

(iv) If there existn_ € {1,2,--- ,N—=1} andy_ € [-(N—n_)(3—1),0]
such that g(y-) =0 and lim,_,, |L,, (y)| = oo, then

gly-— T+ n-+1) £ 0;

(v) Foryi,y_,ny,n_ asin (iii) and (iv),

n n_
y++f—n+#y——7+n—+1a (3.19)

Proof. Let h € L*(R) be a dual window of g with supp h C [-N, N]. Note
that such a function h is essentially bounded due to the frame assumption.
By Proposition 1.1, for n = £1,+2--- /£ N, we have that

gz — %)h(m) +gla — % YRz +1) =0, ae xe [% 1, %]; (3.20)
further, by a shift of the equation in (1.1) with n =0,
g(@)h(xz) + gz + 1)h(z + 1) = b, a.e. z € [-1,0]. (3.21)

We now verify that the conditions (i)-(v) of (3) in Theorem 3.4 are satis-
fied.
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(i): Since g is continuous and { E,p77,9 }mnez is a frame with lower bound A,
> lgla —m)| = bA
meZ
for x € R; since supp g C [—1, 1], this leads to (i).
(ii): Note that
N N
h(z) =0, a.e. —-1,——+ N ——N,1 3.22
() =0, ae v €[-1,——+ NIl - N, 1], (322)
by (3.3). This together with (3.21) implies

g(x)h(x) =b, ae z€ [% - N —1,0],

N
glx+1Dh(x+1)=0b, ae x€ [—1,—?—1—]\7],

ie.,

N N
g(x)h(z) =b, a.e. x € [3 - N-—-1, ~ + N +1];

since g(z) is continuous, (ii) holds.
(iii): Suppose ny and y. satisfy the assumption of (iii). Via (3.4),

g € 0,(N —n) (G~ D] C 0.1

Let
ny ny N ny
= ——=1le|——-1,——-N -1 — —1 .
Ty i=Ye t oy G[b ' +ny ]C[b Ny ]
Consider (3.20) with n = n4, i.e.,
ny ng ng N
g(x—T)h(x)—l—g(x—f—i—l)h(x—i—l) =0, ae.x € [T—l, F—N+n+—1].
Since g have a finite number of zeros in [—1, 1], it follows that
h(zx) h(z+1) o N
) o PP e e[ o1, — - N —1;
e e E A

16



since g(xy — %) = g(yr — 1) # 0 by (i) and h is essentially bounded, it
follows that

h(z)
glz =5 +1)
where L is the set of Lebesgue points of h. As in the proof of Lemma 3.2,
we have

lim sup
Lyp3z—xy

‘—:M<OO,

= limsup

lim sup f‘
g(l’ - T+ + 1) Lp>z—x4

Lyp3z—xy

h(z —ny + 1) Ry, (1 — %* +1)|.

Since limg_.,, ‘Rn+($ — o+ 1)| = 00, we conclude that

lim hA(x—ny+1)=0,

Ly3z—ay
ie.,
dim byt %* “ny) =0. (3.23)
By (3.21) and (3.23),
b = lim {g(z —ny)h(z —ny)+g(@ —ny + Dh(z —ny + 1)}

Lpsz—xy
= lim g(z —ny)h(z —ny).
Lp3z—x4

Since h(x) is essentially bounded and g(x) is continuous, we have

g(xr —ny) #0,
ie.,
g(y++%+—n+—1)#0-
This proves that (iii) holds.
(iv): This is similar to the proof of (iii) by symmetry, so we skip it. But we
note for use in the proof of (v) that the result corresponding to (3.23) is

n_
li hy——+mn_)=0. 3.24
Lhalyrgyf (y b +n-) (3:24)

(v): Suppose that y.,n; and y_,n_ are as in (iii) and (iv), respectively.
Then the results in (3.23) and (3.24) holds, i.e,

. ny
lim Ay +— —
Lp3y—y+ (y b

ny) =0 (3.25)
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and

n_
li hy — — ) =0. .2
Lhabniy_ (y A +n_)=0 (3.26)

Note that y; + % —ny, y- — % +n_+1€[0,1]. If

ny n_
y++7—n+:y_—7+n_+l,

then by (3.21),

b= lim {g(y+n—+—n+—1)h(y+n—+—n+—1)+9(y+n—+—”+)h(y+—+—
Lp3y—y+ b b b

however, this contradicts to (3.25) and (3.26). Hence

n n_
y++7+—n+7éy——7+n—+1a

i.e., (v) holds.

