arXiv:2410.12387v2 [math.CA] 25 Mar 2025

MAXIMALITY AND COMPLETENESS OF ORTHOGONAL EXPONENTIALS ON THE CUBE

MIHAIL N. KOLOUNTZAKIS, NIR LEV, AND MÁTÉ MATOLCSI

Dedicated to the memory of Bent Fuglede

Abstract. It is possible to have a packing by translates of a cube that is maximal (i.e. no other cube can be added without overlapping) but does not form a tiling. In the long running analogy of packing and tiling to orthogonality and completeness of exponentials on a domain, we pursue the question whether one can have maximal orthogonal sets of exponentials for a cube without them being complete. We prove that this is not possible in dimensions 1 and 2, but is possible in dimensions 3 and higher. We provide several examples of such maximal incomplete sets of exponentials, differing in size, and we raise relevant questions. We also show that even in dimension 1 there are sets which are spectral (i.e. have a complete set of orthogonal exponentials) and yet they also possess maximal incomplete sets of orthogonal exponentials.

1. Introduction

1.1. If Ω ⊂ R^d is a measurable set of finite measure, we call it spectral if there exists a countable set Λ ⊂ R^d such that the system of exponential functions

E(Λ) = {e^{2πi⟨λ,x⟩} : λ ∈ Λ} (1.1)

forms an orthogonal basis in L^2(Ω). The set of frequencies Λ is then called a spectrum of Ω. The properties of spectral sets, especially in comparison with properties of sets that tile by translations, have been a subject of intense research for decades (see, for instance, the recent survey [Kol24]). The Fuglede conjecture [Fug74] stated that the spectral sets are precisely those that can tile the space by translations (this means that one can find a collection of translates of the set such that almost every point of the space belongs to exactly one translate), but this conjecture is now known to be false in dimensions 3 and higher [Tao04], [Mat05], [KM06], [FMM06], [FR06]. Still a lot more is known and continues to be discovered about the connection of spectrality to tiling, a major recent result being the truth of the Fuglede conjecture for convex sets [LM22].

Date: October 16, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 42B10, 42C05, 52C22. Key words and phrases. Spectral set, orthogonal exponentials, tiling, packing. N.L. is supported by ISF Grant No. 1044/21. M.M. is supported by the Hungarian National Foundation for Scientific Research, Grants No. K132097, K146387. 1

For the unit cube Q = [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]^d, which is of course both a spectral set and a translational tile in R^d, a lot more is known. In particular it is known that the spectra Λ of Q are precisely the tiling complements of Q, namely the translation sets Λ ⊂ R^d such that {Q + λ}, λ ∈ Λ, constitutes a tiling [LRW00], [IP98], [Kol00b].

For any set Ω ⊂ R^d the two exponentials e^{2πi⟨λ,x⟩} and e^{2πi⟨μ,x⟩} are easily seen to be orthogonal in L^2(Ω) if and only if ^1_Ω(λ − μ) = 0, where ^1_Ω(ξ) = � Ω e^{−2πi⟨ξ,x⟩}dx is the Fourier transform of the indicator function 1_Ω. Since the unit cube Q is a product set, we can easily compute ^1_Q and find that its zero set is

G = {(ξ_1, ξ_2, . . . , ξ_d) ∈ R^d : there is j such that ξ_j ∈ Z \ {0}}. (1.2)

At the same time a collection of translates {Q + t}, t ∈ T, forms a packing (i.e. the translates overlap at measure zero only) if and only if (T−T)∩(−1, 1)^d = {0}. Hence if Λ is an orthogonal set for the cube Q then Λ−Λ ⊂ G∪{0}, which in turn implies, via the characterization (1.2), that {Q+λ}, λ ∈ Λ, is a packing. In short, any orthogonal set for Q is also a packing set for Q (note, however, that the converse is not true).

1.2. We now come to the question of maximality. A packing of Q is called maximal if it is not possible to add another translated copy of Q so that it remains a packing. Clearly every tiling is a maximal packing. It is easy to see though that there exist maximal packings of Q by a set of translates T which are not tilings. For instance, in dimension one, consider T to contain all numbers of the form ±(n −^1_4 ), n = 1, 2, 3, . . . . The same is true in all dimensions.

An orthogonal set of frequencies Λ is similarly called maximal if it is not possible to add another point to it so that it remains orthogonal. Any spectrum of Q (i.e. an orthogonal and complete set of frequencies) is of course maximal. But now it is not clear whether maximality fails to imply completeness, just as maximality of a packing fails to imply tiling.

