arXiv:2504.01793v1 [cs.IT] 2 Apr 2025

OPTIMAL SHIFT-INVARIANT SPACES FROM UNIFORM MEASUREMENTS

ROHAN JOY AND RADHA RAMAKRISHNAN

Abstract. Let m be a positive integer and C be a collection of closed subspaces in L^2(R). Given the measurements FY = {{ y^1_k } k∈Z, . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z) of unknown functions F = {f1, . . . , fm} ⊂ L^2(R), in this paper we study the problem of finding an optimal space S in C that is “closest” to the measurements FY of F. Since the class of finitely generated shift-invariant spaces (FSISs) is popularly used for modelling signals, we assume C consists of FSISs. We will be considering three cases. In the first case, C consists of FSISs without any assumption on extra invariance. In the second case, we assume C consists of extra invariant FSISs, and in the third case, we assume C has translation-invariant FSISs. In all three cases, we prove the existence of an optimal space.

1. Introduction

Let C be a family of closed subspaces of L^2(R), and F = {f_1, f_2, . . . , f_m}, a finite set of elements in L^2(R). In this article, we study the problem of finding an optimal space S in class C that is “closest” to the “measurements” of the functions of F. The primary objective in identifying an appropriate space is to fit the space to the given data, rather than modifying the data to conform to existing models. This is crucial because signal acquisition often introduces noise, causing inherently low-dimensional signals to appear highdimensional. Therefore, the aim is to accurately identify the original low-dimensional space in which these signals reside.

In most real-life applications, such as digital signal and image processing, signals and images are generally assumed to belong to finitely generated shift-invariant spaces (FSISs) of the form

V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) := span { ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z, and ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l ∈ L^2(R) } . (1.1)

The functions ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l are called the generators of the space V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l). Hence, in this paper, we study the case where the approximation subspaces (the collection C) consist of FSISs.

Our work is motivated by the original data approximation problem proposed by Aldroubi et. al. in [1] and by the series of subsequent works [3, 4, 5, 6, 8]. In [1], the authors posed and answered positively the following question. Given a large set of experimental data {f_1, . . . , f_m} ⊂ L^2(R), does there exist a minimizer to the problem

arg min V ∈V_n m∑ i=1 ‖f_i − P_V f_i‖^2?

Here, V_n consists of all FSISs with at most n generators. We wish to explore the above problem from a sampling theory perspective, while at the same time also considering other popular classes of FSISs. Fix n_0 ∈ N. We assume that instead of functional data {f_1, . . . , f_m}, the measurements (taken using a sampling operator) F_Y = {{ y^1_k } k∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊆ ℓ^2(Z) of the functions {f_1, . . . , f_m} on the uniform grid^Z_{n0} are given to us. Our aim is to search for an optimal space that is nearest to this observed data. For this, we define an appropriate minimization problem. The problem is divided into two parts:

(1) The first step is to find a good approximation of the unknown functions {f_1, . . . , f_m} from the measurements F_Y . Since we do not presume any kind of rich data condition, we use the following extremely popular reconstruction algorithm from learning theory [14]. Fix λ > 0. Pick a V ∈ C, and for each j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, find a function in V (if it exists) whose measurements are the best least square regularized estimate for the given data { y^j_k } k∈Z . In other words, find

arg min_{f∈V} { ∑ k∈Z | | |y^jk − f ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ ‖f‖^2 } . (1.2)

Here, { f (_{kg} n_0 )} k∈Z ∈ ℓ^2(Z) represents the measurements of the function f, taken using a sampling

operator (that involves g ∈ L^2(R)) on the uniform grid^Z_{n0} . The precise definition of this sampling operator will be provided later in Section 3.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 94A12, 42C15, 47A15.

Key words and phrases. Fiber map, Shift-Invariant space, Extra-invariance, Translation-Invariant space, Uniform measurements . 1

(2) The second step is to vary V ∈ C and find an optimal subspace S ∈ C which minimizes the error in (1.2) when summed over all j ∈ {1, . . . , m}. That is, find

arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ( min_{f∈V} ∑ k∈Z | | |y^jk − f ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ ‖f‖^2 ) . (1.3)

To address this new minimization problem, we utilize the following space. Fix λ > 0, and define ~ L^2(R) := {({ f ( k^g n_0 )} k∈Z , f ) : f ∈ L^2(R) }

endowed with the norm ‖ ‖ ({ f ( k^g n_0 )} k∈Z , f )‖ ‖^2 := ‖ ‖ { f ( k^g n_0 )} k∈Z ‖ ‖^2 ℓ^2(Z)

+ λ ‖f‖^2_L2_{(R)} .

The objective is to construct a space in which the elements consist of signals paired with their measurements. The norm of an element ({ f (_{kg} n_0 )} k∈Z , f ) simultaneously considers both the norm of the measurements of the function f and the norm of the function f, weighted by a regularization parameter. This approach allows for the comparison of functions within our defined space using the measurements provided in the data, while also accounting for the norm of the approximating function. This method balances adherence to experimental data with the regularity of the function. Ideally, the minimizing function in this space should describe the given data accurately without being overly complex in its function norm, thereby effectively finding the regularized least square solution.

Given that we operate within this newly defined space ~L^2(R), and work with subspaces ~V := {({ f ( k^g n_0 )} k∈Z , f ) : f ∈ V } ⊂ ~ L^2(R)

generated using FSISs V , we develop a parallel theory of FSISs utilizing a newly defined fiber map, inspired by the classical one. This development is crucial because the classical theory does not adequately address our new setup.

Now, we introduce the three classes of approximation subspaces that are considered in our paper. Fix l ∈ N. Let n_0 ∈ N be the measurement rate at which the unknown functions {f_1, . . . , f_m} are sampled.

First, the collection C is assumed to contain all FSISs that have at most l generators. In this case, we are able to show the existence of an optimal space, but the problem of explicitly finding it is still open. The existence is shown by a straightforward application of [5, Theorem 3.8].

Next, we consider the case where the collection C contains FSISs that have extra invariance. Let n ∈ N. Then we say that V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) is^Z_n -extra invariant if f ∈ V =⇒ T k_n f ∈ V, ∀ k ∈ Z. In this case, we present one of the main contributions of this paper. We show that when the collection C is assumed to contain^Z_{n0} -extra invariant FSISs (recall that n_0 is our assumed measurement rate) having at most l generators, then an optimal space exists, and we explicitly construct it.

Finally, we consider the minimization problem for the class C of FSISs with at most l generators that are also translation invariant. We show that under the assumption that the translates of the generators of V ∈ C form a Riesz basis for V , an optimal space exists, and we explicitly construct it. The above class was introduced in [8]. Our aim here is to explore whether, over the same class, our minimization problem can be solved.

In most real-life applications, we have measurements of signals rather than the signals themselves. Our goal is to explore the problem proposed by Aldroubi from a perspective that aligns more closely with these real-world scenarios. This specific form of the problem has not been studied previously. While Aldroubi et al. discussed the first case -where C is assumed to contain all finitely generated shift-invariant spaces (FSISs) with at most l generators- in their paper [5], our work rigorously addresses all three cases commonly found in the literature. We demonstrate the existence of an optimal space and show that complete knowledge of the function is unnecessary; the measurements alone are sufficient to establish the existence of an optimal space when the optimization problem is approached as described. This paper focuses on proving the existence of an optimal space and finding it explicitly, if possible, without delving into the error generated by the optimal space, which we leave for future work.

We remark here that the measurement rate n_0 is allowed to be greater than 1 because, naturally, in a lot of cases, sampling at n_0 = 1, i.e., at Z will generally be insufficient when dealing with shift-invariant spaces that 2

have more than one generator (for an example see in [12, Corollary 3.1]). Thereby motivating the consideration of cases where n_0 exceeds one.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we state the relevant definitions and results from the literature that we require to solve our minimization problem. Section 3 and Section 4 are dedicated to the setting up of our problem in a mathematical rigorous form and for developing tools that will be used to prove our main results in the upcoming sections. Several generalizations of tools used in classical analysis are introduced and important technical lemmas are proved. In Section 5, we present the case where the collection C consists of FSISs without any assumption on extra-invariance. In Section 6, we deal with FSISs which are Z n_0 -extra invariant (recall that n0 is our assumed sampling rate) and in Section 7, we deal with FSISs which

are translation-invariant.