(3) = (2) : Assume that (i)-(v) in Theorem 3.4(3) hold. We construct h(x)
on [—1,1] satisfying the hypotheses described in Lemma 3.2. For m,n =
1,2,--- N — 1, we define the sets Y,, and W,, by

1 )
Y, = {yns €10, (V=) (2 —1)] : glyns) = 0 and lim [Ro(y)] = 0}icra, o,

b Y—Yn,i

and

1 .
Wi = {wmj € [=(N=n)(3-1),0[: g(wmy) = 0and lim [Lu(y)] =00 }jmrz. b

Y—Wm,j

where 7,, and [,,, are the cardinalities of Y;, and W,,, respectively. We denote
the open interval of radius € > 0 centered at x by

B(z;€) =]z — €, 2 + €.
Let ypi € Yy, Wy j € Wy, forn,m =1,2,--- /N —1 and

- no .
Yni ‘= Yni — N + = Wmj = Wnj — + m.

b?
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The definitions of Y,, and W,,, imply

_ n N . N m

Since ¢(yn;) = g(wnm, ;) = 0, the condition (ii) implies

N N
g <y < 7= N=1<0< =2+ N1 <yns <G (3.28)

b
By the conditions (iii), (iv) and (v),
9(ni —1) # 0 # g(om,; + 1), (3.29)
and
Uni 7 Wm,j + 1. (3.30)

Then we can choose ¢, > 0 so that g(x) # 0 for
2 € B(jjn; — 1i€0) | B(tim,; + 13 €0), (3.31)

B(fn s €o) [ | Bltm,; + 1; 60) = 0 (3.32)

and
(B c0) U Blimsi ) < [=1,0)

formn=1,2,---  N—1,andi=1,2,--- ;r,and j =1,2,--- 1.

) First, we define h(z) on [-1, = Z+ NJU[F - N -1, N=F+1JU[F - N, 1]
y

@=L, seT-N-1,-¥1N+1
which is well-defined by the condition (ii). Then h satisfies the condition

(3.3) and

g@)h(@) + gz + Vh(z+1) = b, o € [-1, —% + N] U[% ~N-1,0.

Secondly, we define h(z) on B(¥n; — 1;€0) | B(¥n.i; €0). Note that

i € 10,8 = 5+ UG - V.1
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by (3.27) and (3.28). We can choose h(x) continuously on B(7,; €) so that
h’(@n,l) =0

and the limit n
tim {h(y+ 7 = m)Ra) |

Y—Yn,i b
do exist; if §,,; = & — N, then we choose h(z) continuously on B(f,,; €9) so
that
h(Gn,i) =0
and n
lim {h(y + - — n)Rn(y)} =0

Y= (yn,i)~ b
by the above first case. Now, define h(z) on B(%,,; — 1;€) by
b—g(x+1)h(z+1)

)= 9(x) ’

which is well-defined by (3.31). Then
g(@)h(z) + gz + 1)h(x+ 1) =b, v € B(Gn; — 1;€).