In fact, it is easy to see that in dimension one, the maximality of an orthogonal set of frequencies does imply completeness. Indeed, if the exponential system E(Λ) is orthogonal in L^2([−^1_2 ,^1_2 ]) then Λ − Λ ⊂ Z. Fix λ_0 ∈ Λ. It follows that Λ ⊂ λ_0 + Z and, since all frequencies in λ_0 + Z are orthogonal to each other, maximality of Λ implies that Λ = λ_0 + Z, that is, Λ is a spectrum of [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ].

Is the same still true in higher dimensions? That is, if Λ is a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^d, must it be also complete? In §2 we show that every maximal orthogonal set for the square in 2 dimensions is also complete, just as in dimension 1. Then in §3 we show that this is not the case in dimension 3. The maximal incomplete set we find there has the maximum possible density. In §4 we give an alternative construction, again in dimension 3, where our maximal set is now much thinner, almost a finite union of planes. We then show in §5 how we can extend the results from dimension 3 to higher dimensions. In §6 we examine some general properties that maximal orthogonal sets for the cube must have. Closing, in §7 we show that if we are willing to examine spectral sets other than the cube then even in dimension 1 we can find an example of a spectral set which has a maximal incomplete set of exponentials.

2. Maximal orthogonal sets in two dimensions

First we show that in two dimensions, the maximality of an orthogonal set for the unit square implies completeness, similar to the one-dimensional case.

Theorem 2.1. Any maximal orthogonal set for the unit square in R^2 is also complete, i.e. it is a spectrum. More generally, any orthogonal set for the unit square can be embedded as a subset of some spectrum.

The proof will require a lemma which can be found in [Kol00a, Observation 1] as well as in [GL17, Lemma 11.4].

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a subset of an abelian group H, and let H_1 and H_2 be two subgroups of H. Assume that X − X ⊂ H_1 ∪ H_2. Then X − X ⊂ H_1 or X − X ⊂ H_2.

Now let Λ ⊂ R^2 be an orthogonal set for the unit square. Then Λ − Λ ⊂ G ∪ {0}, where G is the zero set from (1.2) (with d = 2). It follows that if we define H_1 = Z×R and H_2 = R × Z, which are both subgroups of R^2, then Λ − Λ ⊂ H_1 ∪ H_2. Lemma 2.2 then implies that Λ − Λ ⊂ Z × R or Λ − Λ ⊂ R × Z.

Let us consider the case where Λ − Λ ⊂ Z × R (the other case is similar). By translating the set Λ we may assume that it contains the origin, so this implies that Λ ⊂ Z × R. We now observe that if (n, t) and (n, s) are two distinct points in Λ, then orthogonality implies that t − s must be an integer. Hence Λ is contained in a set of the form {(n, k + t(n)) : n, k ∈ Z} (2.1) where t(n) are real numbers. But it is known, see [JP99, Theorem 5], that any set of the form (2.1) is a spectrum of the unit square. Hence Λ can be embedded as a subset of a spectrum. In particular, Λ is maximal if and only if it coincides with a spectrum.

3. A maximal incomplete orthogonal set in three dimensions

3.1. Next we show that Theorem 2.1 does not extend to three dimensions. Namely, we will prove the following result.

Theorem 3.1. There exists an orthogonal set Λ ⊂ R^3 for the unit cube, which is maximal but incomplete.

Our strategy is to start from the integer lattice Z^3 which is a spectrum for the unit cube. We then remove a small part of this spectrum, contained in the union of the three coordinate planes, which leaves us with a subset B of the integer lattice. The set B is still orthogonal, but of course it is not maximal as it embeds in a spectrum. However, we will show that one can add a small set A to B such that the orthogonality is still preserved, but at the same time it eliminates the possibility of further extending A ∪ B to a spectrum, or stronger, to any larger orthogonal set.

3.2. We now turn to the details of the construction. Fix three real numbers α, β, γ such that none of them is an integer. Let A be the set in R^3 consisting of all points that have one of the following forms:

(0, β − k, γ), (α, 0, γ − k), (α − k, β, 0) (3.1)

where k is a nonzero integer. Notice that A is contained in the union of three lines.

Let B be the set of all vectors in R^3 whose coordinates are nonzero integers. This set contains all integer vectors except those lying in a union of three planes.