We remark that our approach to solving the minimization problems will be as follows. We will continually use the developed tools to reformulate the problem into progressively simplified forms. The specific formulation we choose will depend on the class of FSISs we are minimizing over. Throughout the paper, our overall technique is to adapt methods from the classical theory of data approximation for FSISs in such a way that both the measurements of the function and its norm are considered when minimizing the error rather than relying solely on the norm as in the classical case.

2. Notation and Preliminaries

• For any Hilbert space H, let B(H) denote the space of bounded linear operators on H. • The cardinality of a finite set A is denoted by #A.

• Let H be a Hilbert space and A, B be two closed subspaces of H. Then A ˙⊕B denotes the orthogonal direct sum of A and B.

• The sequence {e_l}_{l∈Z} denotes the standard orthonormal basis in ℓ^2(Z).

• If M is a closed subspace of a Hilbert space H, then P_M denotes the orthogonal projection operator of H onto M.

• For any A ⊂ R, X_A denotes the characteristic function on A.

• Let H be a Hilbert space. Then 0 denotes the zero vector in H. If it is not clear from the context what H is, then we will explicitly specify it.

The Fourier transform of any f ∈ L^1(R) is defined as ^f(ξ) = ∫ R f(x)e^{−2πixξ}dx, ξ ∈ R. Since L^1(R) ∩ L^2(R) is dense in L^2(R), the Fourier transform can be extended to a unitary operator on L^2(R). Let a ∈ R. Then for any f ∈ L^2(R), the translation operator T_a is defined as T_af(·) = f(· − a). Note that ^(T_af)(ξ) = e^{−2πiaξ} ^f(ξ), ξ ∈ R. Definition 2.1. A sequence of functions {f_k}_{k∈Z} in a separable Hilbert space H is said to be a Riesz basis for H, if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that A ∑ k∈Z |c_k|^2 ≤ ‖ ‖ ∑ k∈Z c_kf_k ‖ ‖^2 H ≤ B ∑ k∈Z |c_k|^2 (2.1)

for all {c_k}_{k∈Z} ∈ ℓ^2(Z), and H = span{f_k}_{k∈Z}.

Definition 2.2. Let f ∈ L^2(R). Then the sequence { ^f(ξ + k) } k∈Z belongs to ℓ^2(Z), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Given

an FSIS V of L^2(R) and ξ ∈ [0, 1],

J_V (ξ) := {{ ^f(ξ + k) } k∈Z : f ∈ V } , where the closure is taken in the norm of ℓ^2(Z).

Proposition 2.3. Let V_1, . . . , V_n be FSISs. If V = V_1 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_n, then

J_V (ξ) = J_{V1} (ξ) ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕J_{Vn} (ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. (2.2)

Definition 2.4. The length of an FSIS V ⊂ L^2(R) is defined as

len V = min {n ∈ N : ∃ ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_n ∈ V with V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_n)} .

The following theorem on the length of FSISs was proved by Boor et. al. in [10]. 3

Theorem 2.5. Let V be an FSIS. Then, len V = ess sup ξ∈[0,1] dim J_V (ξ). (2.3)

Given a fixed positive integer n, for each k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, we define the set B_k [2] as B_k = ∪_{j∈Z}([k, k + n] + nj). (2.4) Note that each B_k is nZ-periodic, implicitly depends on n and that collection {B_k}^{n−1}_{k=0} partitions (up to sets of measure zero) the real line.

Given an FSIS V ⊂ L^2(R), we associate the following subspaces:

V_k = { f ∈ L^2(R) : ^f = ^gX_{Bk} for some g ∈ V } , k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. (2.5) The spaces V_k are mutually orthogonal since the sets B_k are disjoint (up to sets of measure zero). If f ∈ L^2(R) and k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, then we let f^k denote the function defined by ^f k = ^fX_{Bk} . Letting P_k denote the orthogonal projection of L^2(R) onto {f ∈ L^2(R) : supp( ^f) ⊂ B_k}, we get V_k = P_k(V ) and f^k = P_kf.

Suppose V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) ⊂ L^2(R). Then, it can be shown that V_k = V (ϕ^k_1 , . . . , ϕ^k_l ) for each k ∈ {0, . . . , n−1}. Hence, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], J_{Vk} (ξ) = span {{ ^ϕk_i (ξ + r) } r∈Z : i ∈ {1, . . . , l} } . (2.6)

Theorem 2.6. [2] Fix n ∈ N. Let V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) ⊂ L^2(R). Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) V is^Z_n -extra invariant. (2) V_k ⊂ V for k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. (3) If f ∈ V , then f^k ∈ V for each k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. (4) { ϕ^k_i : i ∈ {1, . . . , l} } ⊂ V for each k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. (5) J_{Vk} (ξ) ⊂ J_V (ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1] and k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}.

Moreover, in case these hold, we have V = V_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_{n−1} (2.7) with each V_k being a (possibly trivial)^Z_n -extra invariant FSIS.

Definition 2.7. For a given set of vectors V = {f_1, . . . , f_m} in a Hilbert space H, we define B(V ) as the matrix [B(V )]_{i,j} = ⟨f_i, f_j⟩_H, ∀i, j = 1, . . . , m. (2.8) Theorem 2.8. [1] Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, F = {f_1, . . . , f_m} ⊂ H, X = span{f_1, . . . , f_m}, λ_1 ≥ · · · ≥ λ_m be the eigenvalues of the matrix B(F) (where B(F) is as defined in (2.8)) and y_1, . . . , y_m ∈ C^m , with y_i = (y_{i1}, . . . , y_{im})^t be the orthonormal left eigenvectors associated with the eigenvalues λ_1, . . . , λ_m.

Let n ≤ m be a non-negative integer. Define the vectors q_1, . . . , q_n ∈ H by q_i = ~σ_i m∑ j=1 y_{ij}f_j, ∀ i = 1, . . . , n, (2.9)

where ~σ_i = λ^{12}_i if λ_i ≠ 0, and ~σ_i = 0 otherwise. Then {q_1, . . . , q_n} is a Parseval frame of W = span{q_1, . . . , q_n} and the subspace W is optimal in the sense that m∑ i=1 ‖f_i − P_W f_i‖^2 ≤ m∑ i=1 ‖f_i − P_W ′ f_i‖^2 , ∀ subspaces W^′, dim W^′ ≤ n.

Lemma 2.9. [13, Lemma 2.3.5] Let G(ξ) be an m × m self-adjoint matrix of measurable functions defined on a measurable subset E ⊂ R with eigenvalues λ_1(ξ) ≥ · · · ≥ λ_m(ξ). Then the eigenvalues λ_i, i = 1, . . . , m, are measurable on E and there exists an m × m matrix of measurable functions U = U(ξ) on E such that U(ξ)U^∗(ξ) = I for a.e. ξ ∈ E and such that G(ξ) = U(ξ)Λ(ξ)U^∗(ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ E, (2.10) where Λ(ξ) := diag(λ_1(ξ), · · · , λ_m(ξ)). 4

3. Problem setup 3.1. Statement of the minimization problem.

As mentioned in the introduction, our aim is to find the space closest to the given measurements. We now present the problem in a mathematically rigorous form.

First, we define what we mean by the measurements of a function f in L^2(R). Fix n_0 ∈ N. Let g ∈ L^2(R) be such that there exists M > 0 satisfying ∑ k∈Z |^g (ξ + n_0k)|^2 ≤ M for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (3.1)

Define the sampling operator S^{n0}_g : L^2(R) → ℓ^2(Z) by S^{n0}_g (f) = {⟨ f, T k_{n0} g ⟩} k∈Z . Using (3.1), it can be easily verified that S^{n0}_g is a well-defined bounded linear operator. Motivated by the definition of S^{n0}_g , we refer to n_0 as the sampling rate. For ease of notation, we denote f ( k^g n_0 ) := ⟨ f, T k_{n0} g ⟩ , ∀ k ∈ Z. We assume that the sampled values/measurements y = {y_k}_{k∈Z} of a function f ∈ L^2(R), taking into account the measurement error, have the following form: For each k ∈ Z,

y_k = f ( k^g n_0 ) + n^f_k ,

where the error sequence { n^f_k } k∈Z ∈ ℓ^2(Z). Note that ( ∑ k∈Z |y_k|^2 ) 1_2 = ‖ ‖S^{n0}_g (f) + { n^f_k } k∈Z ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖S^n0_g (f) ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖ { n^f_k } k∈Z ‖ ‖ < ∞. Hence, when we say that we are given measurements of the functions F = {f_1, . . . , f_m} in L^2(R), we mean that the sequences F_Y := {{ y^1_k } k∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊆ ℓ^2(Z) are given to us.

