arXiv:2312.11039v5 [math.CA] 26 Mar 2025

SCHAUDER FRAMES OF DISCRETE TRANSLATES IN L^2(R)

NIR LEV AND ANTON TSELISHCHEV

Abstract. We construct a uniformly discrete sequence {λ_1 < λ_2 < · · · } ⊂ R and functions g and {g^∗_n} in L^2(R), such that every f ∈ L^2(R) admits a series expansion f(x) = ∞∑ n=1 ⟨f, g^∗_n⟩ g(x − λ_n) convergent in the L^2(R) norm.

1. Introduction

1.1. A system of vectors {x_n}^∞_{n=1} in a Banach space X is called a Schauder basis if every x ∈ X admits a unique series expansion x = ∑_∞ n=1 c_nx_n where {c_n} are scalars.

In this case there exist biorthogonal continuous linear functionals {x^∗_n} such that the coefficients of the series expansion are given by c_n = x^∗_n(x) (see e.g. [You01, Section 1.6]). If the series converges unconditionally (i.e. if it converges for any rearrangement of its terms) for every x ∈ X, then {x_n} is said to be an unconditional Schauder basis.

Given a function g ∈ L^2(R), we denote its translates by (T_λg)(x) = g(x − λ), λ ∈ R. (1.1) A long-standing problem which is still open, asks whether the space L^2(R) admits a Schauder basis formed by translates of a single function. The problem was first posed in the paper [OZ92], where it was also proved that no system of translates can be an unconditional Schauder basis in L^2(R).

A sequence Λ = {λ_n}^∞_{n=1} of real numbers is said to be uniformly discrete if inf_{n≠m} |λ_m − λ_n| > 0. (1.2)

It was observed in [OZ92] that the condition (1.2) is necessary for a system of translates {T_{λn} g}^∞_{n=1} to form a Schauder basis in L^2(R).

1.2. An example of a uniformly discrete real sequence is the sequence of integers Z. It is well known that if Λ = Z then a system {T_λg}_{λ∈Λ} cannot even be complete in the space L^2(R), see e.g. [OU16, Example 11.2]. Moreoever, it was conjectured (see [RS95, Conjecture 1]) that the same should be true for any uniformly discrete sequence Λ ⊂ R. However, this is not the case; it was proved by Olevskii [Ole97] that for any “small perturbation” of the positive integers, that is, λ_n = n + α_n, 0 ≠ α_n → 0 (n → +∞) (1.3)

Date: March 4, 2025.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42A10, 42C15, 46B15. Key words and phrases. Schauder frames, translates. Research supported by ISF Grant No. 1044/21. 1

there exists g ∈ L^2(R) such that the system {T_{λn} g}^∞_{n=1} is complete in L^2(R). This shows that the arithmetic structure of the set Λ plays an important role in the problem.

1.3. If X is a Banach space with dual space X^∗, then a system {(x_n, x^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} in X ×X^∗ is called a Schauder frame (or a quasi-basis) if every x ∈ X has a series expansion x = ∞∑ n=1 x^∗_n(x)x_n. (1.4)

If the series (1.4) converges unconditionally for every x ∈ X, then {(x_n, x^∗_n)} is called an unconditional Schauder frame. We note that if {x_n} is a Schauder basis with biorthogonal coefficient functionals {x^∗_n}, then {(x_n, x^∗_n)} is a Schauder frame. To the contrary, for a Schauder frame {(x_n, x^∗_n)} the series expansion (1.4) need not be unique and the coefficient functionals {x^∗_n} need not be biorthogonal to {x_n}. Hence Schauder frames form a wider class of representation systems than Schauder bases.

We proved recently [LT25] that in the space L^2(R) there do not exist unconditional Schauder frames consisting of translates, i.e. of the form {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)} where g ∈ L^2(R), {λ_n} is a sequence of real numbers (discrete or non-discrete), and {g^∗_n} are continuous linear functionals on L^2(R).

On the other hand, in [FPT21, Section 4] a construction was given of (not unconditional) Schauder frames of translates in L^2(R). In fact, it was proved that whenever a system of translates {T_λg}_{λ∈Λ} is complete in L^2(R), then there exists a Schauder frame {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} such that {λ_n} ⊂ Λ. However the Schauder frames obtained by this construction are highly redundant, as the sequence {λ_n} is composed of countably many blocks of finite size, such that each block gets repeated a higher and higher number of times. The sequence {λ_n} thus “runs back and forth” through the set Λ.