The sets A and B are disjoint. Let Λ = A ∪ B be their union. It is straightforward to check that Λ − Λ ⊂ G ∪ {0}, where G is the zero set from (1.2) (with d = 3). Hence Λ is an orthogonal set for the unit cube Q in R^3. In particular, Q + Λ is a packing.

On the other hand we claim that Λ is not a complete set of frequencies. Indeed, if it was complete then Q + Λ would be a tiling, see [LRW00], [IP98], [Kol00b]. But notice that each one of the three slabs

[−^1_2 ,^1_2 ] × R × R, R × [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ] × R, R × R × [−^1_2 ,^1_2 ] (3.2)

is scarcely covered by the cubes in the packing Q + Λ, so this packing is not a tiling.

3.3. To continue we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let s ∈ R^3 and suppose that s − B ⊂ G. Then at least one of the coordinates of s is zero.

Proof. Let s = (u, v, w) and suppose to the contrary that all the coordinates u, v, w are nonzero. Since we have (u, v, w)−(1, 1, 1) ∈ G then at least one of the coordinates u, v, w must be an integer. Hence, say, u = j for some nonzero integer j. Next, since we also have (u, v, w) − (j, 1, 1) ∈ G, then at least one of the other two coordinates v, w must be an integer. Hence, say, v = k for some nonzero integer k. Finally, since (u, v, w) − (j, k, 1) ∈ G, then w must be an integer, so w = l for some nonzero integer l. But this implies that the zero vector (u, v, w) − (j, k, l) is in G, a contradiction. □

3.4. Finally we show that Λ is a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube Q. Suppose to the contrary that this is not the case, and let s = (u, v, w) ∈ R^3 be a point not belonging to Λ, such that Λ ∪ {s} is still an orthogonal set. In other words, this means that we have s − Λ ⊂ G.

In particular, we have s − B ⊂ G, hence by Lemma 3.2 at least one of the coordinates u, v, w is zero. Let us consider the case where u = 0 (the other two cases are similar). We then have (0, v, w) − (0, β − k, γ) ∈ G for every nonzero integer k. This implies that either w − γ is a nonzero integer, or that v = β.

If v = β, then s = (0, β, w). We now have (0, β, w) − (α, 0, γ − k) ∈ G for every nonzero integer k. This implies that w = γ. We thus obtain s = (0, β, γ), but this contradicts the condition that s − (α − k, β, 0) ∈ G for every nonzero integer k. This case cannot therefore happen.

Hence we must have w = γ − l where l is a nonzero integer. Then s = (0, v, γ − l). The condition s − (α, 0, γ − l) ∈ G now implies that v = m for some nonzero integer m. We therefore obtain that s = (0, m, γ − l), but this again contradicts the condition that s − (α − k, β, 0) ∈ G for every nonzero integer k. Hence this case cannot happen either.

This shows that Λ is indeed a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube.

4. A “thin” maximal set in three dimensions

4.1. The maximal incomplete orthogonal set constructed in Section 3 is, in a sense, almost as large as a spectrum. Indeed, this set contains all integer vectors except those lying in the union of the three coordinate planes, and in particular, the set has the maximum possible density.

In this section we give an alternative construction which, somewhat surprisingly, produces a much thinner set.

Theorem 4.1. There is an orthogonal set Λ ⊂ R^3 for the unit cube, which is maximal but contained in a finite union of planes (and, as a consequence, is incomplete).

4.2. Fix again three real numbers α, β, γ such that none of them is an integer. Let Λ be the set in R^3 consisting of all points that have one of the following forms: (0, 0, 0), (n, β − k, γ), (α, n, γ − k), (α − k, β, n) (4.1)

where n and k are nonzero integers.

It is straightforward to check that Λ − Λ ⊂ G ∪ {0}, hence Λ is an orthogonal set for the unit cube Q in R^3. On the other hand, Λ is contained in the union of three planes plus the origin, hence Q + Λ is not a tiling and Λ is not a spectrum for Q.

4.3. On the other hand we now claim that Λ is a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube. Indeed, if not then there is a point s = (u, v, w) ∈ R^3 not belonging to Λ, such that Λ∪{s} is still an orthogonal set. In other words, this means that s−Λ ⊂ G.

The condition (u, v, w) − (0, 0, 0) ∈ G implies that at least one of u, v, w is a nonzero integer. Let us consider the case where u = j for some nonzero integer j (the other two cases are similar). We then have (j, v, w) − (j, β − k, γ) ∈ G for every nonzero integer k. This implies that either w − γ is a nonzero integer, or that v = β.