As stated in the introduction our minimization problem can be divided into two parts. (1) Fix λ > 0. Pick a V ∈ C and solve initially:

arg min_{f∈V} { ∑ k∈Z | |y^j_k − f ( k^g n_0 )| |^2 + λ ‖f‖^2 } . (3.2)

(2) Subsequently, compute:

arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ( min_{f∈V} ∑ k∈Z | | |y^jk − f ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ ‖f‖^2 ) . (3.3)

Before we make a choice for C and proceed further, we show that the above minimization problem (3.3) can be restated in a simpler form using orthogonal projections (see [11, Subsection 6.5.1]). Definition 3.1. (1) Fix λ > 0. Define the space R := {(c, f) : c ∈ ℓ^2(Z), f ∈ L^2(R)}. (3.4) It forms a Hilbert space when endowed with the following inner product. For (c_1, f_1), (c_2, f_2) ∈ R, ⟨(c_1, f_1), (c_2, f_2)⟩ := ⟨c_1, c_2⟩_ℓ2_{(Z)} + λ ⟨f_1, f_2⟩_L2_{(R)} .

Let R_λ := (R, ⟨·, ·⟩). The subscript λ is added to emphasize the fact that the inner product depends on λ.

(2) For any f ∈ L^2(R), ~f := (S^n0_g (f) , f) . It can be verified that ~: L^2(R) → R_λ mapping f to ~f is one-one. Note that the ~ operator is implicitly dependent on the measurement rate n_0.

(3) For any closed subspace V of L^2(R), ~V := {(S^n0_g (f), f) : f ∈ V } . Again, it is easy to verify that the map~: the collection of closed subspaces of L^2(R) → the collection of closed subspaces of R_λ mapping V into ~V is a well-defined one-one map. 5

Remark 3.2. Let V ⊆ L^2(R) be a closed subspace. As a consequence of the above statements, any element in ~V will be represented by ~f for some f ∈ V .

Fix V ∈ C. Let P_{~V} : R_λ → ~V denote the orthogonal projection of R_λ onto ~V . Define

Y^j = ({ y^j_k } k∈Z , 0 ) , ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , m}. (3.5) Here 0 denotes the zero vector in L^2(R). Clearly, Y_j ∈ R_λ, ∀j ∈ {1, . . . , m}. Further, by definition ‖ Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ R_λ = min~ f∈ ~V ‖ ‖Y_j − ~f ‖ ‖ R_λ , which implies that ‖ Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖_2 R_λ = min~ f∈ ~V ‖ ‖Y_j − ~f ‖ ‖^2 R_λ = min_{~f∈ ~V} ‖ ‖({yj_k}_{k∈Z}, 0) − (S_{n0g} (f), f) ‖ ‖^2

= min_{~f∈ ~V} ‖ ‖({yj_k}_{k∈Z} − S_{n0g} (f), −f) ‖ ‖^2

= min_{~f∈ ~V} ∑ k∈Z | | |y^jk − f ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ‖f‖^2

= min_{f∈V} ∑ k∈Z | |y^j_k − f ( k^g n_0 )| |^2 + λ‖f‖^2. (3.6)

That is,

P_{~V} Y^j = arg min_{~f∈ ~V} ∑ k∈Z | | |y^jk − f ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ‖f‖^2. (3.7)

Using (3.6) and (3.7), we can conclude two things. Firstly, the minimizer f^{j,#}_V of (3.2) exists and satisfies ~f j,#_V = P_{~V} Y_j. Secondly, our minimization problem (3.3) can be written as

Minimization Problem Form 1: arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2_{Rλ} . (3.8)

The benefit of rewriting our minimization in the above way is that it now aligns with the form considered in [1], allowing us to use the techniques present in the existing literature.

The next step is to further reduce the minimization problem. Note that, as V ⊆ L^2(R), we have ~V ⊆ ~ L^2(R) ⊆ R_λ.

Now, consider m∑ j=1 ‖ Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖_2 R_λ = m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~L2(R)}Y^j + P_{~L2(R)}Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Rλ}

= m∑ j=1 (‖ ‖Y_j − P_~ L^2(R)Y j ‖ ‖^2 + ‖P_~ L^2(R)Y j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖^2_{Rλ} ) . (3.9)

Indeed, as ⟨ Y^j − P_{~L2(R)}Y^j , P_{~L2(R)}Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ⟩ = ⟨ Y^j, P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ⟩ − ⟨ Y^j, P_{~V} Y^j ⟩ − ⟨ P_{~L2(R)}Y^j , P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ⟩ + ⟨ P_{~L2(R)}Y^j, P_{~V} Y^j ⟩

= ⟨ Y^j, P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ⟩ − ⟨ Y^j, P_{~V} Y^j ⟩

− ⟨ Y^j , P^∗_{~L2(R)}P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ⟩ + ⟨ Y^j, P^∗_{~L2 (R)}P_{~V} Y^j ⟩

= 0.

In the last statement we have used the fact that P^∗_{~L2(R)}P_{~L2(R)} = P_{~L2(R)} and P^∗_{~L2(R)}P_{~V} = P_{~V} . Furthermore, P_{~V} P_{~L2(R)} = P_{~V} ( P_{~V} + P_{~V} ⊥_{~L2 (R)} ) = P_{~V} . Here, ~V^⊥_{~L2(R)} denotes the orthogonal complement of ~V considered as a

subspace of ~L^2(R). Hence we can conclude from (3.9) that

arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ‖ Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖_2 R_λ = arg minV ∈C m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ‖ ‖^2 + m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~L2(R)}Y^j − P_{~V} P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ‖ ‖^2

= arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_~ L^2(R)Y j − P_{~V} P_{~L2(R)}Y^j ‖ ‖^2 .

Definition 3.3. For each j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , m}, define f_{Y,j} as the function in L^2(R) satisfying ~f_{Y,j} = P_{~L2(R)}Y^j . (3.10)

Thus our minimization problem (3.3) can also be written as

Minimization Problem Form 2: arg min_{V ∈C} m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{Y,j} − P_{~V} ~f_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 R_λ . (3.11)

As mentioned earlier, the goal is to restate the minimization problem using the developed tools to ultimately arrive at a form that can be solved with the techniques available to us. For this reason, we explicitly calculate { ~f_{Y,j} }_m j=1 as it helps us reach a more solvable form. For this, we first introduce our fiber map.

3.2. Fiber Map. In this subsection, we define the generalized version of the classical fiber map. Unlike the classical map, which is defined on functions in L^2(R), this new map is defined on vectors (c, f) ∈ R_λ. Specifically, when (c, f) = ({ f(^{kg}_{n0} ) } k∈Z , f ) for some f ∈ L^2(R), this map considers both the uniform measurements and the function together. Defining this new fiber map is essential because, as in the traditional case, it is necessary to transition to the Fourier domain to fully leverage the structural properties of FSISs. Since the sampling rate is n_0, the fiber map is defined on [0, n_0] to ensure that the critical property (4.4) can be established.

First, we define the following two spaces. Definition 3.4. (1) Define the space C × ℓ^2(Z) := {(α, a) : α ∈ C , a ∈ ℓ^2(Z)}. It forms a Hilbert space when endowed with the following inner product. For (α, a), (β, b) ∈ C × ℓ^2(Z), ⟨(α, a), (β, b)⟩ = ⟨α, β⟩ + λ⟨a, b⟩. Let C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) := (C × ℓ^2(Z), ⟨·, ·⟩). Again, like in the case of R_λ, the subscript is added to emphasize the dependence of the inner product on λ.

(2) Define the space

L^2 ( [0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) ) := { Φ : [0, n_0] → C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) : ϕ is measurable and ∫_{n0} 0 ‖Φ(ξ)‖^2_{C ×λ ℓ}2_{(Z)} dξ < ∞ } . It forms a Hilbert space when endowed with the following inner product. For Φ, Ψ ∈ L^2 ( [0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) ) , ⟨Φ, Ψ⟩ = ∫_{n0} 0 ⟨Φ(ξ), Ψ(ξ)⟩_{C ×λ ℓ}2_{(Z)} dξ. Lemma 3.5. The fiber map ~Γ : R_λ → L^2([0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)) defined for all (c, f) ∈ R_λ as (~Γ(c, f))(ξ) = ( ∑ k∈Z c_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 , { ^f(ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z ) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], (3.12)

is an isometric isomorphism Proof. It is straightforward. □ 7

Restricted to ~L^2(R), the fiber map ~Γ has a specific form. For any ~f ∈ ~L^2(R), ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) = ( ∑ k∈Z f ( k^g n_0 ) e^{− 2πikξn}0 , { ~f (ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z ) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (3.13)

Further, note that for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], ∑ k∈Z f ( k^g n_0 ) e^{− 2πikξn}0 = ∑ k∈Z ⟨ f, g ( · − k n_0 )⟩ e^{− 2πikξn}0 = ∑ k∈Z ⟨ ^f, e^{− 2πik·}n_0 ^g ⟩ e^{− 2πikξn}0

= ∑ k∈Z (∫ R ^f(η)^g(η)e^{2πikη}n_0 dη ) e^{− 2πikξn}0

= ∑ k∈Z (∫_{n0} 0 ∑ l∈Z ^f(η + ln_0)^g(η + ln_0)e^{2πikη}n_0 dη ) e^{− 2πikξn}0 (3.14)

= ∑ k∈Z ⟨ ∑ l∈Z ^f(· + ln_0)^g(· + ln_0), e^{− 2πik·}n_0 ⟩ L^2[0,n_0] e^{− 2πikξn}0 = ∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0).