1.4. The following question was posed in [OSSZ11, Problem 4.4]: does there exist a Schauder frame in L^2(R) formed by a uniformly discrete sequence of translates? It is clear from the above that the problem cannot be settled by combining the results from [Ole97] and [FPT21, Section 4].

The main goal of the present paper is nevertheless to provide the above problem with an affirmative solution. We will prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. There exist a uniformly discrete sequence {λ_1 < λ_2 < · · · } ⊂ R and functions g and {g^∗_n} in L^2(R), such that every f ∈ L^2(R) admits a series expansion f(x) = ∞∑ n=1 ⟨f, g^∗_n⟩g(x − λ_n) (1.5) convergent in the L^2(R) norm.

Here ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the usual scalar product in the space L^2(R).

The proof involves techniques from the papers [Ole97], [KO99], [KO01], [Ole02]. It yields, similar to [Ole97], a sequence {λ_n}^∞_{n=1} that can be obtained from the positive integers by a small perturbation.

In fact the technique allows to establish some stronger forms of Theorem 1.1. We present these extensions and give some additional remarks in Section 4.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we fix notation and terminology, and state some known facts that will be used in the proof of the main result.

2.1. By a weight we mean a function w ∈ L^1(R), w(t) > 0 a.e. For a weight w consider the space L^2_w(R) consisting of all functions f such that ∫ R |f(t)|^2w(t)dt < +∞. It is a separable Hilbert space endowed with the scalar product ⟨f, g⟩ = ∫ R f(t)g(t)w(t)dt. The following result was proved in [Ole97].

Lemma 2.1 ([Ole97]). Let σ(n) = n + o(1), σ(n) ≠ n (n = 1, 2, . . . ). Then for any weight w_0 one can find another weight w, w(t) ⩽ w_0(t) a.e., such that the exponential system {e^{2πiσ(n)t}}^∞_{n=1} is complete in the space L^2_w(R).

2.2. By a trigonometric polynomial we mean a finite sum of the form P (t) = ∑ j a_j e^{2πiσj t} (2.1)

where {σ_j } are distinct real numbers, and {a_j } are complex numbers. By the spectrum of P we mean the set spec(P ) := {σ_j : a_j ≠ 0}. If we have spec(P ) ⊂ [0, +∞) then we say that P is analytic. We use the notation ‖ ^P ‖_q = ( ∑ j |a_j |^q)^{1/q} and ‖ ^P ‖_∞ = max_j |a_j|.

We also denote ‖P ‖_∞ = sup{|P (t)| : t ∈ R}, and observe that ‖P ‖_∞ ⩽ ‖ ^P ‖_1. The (symmetric) partial sum S_r(P ) of a trigonometric polynomial (2.1) is defined by

S_r(P )(t) = ∑ |σ_j |⩽r a_j e^{2πiσj t}. (2.2)

We observe that if a trigonometric polynomial P has integer spectrum, spec(P ) ⊂ Z, then P is 1-periodic, that is, P (t + 1) = P (t). In this case, we use { ^P (n)}, n ∈ Z, to denote the Fourier coefficients of P .

The following lemma is taken from [Ole02, Section 2.2].

Lemma 2.2. Given any ε > 0 and q > 2, one can find an analytic polynomial with integer spectrum P (t) = ∑ n>0 ^P (n)e^{2πint} (2.3) and a measurable set F ⊂ [0, 1] satisfying the following conditions: (i) ‖ ^P ‖_q < ε; (ii) m([0, 1] \ F ) < ε; (iii) |P (t) − 1| < ε on F ; (iv) Any partial sum

S_l(P )(t) = l∑ n=1 ^P (n)e^{2πint} (2.4) can be decomposed as a sum A_l +B_l of two analytic polynomials A_l, B_l with integer spectrum, such that ‖A_l‖_L∞_{(F )} < 2, ‖B_l‖_L2_{([0,1])} < ε. (2.5) For the proof see [KO01], Lemma 4.1 and Remark 2 on pp. 382–383.

2.3. A system of vectors {x_n} in a separable Hilbert space H is called a Riesz basis if it can be obtained as the image of an orthonormal basis under a bounded and invertible linear map. If {x_n} is a Riesz basis then it is an unconditional Schauder basis, and the biorthogonal system {x^∗_n} is also a Riesz basis (see [You01, Section 1.8]). Lemma 2.3 (see [You01, Section 1.10]). Let {e_n} be an orthonormal basis in a Hilbert space H. If {x_n} ⊂ H satisfies ∑ n ‖x_n − e_n‖^2 < 1, then {x_n} is a Riesz basis in H.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

3.1. Following [Ole97] we begin with a reformulation of the main result in terms of exponential systems in weighted L^2_w(R) spaces.