If v = β, then s = (j, β, w). We have (j, β, w) − (α, n, γ − k) ∈ G for every two nonzero integers n and k. This implies that w = γ. We thus obtain s = (j, β, γ), but this contradicts the condition that s − (α − k, β, n) ∈ G for every two nonzero integers n and k. So this case cannot happen.

Hence we must have w = γ − l where l is a nonzero integer. Then s = (j, v, γ − l). The condition s − (α, n, γ − l) ∈ G for every nonzero integer n now implies that v = 0.

We therefore obtain that s = (j, 0, γ−l), but this again contradicts the condition that s − (α − k, β, n) ∈ G for every two nonzero integers n and k. It follows that this case cannot happen either.

This shows that Λ is indeed a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube.

4.4. We leave open the following question, which arises naturally.

Problem 4.2. Does there exist a maximal orthogonal set Λ ⊂ R^3 for the unit cube, such that Λ is contained in a union of finitely many lines?

5. Extensions to higher dimensions

We will now use the results of Sections 3 and 4 in order to construct examples of maximal incomplete orthogonal sets for the cube also in dimensions greater than 3. We will present two methods that allow us to use lower-dimensional examples in order to produce examples in higher dimensions.

5.1. Suppose that Λ ⊂ R^n is a maximal and incomplete orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n. We will show how to use this set Λ in order to construct a set Γ ⊂ R^n ×R^m which is a maximal and incomplete orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n × R^m.

We take Γ = A ∪ B to be the union of two disjoint sets A and B, defined as follows. Let A be the set of all vectors in R^n × R^m of the form (λ, 0) where λ ∈ Λ. We also let B be the set of vectors (p, q) ∈ Z^n × Z^m such that the vector q has at least one nonzero coordinate, i.e. q is not the zero vector.

It is clear that A and B are indeed two disjoint sets. It is also straightforward to check that their union Γ = A ∪ B is an orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n × R^m.

Theorem 5.1. If Λ ⊂ R^n is a maximal and incomplete orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n, then the set Γ constructed above is a maximal and incomplete orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n × R^m.

Proof. Let us first show that Γ is maximal. Suppose to the contrary that this is not the case, so there is a point (u, v) ∈ R^n × R^m which is orthogonal to both A and B. If v is the zero vector, then orthogonality to A implies that the vector u is orthogonal to Λ (with respect to the unit cube in R^n) which contradicts the maximality of Λ. Hence this cannot happen, so v must be a nonzero vector. We now define a vector q = (q_1, . . . , q_m) by taking the coordinate q_j to coincide with the corresponding coordinate v_j of v if it is an integer, and otherwise we let q_j be an arbitrary nonzero integer. This implies that q is a nonzero vector in Z^m which is not orthogonal to v (with respect to the unit cube in R^m). But now (u, v) is orthogonal to all vectors of the form (p, q), p ∈ Z^n, since these vectors are in B. However this is possible only if u is orthogonal to all vectors p ∈ Z^n, which contradicts the completeness of the spectrum Z^n of the unit cube in R^n. This shows that Γ is indeed maximal.

It remains to show that Γ is not complete. Indeed, if it was complete then Γ would be a tiling set for the unit cube in R^n×R^m, again due to the result in [LRW00], [IP98], [Kol00b]. In turn this would imply that Λ is a tiling set for the unit cube in R^n. As a consequence, Λ would be a spectrum, contrary to our assumption. □

5.2. Another possibility for using lower-dimensional examples in order to construct examples in higher dimensions, is to utilize cartesian products.

Theorem 5.2. Let A ⊂ R^n and B ⊂ R^m be two maximal orthogonal sets for the unit cubes in R^n and R^m respectively. Then the cartesian product A × B is a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n × R^m. Moreover, A × B is a complete set if and only if both A and B are complete sets.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that A×B is an orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^n ×R^m. Suppose to the contrary that A×B is not maximal, and let (u, v) ∈ R^n ×R^m be orthogonal to all the points of A × B. The maximality of A implies the existence of a point a ∈ A which is not orthogonal to u. Similarly, by the maximality of B there is b ∈ B which is not orthogonal to v. It follows that (u, v) is not orthogonal to the point (a, b) which belongs to A × B, a contradiction. Hence A × B must be a maximal set.