The equality (3.14) was obtained using [9, Lemma 9.2.3]. Hence, we can conclude that for all ~f ∈ ~L^2(R), ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) = ( ∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^f(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z ) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (3.15)

Remark 3.6. The equality (3.15) essentially states that for any function f ∈ L^2(R) and for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], ( Γ̃f̃ ) (ξ) is a vector consisting of the sequence { ^f(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z along with a linear combination of itself with

coefficients as { ^g(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z . This form is especially useful and will be used later to prove Lemma 6.1.

3.3. Calculation of f_{Y,j}.

Having defined our fibre map, we now refocus on our aim of calculating {f_{Y,j}}_{j∈{0,...,n0−1}}. Fix j ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, then from (3.10), we have

~f_{Y,j} = arg min ~f∈ ~ L^2(R) ‖ ‖ ‖Y^j − ~f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{Rλ} = arg min_{~f∈ ~L2(R)} ‖ ‖ ‖~ΓY^j − ~Γ ~f ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2([0,n0],C ×λ ℓ2(Z))} = arg min_~ f∈ ~ L^2(R) ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ( ~ΓY^j ) (ξ) − ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2_{C ×λ ℓ2(Z))} dξ

= arg min_~ f∈ ~ L^2(R) ∫_{n0} 0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πilξn}0 − ∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0) | | | 2 + λ ∑ l∈Z | | ^f(ξ + ln_0) | |^2 dξ. (3.16) For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], define the space

A_ξ := {( ∑ l∈Z a_l^g (ξ + ln_0), a ) : a ∈ ℓ^2(Z) } . (3.17)

It forms a closed subspace of C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

Given any ~f ∈ ~L^2(R), (∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^f(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z ) ∈ A_ξ for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Further, for

a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], the term inside the integral in (3.16), satisfies | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πilξn}0 − ∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0) | | | 2 + λ ∑ l∈Z | | ^f(ξ + ln0) | |^2

= ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πlξn}0 , 0 ) − ( ∑ l∈Z ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^f(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )‖ ‖ ‖ 2

≥ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πilξn}0 , 0 ) − P_{Aξ} ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πilξn}0 , 0 )‖ ‖ ‖ 2 .

Suppose there exists f_j ∈ L^2(R) such that ( ~Γ ~f_j ) (ξ) = P_{Aξ} ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πilξn}0 , 0 ) for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], then | | | ∑ l∈Z ( y^j_ke^{− 2πilξn}0 − ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0) )| | | 2 + λ ∑ l∈Z | | ^f(ξ + ln_0) | |^2

≥ ‖ ‖(~Γ Y_j ) (ξ) − (~Γ ~f_j) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 . Hence, it follows that ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ( ~ΓY^j ) (ξ) − ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ ≥ ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ( ~ΓY^j ) (ξ) − ( ~Γ ~f_j ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ, which along with (3.16) implies that ~f_{Y,j} = ~f_j.

So now we try to compute P_{Aξ} ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πilξn}0 , 0 ) explicitly for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

Let g_ξ denote the sequence g_ξ := {^g (ξ + ln_0)}_{l∈Z}, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Then A_ξ can be concisely written as A_ξ = { (⟨a, g_ξ⟩, a) : a ∈ ℓ^2(Z) } . Further, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], define

B_ξ := {( ^g (ξ + ln_0), e_l ) : l ∈ Z } = {(⟨e_l, g_ξ⟩, e_l) : l ∈ Z} . We claim that B_ξ forms a Riesz basis for A_ξ, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. It is easy to check that B_ξ is complete in A_ξ, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Let b = {b_l}_{l∈Z} ∈ ℓ^2(Z) be a finite scalar sequence Then, ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ l∈Z b_l (⟨e_l, g_ξ ⟩ , e_l) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ∑ l∈Z b_l ⟨e_l, g_ξ ⟩ , ∑ l∈Z b_le_l )‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = | | | ∑ l∈Z b_l ⟨e_l, g_ξ ⟩ | | | 2 + λ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ l∈Z b_le_l ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≥ λ‖b‖^2. Further, using (3.1), ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ l∈Z b_l (⟨e_l, g_ξ ⟩ , e_l) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) ≤ | | | | ∑ l∈Z b_l ⟨e_l, g_ξ ⟩ | | | | 2 + λ ∑ l∈Z |b_l|^2 ≤ ∑ l∈Z |b_l|^2 ∑ l∈Z |⟨e_l, g_ξ⟩|^2 + λ ∑ l∈Z |b_l|^2 ≤ (M + λ)‖b‖^2, thereby, proving our claim.

We rearrange the basis B_ξ as B_ξ = {(⟨e_0, g_ξ ⟩, e_0) , (⟨e_1, g_ξ⟩, e_1) , (⟨e_{−1}, g_ξ ⟩, e_{−1}) , . . . } . That is, B_ξ = {(⟨ ~e_n, g_ξ ⟩, ~e_n)}^∞_{n=0}, where ~e_0 = e_0, ~e_n = e_− n_2 if n is even and ~e_n = e n+1_2 if n is odd. The rearrangement can be done, as Riesz bases are unconditional. The next step is to orthonormalize the Riesz basis B_ξ so that the orthogonal projection of any vector in C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) onto A_ξ can be computed.

Clearly, for each n ≥ 0, the map from [0, n_0] to C defined as, ξ → a^ξ_n := ⟨ ~e_n, g_ξ⟩ is measurable. Indeed, if n is even, then a^ξ_n = ^g ( ξ −^n_2 n_0 ) and if n is odd, then a^ξ_n = ^g ( ξ − (_{n+1} 2 ) n_0 ) , both of which are measurable functions. From now on, we will use a_n to denote a^ξ_n. However, note that a_n is always implicitly dependent on ξ. For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], we orthonormalize B_ξ using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization process. The

orthonormalized basis { v^ξ_n‖ ‖ ‖v^ξn ‖ ‖ ‖ } n≥0 = {_{vn} ‖v_n‖ } n≥0 can be computed as follows.

v_0 = (a_0, ~e_0) ; ‖v_0‖^2 = |a_0|^2 + λ,

v_1 = (a_1, ~e_1) − ⟨ (a_1, ~e_1) , v_0 ‖v_0‖ ⟩ v_0 ‖v_0‖ = ( λa_1 |a_0|^2 + λ

, ẽ_1 − a_1a_0 |a_0|^2 + λ ) ; ‖v_1‖^2 = λ ( |a_1|^2 + |a_0|^2 + λ ) |a_0|^2 + λ , . . v_n = ( λa_n |a_{n−1}|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ , ẽ_n − a_na_{n−1} ~ e_{n−1} |a_{n−1}|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ · · · − a_na_0 ~e_0 |a_{n−1}|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ ) ; (3.18)

‖v_n‖^2 = λ ( |a_n|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ ) |a_{n−1}|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ .

For ξ ∈ [0, n_0], let ( a^ξ, 0 ) ∈ C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z). Then P_{Aξ} ( a^ξ, 0 ) = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨( a^ξ, 0 ) , v_n ‖v_n‖ ⟩ v_n ‖v_n‖ = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨( a^ξ, 0 ) , v_n ⟩ v_n ‖v_n‖^2 = ∞∑ n=0 a^ξa_n (|a_n|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ) v_n = a^ξ ∞∑ n=0 a_n (|a_n|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ) v_n Choosing ( a^ξ, 0 ) = (1, 0), we get

P_{Aξ} (1, 0) = ∞∑ n=0 a_n (|a_n|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ) v_n As P_{Aξ} (1, 0) ∈ A_ξ, there exists a d^ξ ∈ ℓ^2(Z) such that (⟨ d^ξ, g_ξ ⟩ , d^ξ ) = ∞∑ n=0 a_nv^ξ_n ( |a^ξ_n|^2 + · · · + |a^ξ_0|^2 + λ )

Hence, we get

P_{Aξ} (a^ξ, 0) = a^ξ (⟨ d^ξ, g_ξ ⟩ , d^ξ ) (3.19) = (⟨ a^ξd^ξ, g_ξ ⟩ , a^ξ d^ξ ) . As a^ξ_n is measurable for each n, so is v^ξ_n, which in turn implies that ξ → d^ξ is a measurable map on [0, n_0]. Next, in order to solve (3.16), we make a particular choice for a^ξ.

Fix j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, and let

a^ξ_j = ∑ k∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

Then, ξ → a^ξd^ξ is a measurable map from [0, n_0] to ℓ^2(Z). In fact, we can show that it belongs to L^2([0, n_0], ℓ^2(Z)). Consider ∫_{n0} 0 ‖a^ξ_j d^ξ‖^2_ℓ2_{(Z)}dξ ≤ ( 1 λ ∫_{n0} 0 |⟨a^ξ_j d^ξ, g_ξ ⟩|^2 ) + ∫_{n0} 0 ‖a^ξ_j d^ξ‖^2_ℓ2_{(Z)}dξ = 1 λ ∫_{n0} 0 ( |⟨a^ξ_j d^ξ , g_ξ⟩|^2 + λ‖a^ξ_j d^ξ‖^2_ℓ2_{(Z)} ) dξ = 1 λ ∫_{n0} 0 ‖P_{Aξ} (a^ξ_j , 0)‖^2dξ ≤ 1 λ ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖(aξ_j , 0) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= 1 λ ∫_{n0} 0 | | | ∑ k∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 | | | 2 dξ = 1 λ ∑ k∈Z |y^j_k|^2 < ∞. Similarly, it can be shown that the map ξ → d^ξ also belongs to L^2([0, n_0], ℓ^2(Z)). Since the map Γ: L^2(R) → L^2([0, n_0], ℓ^2(Z)), defined as Γf(ξ) = { ^f(ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z is an isometric isomorphism (for the case n_0 = 1, see

[7]), there exist unique f and f_j belonging to L^2(R) satisfying (Γf)(ξ) = d^ξ and (Γf_j )(ξ) = a^ξ_j d^ξ, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Therefore, we can conclude that, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) = (⟨ d^ξ, g_ξ ⟩ , d^ξ ) and ( ~Γ ~f_j ) (ξ) = (⟨ a^ξ_j d^ξ, g_ξ ⟩ , a^ξ_j d^ξ ) . (3.20)

That is, P_{Aξ} ( ∑ k∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 , 0 ) = ( ~Γ ~f_j ) (ξ) = ∑ k∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ). (3.21)

The last statement follows from (3.19). 10

Thus, finally, from (3.16),(3.21) and from the computations we did at the beginning of this subsection, we can conclude that ( ~Γ~f_{Y,j} ) (ξ) = ∑ k∈Z y^j_ke^{− 2πikξn}0 ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (3.22)

4. Fiber map theory for FSISs

Now, we introduce some definitions and prove a few results related to our fiber map. Since our fiber map is closely related to (and motivated by) the classical fiber map [7], the theory is very similar. Therefore, proofs of the majority of our results are omitted, and proofs of results with significant changes are provided.

Definition 4.1. A range function ~J is a mapping ~J : [0, n_0] → { closed subspaces of C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) } . Given a range function ~J, the space M_{~J} is defined as

M_{~J} = { Φ ∈ L^2([0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)) : Φ(ξ) ∈ ~J(ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] } . (4.1)

Remark 4.2. (1) A range function ~J is called measurable if the associated orthogonal projections P (ξ) :

C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) → ~J(ξ) are weakly operator measurable.

(2) Note that by the Pettis measurability theorem, the condition on P is equivalent to the map ξ → P (ξ)a being vector measurable for each a ∈ C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z).

(3) Let ~J be a range function (need not be measurable). Then, it can be verified that M_{~J} will form a closed subspace of L^2([0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)).

Lemma 4.3. Let ~J be a measurable range function with associated projections P . Then, for any Φ ∈ L^2([0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)), ( P_{M ~J} Φ ) (ξ) = P (ξ) (Φ(ξ)) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (4.2)

Definition 4.4. For any S ⊆ L^2(R), we define the range function ~J_{~S} as

~J_{~S} (ξ) := span {( ~Γ^ϕ ) (ξ) : ϕ ∈ S } , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (4.3)

Further, for any f ∈ L^2(R) and k ∈ Z, it can be verified that ( ~Γ~T_kf ) (ξ) = e^{−2πikξ} ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (4.4)

Using (4.3) and (4.4), the following lemma can be shown

Lemma 4.5. Let A = {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l} and V = span {ϕ(· − n) : n ∈ Z, ϕ ∈ A}. Then

~J_{~V} (ξ) = ~J_{~A}(ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (4.5)

Lemma 4.6. Let ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l ∈ L^2(R) and V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l). Then

~V = span { ~ ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z } . Proof. Note that, by definition ~V = { ~f : f ∈ V } = { ~f : f ∈ span {ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z} } . Let ~f ∈ ~V . Then there exists a sequence {f_n}_{n∈N} ∈ span{ϕ_i(·−k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z} such that f_n → f. Hence, using the fact that ‖ ‖~f_n − ~f ‖ ‖^2 = ‖(S_{n0} g (f_n − f) , f_n − f)‖2 ≤ ‖S_{n0g} ‖2 ‖f_n − f‖2 + λ ‖f_n − f‖2 , we can conclude that ~f_n → ~f. Clearly ~f_n ∈ span { ~ ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z } , for all n ∈ N . Therefore, ~f ∈ span { ~ ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z } . In order to prove the converse, let ~f ∈ span { ~ ϕ_i(· − k) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z } . Then, for some positive

integer n, ~f can be written as

~f = α_1 ~

ϕ_{i1} (· − k_1) + · + α_n ~ ϕ_{in} (· − k_n) = ~ n∑ j=1 α_j ϕ_{ij} (· − k_j) Thus, ~f ∈ ~V . □ 11

The following proposition is crucial to our theory . Let k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. We prove that for any given FSIS V ⊂ P_k(L^2(R)), the space Ṽ has an equivalent form that can be defined using our newly defined fiber map. The proof of this proposition relies primarily on two points. Firstly, on (4.4), and secondly, on the fact that for any f ∈ V , the support of f̂ is contained within B_k (see (2.4)).

Proposition 4.7. Fix k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and let A = {ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l} ⊆ P_k(L^2(R)). Then

(1) V = span {ϕ(· − n) : n ∈ Z, ϕ ∈ A} if and only if ~V = { (c, f) ∈ R_λ : ( ~Γ(c, f) ) (ξ) ∈ ~J_{~A}(ξ) for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] } . (4.6)

(2) ~J_{~A} is a measurable range function.

Proof. Let V = span{ϕ(· − n) : n ∈ Z, ϕ ∈ A}. Then, from Lemma 4.6, it follows that

~V = span { ~ ϕ(· − n) : ϕ ∈ A, n ∈ Z } . Define the space ~M := ~Γ ~V . Then, using (4.4), it can be shown that for any Φ ∈ M, Φ(ξ) ∈ ~J_{~A}(ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Therefore, M ⊂ M_{~J ~A} . Further, using the assumption that A ⊂ P_k(L^2(R)) and the definition of ~J_{~A}(ξ), it can be concluded that

~J_{~A}(ξ) = {0}, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] \ [k, k + 1]. (4.7)

Here, 0 denotes the zero vector in C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z). In order to prove (4.6), take any 0 ≠ Ψ ∈ L^2([0, n_0], C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)) such that Ψ ⊥ M. Then, for any Φ ∈ ~Γ ~A and n ∈ Z, we have e^{−2πin·}Φ(·) ∈ ~Γ ~V . Hence, 0 = ∫_{n0} 0 ⟨ e^{−2πinξ}Φ(ξ), Ψ(ξ) ⟩ dξ = ∫_{k+1} k e^{−2πinξ} ⟨Φ(ξ), Ψ(ξ)⟩ dξ. Therefore, all the Fourier coefficients of the function ξ → ⟨Φ(ξ), Ψ(ξ)⟩ defined from [k, k + 1] to C vanish. That is, ⟨Φ(ξ), Ψ(ξ)⟩ = 0, for a.e. ξ ∈ [k, k + 1].