Theorem 3.1. For any weight w_0 we can find a weight w, w(t) ⩽ w_0(t) a.e., a uniformly discrete sequence {λ_1 < λ_2 < · · · } ⊂ R, and a sequence of functions {e^∗_j } ⊂ L^2_w(R), such that every f ∈ L^2_w(R) admits a series expansion f(t) = ∞∑ n=1 ⟨f, e^∗_j ⟩ e^{2πiλj t} (3.1) convergent in the L^2_w(R) norm.

We show that Theorem 3.1 implies Theorem 1.1. The mapping U(f) := (f √ w)^∧ is a unitary operator L^2_w(R) → L^2(R), where ^φ(x) = ∫ R φ(t) exp(−2πixt)dt is the Fourier transform of φ. We take g := U(1) and observe that the exponential system {e^{2πiλj t}} is mapped by U onto the system of translates {T_{λj} g}. Hence if we take g^∗_j := U(e^∗_j ) then we obtain Theorem 1.1 as a consequence of Theorem 3.1.

3.2. We now turn to prove Theorem 3.1. Assume that we are given a weight w_0. We use Lemma 2.1 to choose and fix another weight u satisfying u(t) ⩽ min{w_0(t),^1_{10} (1 + t^2)^{−1}} (3.2) and such that there is an exponential system with real frequencies {e^{2πiσ(n)t}}^∞_{n=1}, σ(n) = n + o(1), 0 < |σ(n) − n| <^1_{10} (3.3) which is complete in the space L^2_u(R).

For a measurable set E ⊂ R we let m(E) be the Lebesgue measure of E, and

m_u(E) := ∫ E u(t)dt. (3.4) Then m_u is a finite measure on R. Due to (3.2), for any F ⊂ [0, 1] we have m_u(F + Z) ⩽ m(F ). (3.5) Similarly, for any 1-periodic function g(t) we have ‖g‖_L2_{u(R)} ⩽ ‖g‖_L2_{([0,1])}. (3.6)

3.3. The space L^2_u(R) is a separable Hilbert space. Let us choose some orthonormal basis {φ_k}^∞_{k=1} for the space. We construct by induction a decreasing sequence {ε_k} of positive numbers, an increasing sequence {M_k} of positive numbers, and a sequence of functions {γ_k(t)} satisfying 1 = γ_0(t) ⩾ γ_1(t) ⩾ · · · ⩾ γ_k(t) > 0, t ∈ R. (3.7) We begin by setting ε_0 := 1 and M_0 := 1.

At the k’th step of the induction, we observe that the weighted exponential system {γ_{k−1}(t)e^{2πiσ(n)t}}^∞_{n=1} (3.8) is also complete in the space L^2_u(R). This can be easily inferred from the completeness of the unweighted exponential system (3.3) by duality. Hence given any η_k > 0 we can find a trigonometric polynomial

Q_k(t) = N_k∑

n=1 d_{n,k}e^{2πiσ(n)t} (3.9) such that ‖φ_k − γ_{k−1} · Q_k‖_L2_{u(R)} < η_k. (3.10) We can then choose ε_k > 0 such that ∫ S (|φ_k(t)|^2 + |Q_k(t)|^2)u(t)dt < η^2_k (3.11)

whenever S ⊂ R is a measurable set satisfying m_u(S) < ε_k. By choosing ε_k small enough we can also assume that (a) ε_k < η^2_k; (b) ε_k‖ ^Q_k‖_1 < η_k; (c) M_{k−1}ε_k <^1_2 ε_{k−1}. (3.12) By Lemma 2.2 we can now find an analytic polynomial with integer spectrum P_k(t) = ∑ n>0 ^P_k(n)e^{2πint} (3.13) and a set F_k ⊂ [0, 1] satisfying

(i) ‖ ^P_k‖_∞ < ε_k;

(ii) m([0, 1] \ F_k) < ε_k; (iii) |P_k(t) − 1| < ε_k on F_k;

(iv) Any partial sum S_l(P_k) can be decomposed as a sum A_{k,l} + B_{k,l} such that ‖A_{k,l}‖_L∞_{(Fk)} < 2, ‖B_{k,l}‖_L2_{([0,1])} < ε_k, (3.14) where A_{k,l}, B_{k,l} are analytic polynomials with integer spectrum.