Finally, it is well known, see e.g. [JP99, Theorem 4], that if both A and B are complete sets, then also A × B is complete. The converse is also true, see [JP99, Lemma 2]. □

5.3. It is natural to pose the following question, which generalizes Problem 4.2. Let us define the affine dimension of a discrete set Λ ⊂ R^d to be the smallest integer k such that Λ can be covered by a finite number of translated k-dimensional subspaces.

Problem 5.3. How small can be the affine dimension of a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^d?

If we write d = 3q + r where r ∈ {0, 1, 2}, then the set Γ = Λ × · · · × Λ × Z^r is a maximal incomplete orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^d, where Λ ⊂ R^3 is the set from Theorem 4.1, which appears q times in the product. We observe that this set Γ is contained in a finite union of translated subspaces of dimension k = 2q + r.

6. Some general properties of maximal orthogonal sets

6.1. In the previous sections, we have constructed examples of maximal incomplete orthogonal sets for the unit cube in R^d, d � 3. Moreover, we have seen examples of rather “thin” maximal orthogonal sets. A natural question arises as to how small can these sets be. The following proposition gives a necessary condition on a maximal set, which in particular shows that it cannot be “too small” in a sense.

Theorem 6.1. Let Λ ⊂ R^d be a maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube. Then for every point (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_d) ∈ Λ and for every integer n, the number λ_1 + n must appear as the first coordinate of some point from Λ. Similarly, λ_2 + n must appear as the second coordinate of some point from Λ, and so on.

Proof. By translating the set Λ we may assume that the point (λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_d) lies at the origin. By symmetry it also suffices to prove that every integer n must appear as the first coordinate of some point from Λ.

Suppose to the contrary that n is an integer which does not appear as the first coordinate of any point from Λ. We then claim that the point ξ = (n, 0, 0, ..., 0) is orthogonal to all points of Λ, which contradicts the maximality of Λ. Indeed, n must be a nonzero integer and hence ξ is orthogonal to the origin. Now let μ be any point of Λ other than the origin. Then μ is orthogonal to the origin and so at least one of the coordinates of μ is a nonzero integer. If this coordinate is not the first one then ξ is orthogonal to μ and we are done. Otherwise the first coordinate of μ is a (nonzero) integer, which cannot be equal to n by assumption. This once again implies that ξ is orthogonal to μ, and so the assertion is established. □

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 6.1 we obtain:

Corollary 6.2. Any maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube must be an infinite set.

Moreover, it follows that a maximal orthogonal set cannot be “too localized” in space. Specifically, consider an axis-aligned slab of width one, i.e. a set of the form

S_j(a) = {(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_d) : a � x_j � a + 1}, 1 � j � d, a ∈ R. (6.1)

Since any closed interval of length 1 contains an integer, Theorem 6.1 implies:

Corollary 6.3. A maximal orthogonal set for the unit cube must intersect any axisaligned slab of width one.

6.2. Assume now that Λ is a finite orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^d. Then Λ is not maximal (Corollary 6.2). A standard application of Zorn’s lemma shows that Λ can always be embedded as a subset of a maximal orthogonal set. Is it always possible to embed Λ as a subset of an orthogonal and complete set (i.e. a spectrum) of the cube?

Theorem 2.1 tells us that the answer is ‘yes’ in two dimensions. Let us show that it is ‘no’ in dimensions 3 and higher:

Theorem 6.4. There exists a finite orthogonal set for the unit cube in R^d, d � 3, which cannot be embedded as a subset of any spectrum of the cube.

Proof. By our previous results there exists a maximal but incomplete orthogonal set Λ for the unit cube. For each n define Λ_n := Λ ∩ [−n, n]^d. The set Λ_n is finite for every n. We claim that there is n such that the set Λ_n cannot be embedded as a subset of any spectrum. Indeed, if this is not the case then each Λ_n is contained in some spectrum Γ_n of the cube. It is known, see [GL16, Section 3], [Kol16], that there exists a weakly convergent subsequence Γ_{nj} whose weak limit Γ is also a spectrum for the cube. We have Λ_m ⊂ Λ_{nj} ⊂ Γ_{nj} for n_j > m, and letting j → +∞ it follows that the weak limit Γ contains the set Λ_m. Since m is arbitrary we conclude that Λ ⊂ Γ, that is, Λ can be embedded in a spectrum, in contradiction to its maximality and incompleteness. □

7. Spectral sets other than the cube

As we saw in the introduction, in the case of the cube in dimension 1 (i.e. the unit interval), any maximal orthogonal set of frequencies necessarily forms a spectrum. A natural question arises whether this is true for any spectral set Ω ⊂ R. Below, we utilize an idea of the previous sections to show that this is not the case.