Thus, Ψ(ξ) ∈ ~J_{~A}(ξ)^⊥ for a.e. ξ ∈ [k, k + 1]. If we further assume that Ψ ∈ M_{~J ~A} , then Ψ(ξ) ∈ ~J_{~A}(ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Hence, Ψ(ξ) = 0 , for a.e. ξ ∈ [k, k + 1], which along with (4.7) implies that Ψ(ξ) = {0}, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Thus, there does not exist 0 ≠ Ψ ∈ M_{~J ~A} which is orthogonal to M, and therefore M = M_{~J ~A} .

The proof of the converse of statement (1), and of statement (2) are omitted. □ The above proposition is important because it forms the foundation for proving Lemma 4.8 (as in classical case). The result of Lemma 4.8 will be used repeatedly throughout the paper.

Lemma 4.8. Let (c, f) ∈ R_λ and k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Suppose ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l ∈ P_k(L^2(R)) and V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l). Then, ( ~ΓP_{~V} (c, f) ) (ξ) = P_{~J ~V (ξ)} ( ~Γ(c, f) ) (ξ) for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (4.8)

5. Optimality for the class of FSISs

Let l ∈ N. Given measurements { Y^j }_m j=1 = {{ y^1_k } k∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z), here we consider the minimization problem (we make use of the first form, see (3.8)) for the class V^l consists of FSISs of length at most l. That is,

arg min V ∈V^l m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2_{Rλ} , (5.1)

where V^l := { V ⊂ L^2(R) : V is an FSIS of length at most l } . Definition 5.1. Let the map π : Z −→ B( ~L^2(R)) be defined for l ∈ Z by π(l): ~ L^2(R) −→ ~L^2(R), π(l) ( ~f ) = ~T_lf. (5.2)

Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. The map π is a unitary representation of Z onto B( ~L^2(R)). 12

Proof. First, we show that for each l ∈ Z, π(l) is a unitary map. For this, it is enough to prove that π is a surjective isometry.

Let f ∈ ~L^2(R). Then, ‖ ‖π (l) ( ~f) ‖ ‖^2 = ‖ ‖~Tlf ‖ ‖^2 = ∑ k∈Z | | |(T^lf) ( k^g n_0 )| | | 2 + λ ‖f(· − l)‖^2

= ∑ k∈Z | | | ⟨ T_lf, g ( · − k n_0 )⟩| |^2 + λ ‖f(· − l)‖^2

= ∑ k∈Z | | ⟨ f, g ( · − ( k − ln_0 n_0 ))⟩| |^2 + λ ‖f(· − l)‖^2

= ∑ k^′ ∈Z | | | ⟨ f, g ( · − ( k^′ n_0 ))⟩| | | 2 + λ‖f‖^2 = ‖ ‖ ~f ‖ ‖^2 .

Therefore, π(l) is an isometry. Further, since L^2(R) is shift-invariant, π(l) is also surjective. Furthermore, it is easy to show that π is a homomorphism. Hence, π is a unitary representation of Z onto B( ~L^2(R)). □

Definition 5.3. Let W be a closed π(Z)-invariant subspace of H, i.e. π(k)w ∈ W for all k ∈ Z and w ∈ W . The π(Z)-dimension of W is defined to be the minimal dimension of a subspace V such that W = span {π(k)v : k ∈ Z, v ∈ V } . Let W ⊂ ~L^2(R). Then from the above definition, it is clear that W is a π(Z)-invariant subspace of dimension less than or equal to l if and only if there exist ~ϕ_1, . . . , ~ϕ_l ∈ ~L^2(R) such that

W = span { π(k) ~ϕ_i : i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, k ∈ Z } . Further, it follows from Lemma 4.6 that if V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) ⊂ L^2(R), then the π(Z)-invariant subspace generated by ~ϕ_1, . . . , ~ϕ_l is equal to ~V .

Theorem 5.4. Let l ∈ N. Suppose the measurements { Y^j }_m j=1 = {{ y^1_k } k∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z) are given.

Then,

arg min V ∈V^l m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2 (Minimization Problem Form 1) (5.3)

has a minimizer.

Proof. From our above discussion, we conclude that V ∈ V^l if and only if ~V belongs to the collection of π(Z)- invariant subspaces of ~L^2(R) of length at most l. Now, using [5, Theorem 3.8], we can assume the existence of a minimizer. □

6. Optimality for the class of FSISs with extra invariance

Here, we consider the minimization problem for the class of FSISs with^Z_{n0} extra invariance. Recall that n_0 is our assumed sampling/measurement rate.

Fix l ∈ N and let

V^l_{n0} := { V : V is an FSIS of length at most l and V is Z n_0 extra invariant } . (6.1)

Hence our minimization problem (we make use of the second form, see (3.11)) is

arg min_{V ∈V ln} 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~fY,j − P_{~V} ~fY,j ‖ ‖^2_{Rλ} . (6.2)

Our first step is to analyse the structure of ~V for a given V ∈ V^l_{n0} . Let V ∈ V^l_{n0} , then we know V = V_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_{n0−1} (see (2.7)). In the following lemma, we prove that Ṽ will have a similar representation. The key relation we use here is (3.15).

Lemma 6.1. Let V ∈ V^l_{n0} . Then ~V = ~V_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕~V_{n0−1}, (6.3) where {V_i}^{n0−1}_{i=0} are as defined in (2.5). 13

Proof. Let V ∈ V^l_{n0} . Then from (2.7), we can write V = V_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_{n0−1}. In fact, for any f ∈ V , we have f = f^0 + · · · + f^{n0−1}, which implies that ~f = ~f^0 + . . . ~f^{n0−1}. As ~f^i ∈ ~V_i for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0−1}, in order to prove (6.3), it is enough to show that ⟨ ~f i, ~f j ⟩ R_λ = 0, ∀ i ≠ j ∈ {0, . . . , n_0−1}. Let i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Then ⟨ ~f i, ~f j ⟩ = ⟨ ~Γ ~f i, ~Γ ~f j ⟩

= ∫_{n0} 0 ⟨( ~Γ ~f i ) (ξ), ( ~Γ ~f j ) (ξ) ⟩ C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z) dξ. (6.4) Now, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] ( ~Γ ~f i ) (ξ) = ( ∑ l∈Z ^f i (ξ + ln_0) ^g (ξ + ln_0), { ^f i (ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )

= ( ∑ l∈Z ^f (ξ + ln_0) X_{Bi} (ξ + ln_0) ^g (ξ + ln_0), { ^f (ξ + ln_0) X_{Bi} (ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )

= ( X_{Bi} (ξ) ∑ l∈Z ^f (ξ + ln_0) ^g (ξ + ln_0), { X_{Bi} (ξ) ^f (ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z ) = X_{Bi} (ξ) ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ). (6.5)

Therefore, it follows from (6.4) that ⟨ ~f i, ~f j ⟩ = ∫_{n0} 0 ( X_{Bi} (ξ) X_{Bj} (ξ) | | | ∑ l∈Z ^f (ξ + ln_0) ^g (ξ + ln_0) | | | 2

+ λX_{Bi} (ξ) X_{Bj} (ξ) ∑ l∈Z | | ^f (ξ + ln0) | |^2 ) dx = 0 if i ≠ j,

proving our assertion. □

Using the above decomposition of ~V , we further restate our minimization problem. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, we can orthogonally decompose ~f_{Y,j} in the following manner: ~f_{Y,j} = ~f 0_{Y,j} + · · · + ~f^n0_{Y,j}. Therefore, m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{Y,j} − P_{~V} ~f_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 R_λ = m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ n_0−1∑

k=0 ~f k_{Y,j} − P_{~V0 ˙⊕··· ˙⊕ ~Vn} 0−1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ~f k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ n_0−1∑

k=0 ~f k_{Y,j} −^{n0−1}∑ k=0 P_{~Vk} ~f^k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖ n_0−1∑

k=0 ( ~f k_{Y,j} − P_{~Vk} ~f k_{Y,j} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ‖ ‖~f^k_{Y,j} − P_{~Vk} ~f^k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 = n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f^k_{Y,j} − P_{~Vk} ~f^k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 .

Hence, the minimization problem (6.2) takes the form

arg min_{V ∈V ln} 0

n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{kY,j} − P_{~V} k ~f k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 . (6.6)

In order to solve the above minimization problem, we follow a two-step method. First, we define n_0 new minimization problems motivated by the above one. Then, from the solutions of these new problems, we construct a solution for our original minimization problem.