We choose a large positive integer ν_k (to be specified later) and set E_k = ν^{−1}_k (F_k + Z), (3.15) then using (3.5) we can deduce from (ii) that m_u(E^∁_k) < ε_k, (3.16) while due to (iii) we have |P_k(ν_kt) − 1| < ε_k, t ∈ E_k. (3.17)

We now set M_k := max{M_{k−1}, ‖P_k‖^2_∞‖Q_k‖^2_∞}, and choose γ_k to satisfy γ_k(t) = γ_{k−1}(t), t ∈ E_k, (3.18) and 0 < γ_k(t)(1 + ‖P_k‖_∞ + max_l ‖A_{k,l}‖_∞) ⩽ γ_{k−1}(t), t ∈ E^∁_k, (3.19) which completes the inductive step of the construction.

3.4. Let now D_k := ⋂ j⩾k E_j . (3.20)

By (3.12)(c), (3.16) we have ∞∑ k=1 m_u(E^∁_k) ⩽ ∞∑ k=1 ε_k < +∞, (3.21)

hence the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that ⋃_∞ k=1 D_k is a set of full measure in R.

Define γ(t) := inf_k γ_k(t), t ∈ R. (3.22) It follows from (3.18) that γ(t) = γ_{k−1}(t) > 0, t ∈ D_k. (3.23) As a consequence, we conclude that γ(t) > 0 a.e.

3.5. Next we claim that the estimate ‖φ_k − γ · P̃_k · Q_k‖_L2_{u(R)} < 4η_k, P̃_k(t) := P_k(ν_kt), (3.24) holds for all k. Indeed, we have

‖φ_k − γ · P̃_k · Q_k‖^2_L2_{u(R)} = ∫ R |φ_k − γ · P̃_k · Q_k|^2u ⩽ ∫ D_k + ∫ E^∁_k + ∫ D^∁_{k+1} . (3.25)

We estimate each of the three integrals separately.

First, due to (3.17), (3.23) we have |φ_k(t) − γ(t)P̃_k(t)Q_k(t)|^2 (3.26) ⩽ ( |φ_k(t) − γ(t)Q_k(t)| + |γ(t)Q_k(t)(1 − P_k(ν_kt))| )_2 (3.27) ⩽ 2|φ_k(t) − γ_{k−1}(t)Q_k(t)|^2 + 2|Q_k(t)|^2ε^2_k, t ∈ D_k, (3.28) hence using (3.10), (3.12)(b) and the fact that ∫ R u ⩽ 1 we obtain ∫ D_k | · · · |^2u ⩽ 2‖φ_k − γ_{k−1} · Q_k‖^2_L2_{u(R)} + 2‖Q_k‖^2_∞ε^2_k ⩽ 4η^2_k. (3.29)

Second, due to (3.19) we have |φ_k(t) − γ(t)P_k(ν_kt)Q_k(t)|^2 (3.30) ⩽ 2|φ_k(t)|^2 + 2|γ(t)Q_k(t)|^2‖P_k‖^2_∞ (3.31) ⩽ 2|φ_k(t)|^2 + 2|Q_k(t)|^2, t ∈ E^∁_k, (3.32) so using (3.11), (3.16) we obtain ∫ E^∁_k | · · · |^2u ⩽ 2η^2_k. (3.33)

Lastly, we have |φ_k(t) − γ(t)P_k(ν_kt)Q_k(t)|^2 (3.34) ⩽ 2|φ_k(t)|^2 + 2|γ(t)P_k(ν_kt)Q_k(t)|^2 (3.35) ⩽ 2|φ_k(t)|^2 + 2M_k. (3.36) Observe that by (3.12)(c) and (3.16) we have m_u(D^∁_{k+1}) ⩽ ∑ j>k m_u(E^∁_j ) ⩽ ∑ j>k ε_j ⩽ ε_kM^{−1}_k , (3.37)

so using (3.11), (3.12)(a) we obtain ∫ D^∁_{k+1} | · · · |^2u ⩽ 2η^2_k + 2ε_k ⩽ 4η^2_k. (3.38)

Combining (3.29), (3.33) and (3.38) we arrive at the desired estimate (3.24).