Theorem 7.1. There exists a spectral set H ⊂ R (a union of finitely many intervals with integer endpoints) which admits a maximal but incomplete orthogonal set.

We motivate the concrete example given below by a short informal discussion. We are looking for a set H ⊂ R such that H is spectral, but there exists a maximal orthogonal set of exponentials in L^2(H) which is not complete. As Fuglede’s conjecture is still open in R, we may as well assume that H tiles R by translations. If so, it is known that any tiling of R by a bounded region H is periodic and is essentially equivalent to a tiling of Z (see [LW96]). Furthermore, any tiling of Z is known to arise as a periodic extension of a tiling of a finite cyclic group Z_N = Z/NZ (see [New77]). It is therefore natural to look for the set H in the form H = ∪^k_{j=1}[h_j, h_j + 1), where the set H_0 = {h_1, . . . , h_k} ⊂ {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} is a tile (and a spectral set) in the group Z_N (where we have identified Z_N with the set {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} in the natural way).

However, we note that if the cardinality of the set H_0 is a prime number, then the structure theory of tiling of finite abelian groups indicates that any maximal orthogonal set for H_0 is necessarily a spectrum. Presumably the same holds if the number of elements of the set H_0 is a prime power, or even a product of two prime powers, see [CM99]. This suggests that we should be looking for a more complicated example.

In the concrete choice of N and the set H_0 ⊂ Z_N we shall therefore mimic the “thin” example of Section 4, given in dimension 3 for the cube. Let p < q < r be distinct odd primes, and let N = p^2q^2r^2. Then Z_N is isomorphic to the product group Z_p2 ×Z_q2 ×Z_r2 , with a group isomorphism being the mapping ϕ : Z_p2 ×Z_q2 ×Z_r2 → Z_N given by ϕ(a, b, c) = q^2r^2a + p^2r^2b + p^2q^2c (7.1) (clearly this mapping is a homomorphism, and one can easily check that it has a trivial kernel, hence it is an isomorphism).

Let us now consider the “discrete cube” H_0 ⊂ Z_p2 × Z_q2 × Z_r2 given by

H_0 = {(a, b, c) : 0 � a � p − 1, 0 � b � q − 1, 0 � c � r − 1}. (7.2)

The Fourier transform ^1_{H0} is a function on the dual group, which we can also identify with Z_p2 × Z_q2 × Z_r2 . The zeros of ^1_{H0} are then the vectors whose first coordinate is a nonzero multiple of p, or the second coordinate is a nonzero multiple of q, or the third coordinate is a nonzero multiple of r. As a consequence, H_0 is a spectral set in the group Z_p2 × Z_q2 × Z_r2 and the set Γ_0 = {(u, v, w) : p|u, q|v, r|w} serves as a spectrum for H_0. Indeed, Γ_0 is an orthogonal set of frequencies for H_0 and it has the same cardinality as H_0 (see also [AGK18]).

We will now exhibit a maximal but incomplete set of frequencies for H_0. We let Λ_0 ⊂ Z_p2 × Z_q2 × Z_r2 be the set of all vectors that have one of the following forms:

(0, 0, 0), (n, 1 − k, 1), (1, k, 1 − m), (1 − n, 1, m) (7.3)

where n is a nonzero multiple of p, k is a nonzero multiple of q and m is a nonzero multiple of r. (Notice that these elements of Λ_0 are analogous to those in (4.1).) It is then straightforward to check that Λ_0 forms an orthogonal set of frequencies for H_0, and one can repeat the proof of Section 4 verbatim to show that Λ_0 is maximal. It is also clear that Λ_0 is not a spectrum of H_0, since we have |H_0| = pqr while

|Λ_0| < pq + qr + rp < 3qr � pqr. (7.4)

Via the isomorphism (7.1) we deduce that ϕ(H_0) ⊂ Z_N is a spectral set which has a maximal, incomplete set of frequencies Λ^′_0. We view Λ^′_0 as a subset of Z_N via the identification of Z_N with its dual group.