Thirdly, we define h(x) on B(wm, ;; €0) U B(Wnm,; + 1;€). Note that

. N N

by (3.27) and (3.28). Choose h(x) continuously on B(wy, j; €) so that

lim Ay — % +m) =0 =: h(y,,)
Y—Wm,j
and the limit m
lim {h(y — — + m)Lm(y)}

Y—Wm,j b

do exist; if w,,; = N — &, then we choose h(z) continuously on B(t, ;; €)
so that
h(’UA}mJ') =0

and



by the above first case. Now, define h(x) on B(w,,; + 1;€) by

W) = b—g(z ;(i))h(a: — 1)’

which is well-defined by (3.31). Then

g(x)h(z) +g(z+ 1)h(x +1) =b, x € B(Wn,;;€o)-
To summarize all these, let

[~LN-FIUG - N -10U
A= (USU B — i) U
Uizt Ui Bl eo) )
Note that A C [—1,0]. We have defined h(z) on AJ(A + 1) so that
g@)h(x)+g(z+1h(z+1)=0b, z € A.

Finally, we choose h(z) on [—1,1] \ (A{J(A + 1)) such that hA(x) is con-
tinuous on [—1, 1] and

g(@)h(z) + gz + 1)h(z+1) =b, x € [-1,0]\ A,

by the condition (i).
By Proposition 3.3, the function h can be extended to a continuous func-
tion supported on [-N,N] that is a dual window.

(2) = (1) : This is trivial.
UJ

Remark 3.5 In Theorem 3.4, h(z) only have flexibility for z €]— £+ N, ¥ —

N N - : N k
N—-1U]-5+N+1, 3 —1[In fact, h(z) is determined on [-1, =3+ N[5 —
N-1,-%+N+1JUE - 1,1] by

N N

0, x€|[-1,—— 4+ NJU[— — N, 1];
hz)={ eijl Nle
g(l’)’ X [b_ - 7_b+ + ]7



h(x)=0 h(x)=b/g(x) h(x)=0

1 Nb+N - NB-N-T-N/bsN+L N/b-N 1

Figure 2:

We now fix b € [%,Mlﬂ[for some M € N. Let n, € {1,2,--- , M — 1},
and define the function R,, on (a subset of) [0,n, — %+ + 1] by

ifn, =2, M—1.

9(y)’
Ry, (y) =<4 4" g(y+2-—n—1)

1
[ gly+2-n) ’

Similarly, for n_ € {1,2,--- , M — 1}, we define the function L,,_(y) on
(a subset of) [-n_ 4+ %= — 1,0] by

@, if n_ =1;
Ly (y) =19 Iz gly—2+n+1)

The following result appeared in [4]:

Proposition 3.6 Let M € N\ {1} and b € [¥=2, ;45 [ Assume that g € V.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) The function g generates a Gabor frame { EypTng}tmnez;

(2) There exists a continuous dual window h with supp h C [—M, M];
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(3) The following four conditions are satisfied:

(1) lg@@)| + gz + 1) >0, = € [-1,0];
(ii) If there exist ny € {1,2,--- , M — 1} and y; € [0,ny — %= + 1]
such that g(y+) = 0 and lim,_,,, |R,, (y)| = 0o, then
n
gy + =5 =y = 1) #0; (3.33)
(iit) If there exist n_ € {1,2,--- ,M — 1} and y_ € [-n_ 4+ %= —1,0]
such that g(y-) = 0 and lim,_.,, |L, (y)| = oo, then

gly- — T +n-+1) £ 0;

(iv) Foryi,y_,ny,n_ asin (ii) and (iii),

n n_
y++7+—”+7éy——7+”—+1-

Proof of Theorem 2.2: (=) This is trivial by the condition (ii) of (3) in
Theorem 3.4.
(<) It suffices to check the conditions (iii)-(v) of (3) in Theorem 3.4.
(iii) : Choose M € {N +1,N +2,--- 2N} such that

Moy o M

M~ M+1

Assume that there exist ny € {1,2,--- ,N—1} and y4 € [0, (N —ny)(; —1)]
such that g(y+) = 0 and lim,_.,,, |R,, (y)| = co. Note that

N 1 ny
b> —— N — -—1)< — — +1.

Since N < M, we have

n
9y + =5 =y —1) #0

by Proposition 3.6. This leads to (iii)
(iv) : This is similar to the proof of (iii) by symmetry.
(v) : This is follows from the condition (iv) of (3) in Proposition 3.6.
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