3.6. Suppose now that we choose the sequence {η_k} to satisfy 16 ∑_∞ k=1 η^2_k < 1. Then Lemma 2.3 and the estimate (3.24) imply that the system {γ · P̃_k · Q_k}^∞_{k=1} (3.39) forms a Riesz basis in the space L^2_u(R). Hence every f ∈ L^2_u(R) has a series expansion f = ∞∑ k=1 ⟨f, ψ_k⟩ γ · P̃_k · Q_k (3.40) where {ψ_k} ⊂ L^2_u(R) is the system biorthogonal to (3.39) and the convergence of the series (3.40) is unconditional. Moreover, {ψ_k} is also a Riesz basis in L^2_u(R), hence ∞∑ k=1 |⟨f, ψ_k⟩|^2 ⩽ K‖f‖^2 (3.41) where K is a constant not depending on f.

Here and below, by ⟨·, ·⟩ and ‖ · ‖ with no subindex, we mean the scalar product and the norm in L^2_u(R).

3.7. Notice that we have P̃_k(t)Q_k(t) = P_k(ν_kt)Q_k(t) = ∑ m>0 ^P_k(m)Q_{k,m}(t), (3.42) where Q_{k,m} are trigonometric polynomials defined by Q_{k,m}(t) := Q_k(t)e^{2πimνkt} = N_k∑

n=1 d_{n,k}e^{2πi(σ(n)+mνk )t}. (3.43)

If we choose the sequence {ν_k} growing sufficiently fast, we can guarantee that the spectra of the polynomials Q_{k,m} follow each other, in the sense that max spec(Q_{k,m1} ) < min spec(Q_{k,m2} ), m_1 < m_2, (3.44) and moreover, the spectra of the polynomials P̃_k · Q_k also follow each other, that is, max spec(P̃_{k1} · Q_{k1} ) < min spec(P̃_{k2} · Q_{k2} ), k_1 < k_2. (3.45) (This property is referred to as “separation of spectra” in [KO01, Section 2.3].)

We now define Λ := ∞⋃ k=1 spec(P̃_k · Q_k), (3.46)

then each point λ ∈ Λ has a unique representation as λ = σ(n) + mν_k, k ⩾ 1, m ∈ spec(P_k), 1 ⩽ n ⩽ N_k. (3.47) The set Λ is uniformly discrete due to (3.3).

3.8. For λ ∈ Λ given by (3.47) we define a function h^∗_λ ∈ L^2_u(R) by h^∗_λ(t) := d_{n,k} ^P_k(m) ψ_k(t). (3.48) We will prove that if the elements of Λ are enumerated as {λ_j}^∞_{j=1} by increasing order, that is, λ_{j+1} > λ_j, then each f ∈ L^2_u(R) admits a series expansion f(t) = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨f, h^∗_{λj} ⟩γ(t)e^{2πiλj t} (3.49) convergent in the L^2_u(R) norm.

Indeed, using (3.9), (3.13), (3.44), (3.45) and (3.48), it follows that any partial sum of the series (3.49) can be decomposed as S^′ + S^{′′} + S^{′′′} where

S^′(t) = k−1∑ s=1 ⟨f, ψ_s⟩γ(t)P̃_s(t)Q_s(t), (3.50) S^{′′}(t) = ⟨f, ψ_k⟩γ(t)Q_k(t)S_l(P_k)(ν_kt), (3.51) and S^{′′′}(t) = ⟨f, ψ_k⟩γ(t) ^P_k(l + 1)S_r(Q_{k,l+1})(t) (3.52) for some k, l and r.

We have ‖f − S^′‖ = o(1) as k → ∞ due to (3.40).

To estimate S^{′′} we recall the property (iv) of the polynomial P_k, that is, the partial sum S_l(P_k) can be decomposed as A_{k,l} + B_{k,l} so that (3.14) holds. Let Ã_{k,l}(t) = A_{k,l}(ν_kt), B̃_{k,l}(t) = B_{k,l}(ν_kt), (3.53) then from (3.14), (3.15) and using (3.6) we obtain ‖Ã_{k,l}‖_L∞_{(Ek)} < 2, ‖B̃_{k,l}‖_L2_{u(R)} < ε_k. (3.54) We now have ‖S^{′′}‖ ⩽ |⟨f, ψ_k⟩| · (‖γ · Q_k · Ã_{k,l}‖ + ‖γ · Q_k · B̃_{k,l}‖). (3.55)