Finally, let H ⊂ R be the set defined by H = ∪_{h∈ϕ(H0)}[h, h + 1), or equivalently, 1_H = 1_{ϕ(H0)} ∗1_{[0,1)}. This implies that the zero set of the Fourier transform ^1_H satisfies � {^1_H = 0} ∪ {0} � ∩ 1 N Z = 1 N � {^1_{ϕ(H0)} = 0} ∪ {0} � + Z, (7.5)

where we view {^1_{ϕ(H0)} = 0} as a subset of {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1}. Define also Λ = 1 N Λ^′_0 + Z (7.6)

and observe that this is an orthogonal set for H because of (7.5). For the same reason we have that if Γ^′_0 is a spectrum of ϕ(H_0) in Z_N then Γ =^1_N Γ^′_0 +Z is a spectrum of H in R. The orthogonality of Γ follows from (7.5) and the completeness follows from (a) having the right density and (b) being periodic, as (a) and (b) together imply that the “packing” |^1_H|^2 + Γ is actually a tiling (see [Kol24, Section 2]).

It remains to show the maximality of Λ (the incompleteness of Λ is guaranteed since its density is too small). Assume that Λ∪{x} is an orthogonal set of frequencies for H, where x ∈ R \ Λ. By the Z-periodicity of Λ we may assume that x ∈ [0, 1). Now, if we knew that x = k/N for some k ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} \ Λ^′_0, then again by (7.5) this would imply that Λ^′_0 ∪ {k} is an orthogonal set of frequencies for ϕ(H_0) in Z_N, which contradicts the maximality of Λ^′_0. To conclude the proof we therefore need to rule out the possibility that x is a real number in [0, 1) which is not of the form k/N.

To this end we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. If H_0 ⊂ Z_p2 × Z_q2 × Z_r2 is the set defined by (7.2) and ϕ is given by (7.1) then, viewing the set ϕ(H_0) ⊂ {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} as a subset of the integer group Z, the Fourier transform of its indicator function (viewed as a function on the dual group T = R/Z) has no zeros outside the set 1 p^2q^2r^2

Z. (7.7)

Proof. We must show that if ξ ∈ R and ^1_{ϕ(H0)}(ξ/N) = 0 then ξ ∈ Z.

Let A = {0, 1, . . . , p − 1}, B = {0, 1, . . . , q − 1} and C = {0, 1, . . . , r − 1} viewed as subsets of the integers. We make the following observation: if we interpret the expression (7.1) as an integer (and not as an element of Z_N), then all the values attained by this expression for a ∈ A, b ∈ B and c ∈ C lie in the subset {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} of the integers. Indeed, all these values are nonnegative and not greater than

q^2r^2p + p^2r^2q + p^2q^2r = pqr(qr + pr + pq) < pqr(3qr) � p^2q^2r^2 = N. (7.8)

This means that as the triple (a, b, c) goes through the elements of A×B×C, then the expression (7.1) not only goes through the elements of ϕ(H_0) viewed as congruence classes modulo N, but it also goes through the representatives in {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1} (as a subset of Z) of the elements of the set ϕ(H_0).

This observation allows us to compute the Fourier transform ^1_{ϕ(H0)}(ξ/N). Assume that ξ ∈ R is not an integer, then we have

^1_{ϕ(H0)}(ξ/N) = � a∈A � b∈B � c∈C exp(−2πiϕ(a, b, c)ξ/N) (7.9) = � a∈A � b∈B � c∈C exp(−2πi(q^2r^2a + p^2r^2b + p^2q^2c)ξ/N) (7.10)

= p−1� a=0 e^{−2πiaξ/p2} q−1� b=0 e^{−2πibξ/q2} r−1� c=0 e^{−2πicξ/r2} (7.11) = 1 − e^{−2πiξ/p} 1 − e^{−2πiξ/p2} · 1 − e^{−2πiξ/q} 1 − e^{−2πiξ/q2} · 1 − e^{−2πiξ/r} 1 − e^{−2πiξ/r2}

, (7.12)

where the observation made above was used in (7.9) and (7.10). It remains to notice that the quantity in (7.12) is nonzero, as otherwise ξ would have to be an integer divisible by p, q or r. Hence the lemma is established. □

Finally, we use the lemma to finish the proof of the maximality of Λ. Recall that we have assumed that Λ ∪ {x} is an orthogonal set of frequencies for H, where x is a real number in [0, 1) \ Λ. Since 0 ∈ Λ, Lemma 7.2 allows us to conclude that x = k/N for some k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N − 1} \ Λ^′_0. As we have seen, this implies that Λ^′_0 ∪ {k} is an orthogonal set of frequencies for ϕ(H_0) ⊂ Z_N, contradicting the maximality of Λ^′_0.