Definition 6.2. Let l ∈ N. For each k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, define V^{l,k}_{n0} := { V ⊆ L^2(R) : V is an FSIS of length at most l and V ⊆ P_k(L^2(R)) } . 14

Lemma 6.3. For each k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, there exists a ϕ_k ∈ P_k(L^2(R)) such that

V (ϕ_k) = arg min_{V ∈V l,k} n0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f^k_{Y,j} − P_{~V} ~f^k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 . (6.7)

Proof. The proof of this lemma follows in a similar way as that of [1, Theorem 2.1]. Fix k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Let V ∈ V^{l,k}_{n0} . Then, using Lemmas 3.5 and 4.8, m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{kY,j} − P_{~V} ~f_{kY,j} ‖ ‖^2 R_λ = m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~Γ~f_{kY,j} − ~ΓP_{~V} ~f_{kY,j} ‖ ‖^2 L^2([0,n_0],C ×_λ ℓ^2(Z)) = m∑ j=1 ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) − ( ~ΓP_{~V} ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2_{C ×λ ℓ2(Z)} dξ

= m∑ j=1 ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) − P_{~J ~V (ξ)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= ∫_{n0} 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖(~Γ~f_{kY,j}) (ξ) − P_{~J} ~V (ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ. (6.8)

For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], define F_{k,ξ} := {( ~Γ~f k_{Y,1} ) (ξ), . . . , ( ~Γ ~f k_{Y,m} ) (ξ) } . Now using (2.8), (3.22) and (6.5), B (F_{k,ξ})_{ij} = ⟨( ~Γ~f k_{Y,i} ) (ξ), ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ⟩

= ⟨ X_{Bk} (ξ) ( ~Γ~f_{Y,i} ) (ξ), X_{Bk} (ξ) ( ~Γ~f_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ⟩

= X_{Bk} (ξ) ⟨ ∑ n∈Z y^i_ne^{− 2πinξn}0 ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ), ∑ m∈Z y^j_me^{− 2πimξn}0 ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) ⟩

= X_{Bk} (ξ) ∑ n∈Z y^i_ne^{− 2πinξn}0 ∑ m∈Z y^j_me^{− 2πimξn}0 ‖ ‖(~Γ ~f) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 .

Assume that the eigenvalues of the matrix B (F_{k,ξ}) are λ^k_1 (ξ) ≥ · · · ≥ λ^k_m(ξ) ≥ 0. Let U_k(ξ) be the measurable m × m matrix as in (2.10). Since B (F_{k,ξ}) is n_0Z-periodic on R, we choose U_k(ξ) also to be n_0Z-periodic. Let

U^k_i (ξ) denote the ith row of U_k(ξ). Then z^k_i (ξ) = ( z^k_{i,1}(ξ), · · · , z^k_{i,m}(ξ) ) := U^k_i (ξ)^∗ is the left eigenvector of

B (F_{k,ξ}) with eigenvalue λ^k_i (ξ) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , m}. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , l}, define q^k_i (ξ) ∈ C × ℓ^2(Z) as

q^k_i (ξ) = ~σ^k_i (ξ) m∑ j=1 z^k_{i,j}(ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ), (6.9)

where ~σ^k_i (ξ) = (λ^k_i )^{− 1}2 (ξ) if λ^k_i (ξ) ≠ 0 and ~σ^k_i (ξ) = 0 otherwise. From Theorem 2.8, it follows that the space S^k_ξ = span { q^k_1 (ξ), . . . , q^k_l (ξ) } satisfies m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖(~Γ~f_{kY,j}) (ξ) − P_{Sk} ξ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 ≤^m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖(~Γ~f_{kY,j}) (ξ) − P_{~J} ~V (ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

That is, m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_Sk_ξ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 ≥ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} (ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n0]. (6.10)

Moreover, using (3.22) and (6.5), we get that for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] and all i ∈ {1, . . . , l},

q^k_i (ξ) = ~σ^k_i (ξ) m∑ j=1 z^k_{i,j}(ξ)χ_{[k,k+1]}(ξ) ∑ n∈Z y^j_ne^{− 2πinξn}0 ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ) = α^k_i (ξ) ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ), where

α^k_i (ξ) := ~σ^k_i (ξ) m∑ j=1 z^k_{i,j} (ξ)X_{[k,k+1]}(ξ) ∑ n∈Z y^j_ne^{− 2πinξn}0 . 15

Hence,

S^k_ξ = span { α^k_1 (ξ)(~Γ ~f)(ξ), . . . , α^k_l (ξ)(~Γ ~f)(ξ) } = span { χ_{~Ck} (ξ)(~Γ ~f)(ξ) } , where ~C_k := {ξ ∈ [0, n_0] : ∃ i ∈ {1, · · · , l} such that α^k_i (ξ) ≠ 0}. (6.11)

Clearly, ~C_k forms a measurable set. Defining C_k = ∪_{j∈Z} ( ~C_k + n_0j ) and ^ϕ_k = X_{Ck} ^f, we can conclude that for

a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], S^k_ξ = span {( ~Γ~ϕ_k ) (ξ) } = ~J_{~ϕk} (ξ). Indeed, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0], ( ~Γ~ϕ_k ) (ξ) = ( ∑ l∈Z ^ϕ_k(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^ϕ_k(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )

= ( ∑ l∈Z X_{Ck} (ξ) ^f(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { X_{Ck} (ξ) ^f(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )

= X_{~Ck} (ξ) ( ~Γ ~f ) (ξ). Besides, from Lemma 4.5, we know that ~J_{~V (ϕk )}(ξ) = span {( ~Γ~ϕ_k ) (ξ) } , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. Hence, using the

above observations and (6.10), we get m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~V (ϕk)} (ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≥ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V (ξ)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 (6.12)

=⇒ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) − P_{~J ~V (ϕk)(ξ)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 ≤ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖(~Γ~f_{kY,j}) (ξ) − P_{~J} ~V (ξ) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 .

Retracing the steps leading to (6.8), we can conclude that V (ϕ_k) is a minimizer to our problem. □ Remark 6.4. The interesting fact in the above result is that although we minimized over shift-invariant spaces of length at most l, the minimizing space has length at most one.

6.1. Analysis of the length of an FSIS. In this subsection, we introduce a new formula for calculating the length of an FSIS V , utilizing our fiber map ~Γ. This formula will be essential in proving the main results in both this section and the next.

Let ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l ∈ L^2(R), V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) and {V_k}^{n0−1}_{k=0} be as defined in (2.5) for the FSIS V. For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0],

~J_{~Vk} (ξ) = span {( ~Γ~ϕk_1 ) (ξ), . . . , ( ~Γ~ϕk_l ) (ξ) }

= span {( ∑ m∈Z ^ϕk_1 (ξ + mn_0)^g(ξ + mn_0), { ^ϕk_1 (ξ + mn_0) } m∈Z ) , . . . , ( ∑ m∈Z ^ϕk_l (ξ + mn_0)^g(ξ + mn_0), { ^ϕk_l (ξ + mn_0) } m∈Z ) } . Note that, by definition, ~J_{~Vk} (ξ) = {0}, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] \ [k, k + 1]. Now fix k = 0, and consider J_{Vk} (ξ), i.e., J_{V0} (ξ). For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], J_{V0} (ξ) has the following structure.

J_{V0} (ξ) = span { ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ − n_0), . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ − 1), ^ϕ^0_1(ξ), ^ϕ^0_1(ξ + 1), . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ + n_0), . . . ) , . . ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_l (ξ − n_0), . . . , ^ϕ^0_l (ξ − 1), ^ϕ^0_l (ξ), ^ϕ^0_l (ξ + 1), . . . , ^ϕ^0_l (ξ + n_0), . . . ) }

= span { ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ − n_0), 0, . . . , 0, ^ϕ^0_1(ξ), 0, . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ + n_0), . . . ) , (6.13) . . ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_l (ξ − n_0), 0, . . . , 0, ^ϕ^0_l (ξ), 0, . . . , 0, ^ϕ^0_l (ξ + n_0), . . . ) } .

Since ∑ k∈Z ^ϕ0_i (ξ + kn_0)^g(ξ + kn_0) is a linear combination of { ^ϕ0_i (ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z , we get dim ( span {( ∑ k∈Z ^ϕ0_i (ξ + kn_0)^g(ξ + kn_0), { ^ϕ0_i (ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z ) : i ∈ {1, . . . , l} })

= dim ( span {{ ^ϕ0_i (ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z : i ∈ {1, . . . , l} })

= dim ( span { ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_1(ξ − n_0), ^ϕ^0_1(ξ), ^ϕ^0_1(ξ + n_0), . . . ) (6.14) . . ( . . . , ^ϕ^0_l (ξ − n_0), ^ϕ^0_l (ξ), ^ϕ^0_l (ξ + n_0), . . . ) }) . Therefore, from (6.13) and (6.14), we can conclude that

dim(J_{V0} (ξ)) = dim( ~J_{~V0} (ξ)).