To estimate the first term we split the norm as the sum of two integrals ‖γ · Q_k · Ã_{k,l}‖^2 = ∫ R |γ(t)Q_k(t)Ã_{k,l}(t)|^2u(t)dt = ∫ E_k + ∫ E^∁_k . (3.56)

Then using (3.10), (3.54) we have ∫ E_k ⩽ 4 ∫ E_k |γ(t)Q_k(t)|^2u(t)dt ⩽ 4‖γ · Q_k‖^2 ⩽ 4‖γ_{k−1} · Q_k‖^2 (3.57) ⩽ 4(‖φ_k‖ + η_k)^2 = 4(1 + η_k)^2 < 16, (3.58) while using (3.19) we get ∫ E^c_k ⩽ ∫ E^∁_k |γ_{k−1}(t)Q_k(t)|^2u(t)dt ⩽ ‖γ_{k−1} · Q_k‖^2 < 4 (3.59)

(the last inequality is established in the same way as (3.58)). Hence ‖γ · Q_k · Ã_{k,l}‖^2 = ∫ E_k + ∫ E^∁_k < 20. (3.60)

To estimate the second term in (3.55) we use (3.12)(b), (3.54) to obtain ‖γ · Q_k · B̃_{k,l}‖^2 ⩽ ‖Q_k‖^2_∞‖B̃_{k,l}‖^2 ⩽ ‖Q_k‖^2_∞ε^2_k < η^2_k. (3.61) We conclude from (3.55), (3.60), (3.61) and (3.41) that ‖S^{′′}‖ ⩽ 10|⟨f, ψ_k⟩| = o(1), k → ∞. (3.62) Finally we estimate S^{′′′} using the property (i) of the polynomial P_k and (3.12)(b), as |S^{′′′}(t)| ⩽ |ψ_k(f)| · ‖ ^P_k‖_∞ · ‖S_r(Q_{k,l+1})‖_∞ (3.63) ⩽ |ψ_k(f)| · ε_k · ‖ ^Q_k‖_1 ⩽ |ψ_k(f)| · η_k. (3.64) Hence, using again (3.41) and the fact that ∫ R u ⩽ 1, we obtain ‖S^{′′′}‖ ⩽ |ψ_k(f)| · η_k = o(1), k → ∞ (3.65) as well.

We thus conclude that ‖f − (S^′ + S^{′′} + S^{′′′})‖ ⩽ ‖f − S^′‖ + ‖S^{′′}‖ + ‖S^{′′′}‖ = o(1), k → ∞ (3.66) which shows that the partial sums of the series (3.49) indeed converge to f in the norm. 3.9. Now we can finish the proof of Theorem 3.1. Define w(t) := u(t)γ(t)^2, then w is a weight and w(t) ⩽ w_0(t) a.e. due to (3.2). The mapping (Uf)(t) := f(t)/γ(t) is a unitary operator L^2_u(R) → L^2_w(R), which maps the weighted exponential system {γ(t)e^{2πiλj t}}^∞_{j=1} onto the unweighted system {e^{2πiλj t}}^∞_{j=1}. Hence if we take e^∗_j := U(h^∗_{λj} ) then we can conclude that for every f ∈ L^2_w(R), the series expansion (3.1) is valid with the convergence in the L^2_w(R) norm. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1, and consequently Theorem 1.1 also follows.

4. Remarks In this section we present some extensions of Theorem 1.1 and give additional remarks.

4.1. As in [Ole97], the function g in Theorem 1.1 may be chosen to be infinitely smooth. This can be achieved by choosing the weight u(t) in (3.2) to be fast decreasing. On the other hand, according to [OSSZ11, Proposition 2.2], if a system of uniformly discrete translates of a function g forms a Schauder frame in L^2(R), then ∫ R |g| = +∞, so that g cannot have fast decay.

4.2. It follows from (3.3), (3.47) that the sequence {λ_j} in Theorem 1.1 is obtained by a small perturbation of a certain subsequence {n_j} of the positive integers. In fact, we can have λ_j = n_j + o(1). This can be deduced from the fact that in Lemma 2.1, we may assume that any subsystem {e^{2πiσ(n)t}}_{n>N} is still complete in L^2_w(R) (see also [Lev25]).

On the other hand, note that the perturbations cannot decay arbitrarily fast. In particular, one cannot have λ_j = n_j + O(n^{−α}_j ), α > 0, see [KO03, Section 4.1].