Note added in proof. After submitting our paper we learned that maximal orthogonal sets for the unit cube in low dimensions were studied in the paper [LP11], where they are referred to as sets which determine an unextendible system of cubes. In particular [LP11, Theorem 5] gives a complete structural description of the maximal incomplete orthogonal sets for the unit cube in three dimensions. One can infer from this result a negative answer to Problem 4.2.

References

[AGK18] E. Agora, S. Grepstad, and M. Kolountzakis. Spectra for cubes in products of finite cyclic groups. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 146(6):2417–2423, 2018.

[CM99] E. Coven and A. Meyerowitz. Tiling the integers with translates of one finite set. J. Algebra, 212(1):161–174, 1999.

[FMM06] B. Farkas, M. Matolcsi, and P. Móra. On Fuglede’s conjecture and the existence of universal spectra. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 12(5):483–494, 2006.

[FR06] B. Farkas and Sz. Gy. Révész. Tiles with no spectra in dimension 4. Math. Scand., 98(1):44–52, 2006.

[Fug74] B. Fuglede. Commuting self-adjoint partial differential operators and a group theoretic problem. J. Funct. Anal., 16:101–121, 1974.

[GL16] R. Greenfeld and N. Lev. Spectrality and tiling by cylindric domains. J. Funct. Anal., 271(10):2808–2821, 2016.

[GL17] R. Greenfeld and N. Lev. Fuglede’s spectral set conjecture for convex polytopes. Anal.

PDE, 10(6):1497–1538, 2017.

[IP98] A. Iosevich and S. Pedersen. Spectral and tiling properties of the unit cube. Internat.

Math. Res. Notices, 1998(16):819–828, 1998.

[JP99] Palle E. T. Jorgensen and Steen Pedersen. Spectral pairs in Cartesian coordinates. J.

Fourier Anal. Appl., 5(4):285–302, 1999.

[KM06] M. N. Kolountzakis and M. Matolcsi. Tiles with no spectra. Forum Math., 18:519–528, 2006.

[Kol00a] M. N. Kolountzakis. On the structure of multiple translational tilings by polygonal regions. Discrete Comput. Geom, 23(4):537–553, 2000.

[Kol00b] M. N. Kolountzakis. Packing, tiling, orthogonality and completeness. Bull. Lond. Math.

Soc., 32(5):589–599, 2000.

[Kol16] M. N. Kolountzakis. Packing near the tiling density and exponential bases for product domains. Bull. Hellenic Math. Soc., 60:97–109, 2016.

[Kol24] M. N. Kolountzakis. Orthogonal Fourier analysis on domains. Preprint, arXiv:2408.15361.

[LM22] N. Lev and M. Matolcsi. The Fuglede conjecture for convex domains is true in all dimensions. Acta Math., 228(2):385–420, 2022.

[LRW00] J. C. Lagarias, J. A. Reeds, and Y. Wang. Orthonormal bases of exponentials for the ncube. Duke Math. J., 103(1):25–37, 2000.

[LW96] J. C. Lagarias and Y. Wang. Tiling the line with translates of one tile. Invent. Math., 124(1):341–365, 1996.

[LP11] M. Łysakowska and K. Przesławski. On the structure of cube tilings and unextendible systems of cubes in low dimensions. Eur. J. Combinatorics, 32(8):1417–1427, 2011.

[Mat05] M. Matolcsi. Fuglede’s conjecture fails in dimension 4. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 133(10):3021–3026, 2005.

[New77] D. J. Newman. Tesselation of integers. J. Number Theory, 9(1):107–111, 1977. [Tao04] T. Tao. Fuglede’s conjecture is false in 5 and higher dimensions. Math. Res. Lett., 11(2- 3):251–258, 2004.

Mihail N. Kolountzakis:

Department of Mathematics and Applied Mathematics, University of Crete, Voutes Campus, 70013 Heraklion, Greece and Institute of Computer Science, Foundation of Research and Technology Hellas, N. Plastira 100, Vassilika Vouton, 700 13, Heraklion, Greece

Email address: kolount@gmail.com

Nir Lev:

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

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

Máté Matolcsi:

HUN-REN Alfréd Rényi Mathematical Institute Reáltanoda utca 13-15, H-1053, Budapest, Hungary and Department of Analysis and Operations Research, Institute of Mathematics, Budapest University of Technology and Economics, Műegyetem rkp. 3., H-1111 Budapest, Hungary.

Email address: matomate@renyi.hu