4.3. As in [KO01], [NO09], the sequence Λ = {λ_j} in Theorem 1.1 may be chosen to be not only uniformly discrete, but even lacunary, that is, it can satisfy the condition

λ_{j+1} − λ_j → +∞, j → +∞. (4.1)

Moreover, Λ can have any “subexponential” growth, i.e. it can satisfy λ_{j+1}/λ_j > 1 + ε_j where {ε_j} is any pregiven positive sequence tending to zero, no matter how slowly. The latter condition is sharp, that is, it cannot be replaced by the Hadamard lacunarity condition λ_{j+1}/λ_j > c > 1 (see [OU16, Section 11.4.1]).

4.4. We can add to the statement of Theorem 1.1 the condition that the coefficients of the series expansion (1.5) satisfy for every q > 2 the inequality (^∞∑ n=1 |⟨f, g^∗_n⟩|^q )_{1/q} ⩽ K_q‖f‖, (4.2) where K_q is a constant which depends on q but does not depend on f. This strengthens the result from [NO09]. The condition is sharp, that is, (4.2) cannot hold for q = 2.

Indeed, to get condition (4.2) it suffices to fix a sequence q_k > 2, q_k → 2, and choose the polynomial P_k in (3.13) to satisfy ‖ ^P_k‖_{qk} ‖ ^Q_k‖_{qk} < 2^{−k} using Lemma 2.2(i).

To the contrary, if (4.2) was true with q = 2, it would imply that the restriction mapping f → f|_{[0,1]} is a compact operator L^2(R) → L^2([0, 1]) (see the proof of [FOSZ14, Proposition 5.1]) which is certainly not the case. Hence (4.2) cannot hold for q = 2.

4.5. By the uniform boundedness principle, if {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} is a Schauder frame in L^2(R) then the coefficient functionals {g^∗_n} must be uniformly bounded. We observe that the proof of Theorem 1.1 above, in fact yields a sequence {g^∗_n} such that ‖g^∗_n‖ → 0 as n → +∞. On the other hand, we note that it is also possible to choose {g^∗_n} to be seminormalized, that is, to satisfy A ⩽ ‖g^∗_n‖ ⩽ B where A, B are positive constants not depending on n (while at the same time satisfying (4.2) for every q > 2).

To this end we choose the weight u(t) in (3.2) such that u(t) ⩽ |χ(t)|^2, where χ is the Fourier transform of a nonzero function supported on [−^1_{10} ,^1_{10} ]. As in [NO09] this ensures that the exponentials {e^{2πiλj t}}^∞_{j=1} form a Bessel sequence in L^2_w(R), hence the translates {T_{λn} g}^∞_{n=1} form a Bessel sequence in L^2(R) (see e.g. [You01, Section 4.2] for the definition of a Bessel sequence and its basic properties). It then follows by an application of [BC20, Lemma 2.4] (where we take {g^′_i} to be any orthonormal system, say) that the sequence {g^∗_n} can be replaced with another seminormalized sequence, such that {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} remains a Schauder frame. It can be checked that (4.2) remains valid as well, possibly with a different constant K_q.

4.6. The statement of Theorem 1.1 can be strengthened so that not only the system {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} forms a Schauder frame in L^2(R), but also the system {(g^∗_n, T_{λn} g)}^∞_{n=1} (where the translates serve as the coefficient functionals) is at the same time another Schauder frame in L^2(R).

This can be achieved by choosing the sequences {ε_k} and {ν_k} with a sufficiently fast decay and growth respectively.

We note that the Schauder frame property of the system {(g^∗_n, T_{λn} g)}^∞_{n=1} is not an automatic consequence, since the Schauder frame {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)}^∞_{n=1} is not unconditional (compare with [FOSZ14, Corollary 3.3] and [LT25, Theorem 4.2]).

4.7. Theorem 1.1 is true also in higher dimensions, that is:

Theorem 4.1. There is a uniformly discrete sequence {λ_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊂ R^d , and there are functions g and {g^∗_n} in L^2(R^d ), such that every f ∈ L^2(R^d ) admits a series expansion (1.5) where the convergence is in the L^2(R^d ) norm.

This can be deduced from Theorem 1.1 using cartesian/tensor products.

4.8. We conclude the paper with some remarks on L^p(R) spaces.

It is known [FOSZ14] that in L^p(R), p > 2, there exist unconditional Schauder frames of translates, i.e. of the form {(T_{λn} g, g^∗_n)} where g ∈ L^p(R), {λ_n} ⊂ R and {g^∗_n} are continuous linear functionals on L^p(R). Moreover, {λ_n} may be chosen to be an arbitrary unbounded sequence, and in particular, it may increase arbitrarily fast.

To the contrary, we proved in [LT25] that none of the spaces L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 2, admits an unconditional Schauder frame consisting of translates.

In [FPT21, Section 4], Schauder frames (not unconditional) formed by non-discrete translates were constructed in L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p < ∞.

The problem as to whether Schauder frames formed by a uniformly discrete sequence of translates may exist in the space L^p(R), 1 < p < 2, is addressed in our subsequent paper [LT24]. Theorem 1.1 solves the problem affirmatively for the space L^2(R). Note that in L^1(R), a system of uniformly discrete translates cannot even be complete, see e.g. [OSSZ11, Theorem 1.7].

It is also not known whether the space L^p(R), 1 < p < ∞, admits a Schauder basis formed by translates of a single function. (If so, then the translates must be uniformly discrete [OZ92, Theorem 1]). It is known that there are no unconditional Schauder bases of translates in any of these spaces, see [FOSZ14].

References

[BC20] M. Berasategui, D. Carando, Unconditional Schauder frames of translates in L_p(R^d ). Israel J. Math. 238 (2020), no. 2, 687–713.

[FOSZ14] D. Freeman, E. Odell, Th. Schlumprecht, A. Zsák, Unconditional structures of translates for L_p(R^d ). Israel J. Math. 203 (2014), no. 1, 189–209.

[FPT21] D. Freeman, A. M. Powell, M. A. Taylor, A Schauder basis for L_2 consisting of non-negative functions. Math. Ann. 381 (2021), no. 1–2, 181–208.

[KO99] G. Kozma, A. Olevskii, Representation of non-periodic functions by trigonometric series with almost integer frequencies. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math. 329 (1999), no. 4, 275–280.

[KO01] G. Kozma, A. Olevskii, Menshov representation spectra. J. Anal. Math. 84 (2001), 361–393. [KO03] G. Kozma, A. Olevskii, Random Menshov spectra. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 131 (2003), no.

6, 1901–1906.

[Lev25] N. Lev, Completeness of uniformly discrete translates in L^p(R). J. Anal. Math. (2025). [LT24] N. Lev, A. Tselishchev, Schauder frames of discrete translates in L^p(R). Preprint,

arXiv:2402.09915.

[LT25] N. Lev, A. Tselishchev, There are no unconditional Schauder frames of translates in L^p(R), 1 ⩽ p ⩽ 2. Adv. Math. 460 (2025), Paper No. 110036.

[NO09] S. Nitzan, A. Olevskii, Quasi-frames of translates. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 347 (2009), no. 13–14, 739–742.

[OSSZ11] E. Odell, B. Sari, Th. Schlumprecht, B. Zheng, Systems formed by translates of one element in L_p(R). Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), no. 12, 6505–6529.

[Ole97] A. Olevskii, Completeness in L^2(R) of almost integer translates. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér.

I Math. 324 (1997), no. 9, 987–991.

[Ole02] A. Olevskii, On the “prediction” problem. C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 334 (2002), no. 4, 279–282.

[OU04] A. Olevskii, A. Ulanovskii, Almost integer translates. Do nice generators exist? J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 10 (2004), no. 1, 93–104.

[OU16] A. Olevskii, A. Ulanovskii, Functions with disconnected spectrum: sampling, interpolation, translates. American Mathematical Society, 2016.

[OZ92] T. E. Olson and R. A. Zalik, Nonexistence of a Riesz basis of translates. Approximation theory (Memphis, TN, 1991), 401–408. Lecture Notes in Pure and Appl. Math., 138 Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1992 [RS95] J. Ramanathan, T. Steger, Incompleteness of sparse coherent states. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 2 (1995), no. 2, 148–153.

[You01] R. M. Young, An introduction to nonharmonic Fourier series. Revised first edition. Academic Press, 2001.

Department of Mathematics, Bar-Ilan University, Ramat-Gan 5290002, Israel

Email address: levnir@math.biu.ac.il

Department of Mathematics, Bar-Ilan University, Ramat-Gan 5290002, Israel

St. Petersburg Department of Steklov Mathematical Institute, Fontanka 27, St. Petersburg 191023, Russia

Email address: celis anton@pdmi.ras.ru