Similarly, it can be shown for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1],

dim(J_{V1} (ξ)) = dim( ~J_{~V1} (ξ + 1)), . . dim(J_{Vn0 −1} (ξ)) = dim( ~J_{~Vn0 −1} (ξ + n_0 − 1)).

Hence, using (2.3) we get

len(V ) = ess sup_{ξ∈[0,1]} dim(J_V (ξ))

= ess sup ξ∈[0,1] dim(J_{V0} (ξ) ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕J_{Vn0 −1} (ξ))

= ess sup ξ∈[0,1] ( dim(J_{V0} (ξ)) + · · · + dim(J_{Vn0 −1} (ξ)) )

= ess sup ξ∈[0,1] ( dim ( ~J_{~V0} (ξ) ) + · · · + dim ( ~J_{~Vn} 0 −1

(ξ + n_0 − 1) )) . (6.15)

As V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l), the length of V is at most l. From (6.15), we get, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], dim ( ~J_{~V0} (ξ) ) + · · · + dim ( J_{~Vn0 −1} (ξ + n_0 − 1) ) ≤ l. That is, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], the set of indices A^V_ξ defined by

A^V_ξ := { k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} : ~J_{~Vk} (ξ + k) ≠ {0} } (6.16)

has cardinality less than or equal to l.

6.2. The Main result.

Theorem 6.5. Let l ∈ N. Suppose the measurements { Y^j }_m j=1 = {{ y^1_k } ∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z) are given.

Further, let V^l_{n0} be as defined in (6.1). Then there exists an FSIS W ∈ V^l_{n0} such that

W = arg min V ∈V^l_{n0} m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~fY,j − P_{~V} ~fY,j ‖ ‖^2 (Minimization Problem Form 2). (6.17)

Proof. Let V ∈ V^l_{n0} . Then, V = V_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_{n0−1} (see (2.7)). Further, by definition of V_i’s, V_i ∈ V^{l,i}_{n0} , for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Now, as we have already shown, the minimization problem (6.17) can be restated as (6.6). Therefore, using (4.8), n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{kY,j} − P_{~V} k ~f k_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 =^{n0−1}∑ k=0 m∑ j=1 ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖(~Γ~f_{kY,j}) (ξ) − (~ΓP_{~V} k ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) − P_{~J ~Vk (ξ)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ 17

= n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ∫_{k+1} k ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) − P_{~J ~Vk (ξ)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ (6.18)

= n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) − P_{~J ~Vk (ξ+k)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ. (6.19)

The equality (6.18) follows from the fact that ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ) = {0}, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] \ [k, k + 1]. Moreover, it

can be observed that the above statements hold for any FSISs, which is^Z_{n0} invariant, without any assumptions on its length. Using (6.19), we can restate our minimization problem (6.17), as the following maximization problem:

arg max V ∈V^l_{n0} n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ. (6.20)

For each k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, let V (ϕ_k) be as defined in (6.7). Further, let U := V (ϕ_1) ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V (ϕ_{n0−1}), and U_k := P_k(U), ∀ k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Then clearly U_k = V (ϕ_k) and U_k is^Z_{n0} extra invariant for each k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. As mentioned above, (6.19) is true for any^Z_{n0} -extra invariant FSIS V. Therefore, choosing V = U in (6.19), we get m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖~f_{Y,j} − P_{~U} ~f_{Y,j} ‖ ‖^2 =^{n0−1}∑ k=0 ∫_1 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ( ~Γ~f k_Y ) (ξ + k) − P_{~J ~Uk (ξ+k)} ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ. (6.21)

Now, using (6.12), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ∀ k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}.

=⇒ n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 (6.22)

=⇒ n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ ≤ n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ. (6.23)

Therefore, using (6.21) and (6.23), we can conclude that for the case n_0 ≤ l, U turns out to be a maximizer of (6.17).

If n_0 > l, then we will construct a new FSIS W from U of length less than or equal to l. For this, we will exploit the fact that the cardinality of A^V_ξ (as defined in (6.16)) is less than or equal to l, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. That is, ~J_{~Vk} (ξ + k) ≠ {0} for at most l distinct k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. This, in turn, implies that the first summation in the left-hand side of the inequality (6.22) is actually over at most l non-zero terms. Keeping the motivation based on these observations, we construct W_k from U_k such that ~J_{~Wk} (ξ + k) is non-trivial for at most l distinct k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. This is carried out under the constraint that (6.22) is maintained (up to sets of measure zero) when U_k is replaced by W_k.

For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], consider the ordered collection m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 n_0−1

k=0 . Select the l largest terms from the set above. In cases of ambiguity due to equal terms, choose those with the smallest indices. Define the ordered set D_ξ ⊂ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} as the collection of their indices. Further, for each i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, we define the following.

(1) H_i = {i + ξ : ξ ∈ [0, 1] and i ∈ D_ξ}. It can be shown that H_i is measurable. (2) E_i = ∪_{j∈Z}(H_i + n_0j).

(3) ^ψ_i(ξ) = X_{Ei} (ξ) ^ϕ_i(ξ) for a.e. ξ ∈ R. Clearly, ψ_i ∈ L^2(R).

Let W_i := V (ψ_i), ∀ i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and W = W_0 ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕W_{n0−1}. Then, we claim that W is the maximizer to our maximization problem (6.20), We prove our claim in two parts. First, we show that 18

W ∈ V^l_{n0} . Since supp ^ψ_i ⊂ B_i for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, the FSISs {W_i}^{n0−1}_{i=0} are^Z_{n0} -extra invariant, and hence, one can show that W is^Z_{n0} -extra invariant . Now, we calculate the length of W . From (6.15)

len W = ess sup ξ∈[0,1] ( dim ( ~J_{~W0} (ξ) ) + · · · + dim ( ~J_~ W_{n0−1} (ξ + n0 − 1) ))

= ess sup ξ∈[0,1] ( dim ( span {( ∑ l∈Z ^ψ_0(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^ψ_0(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )}) + · · ·

+ dim ( span {( ∑ l∈Z ^ ψ_{n0−1}(ξ + n_0 − 1 + ln_0)^g(ξ + n_0 − 1 + ln_0), { ^ ψ_{n0−1}(ξ + n_0 − 1 + ln_0) } l∈Z )}) )

= ess sup ξ∈[0,1] ( dim ( span { X_{H0} (ξ) ( ∑ l∈Z ^ψ_0(ξ + ln_0)^g(ξ + ln_0), { ^ψ_0(ξ + ln_0) } l∈Z )}) + · · · (6.24)

+ dim ( span { X_{Hn0−1} (ξ + n_0 − 1) ( ∑ l∈Z ( ^ ψ_{n0−1}^g ) (ξ + n_0 − 1 + ln_0), { ^ ψ_{n0−1}(ξ + n_0 − 1 + ln_0) } l∈Z )}) ) . In the last statement, we have used the fact that for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], X_{Ei} (ξ + i + ln_0) = X_{Hi} (ξ + i). Now, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], by definition of H_0, it follows that ξ ∈ H_0 if and only if 0 ∈ D_ξ. Similarly, for any i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, ξ + i ∈ H_i if and only if i ∈ D_ξ. However, #D_ξ = l, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], only at the most l of {X_{Hi} (ξ + i)}^{n0−1}_{i=0} can survive, which along with (6.24) implies that len W ≤ l.

Now that we have proved W ∈ V^l_{n0} , the second step is to show that it is a maximizer of (6.20). It is enough to show that for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 ≤ n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~W} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 . Let A^V_ξ be as defined in (6.16). Then, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1] n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 = ∑ k∈A^V_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2

= ∑ k∈A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 (6.25)

+ ∑ k∈A^V_ξ \(A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ ) m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . We consider two cases.

(1) Let k ∈ A^V_ξ ∩ D_ξ. Then by (6.22), m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~W} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 . (6.26)

The equality (6.26) is obtained using the fact that k ∈ D_ξ, which inturn implies that ξ + k ∈ H_k, which further in turn implies that ^ψ_k(ξ + k + n_0j) = ^ϕ_k(ξ + k + n_0j) for all j ∈ Z. From this, we can conclude that ~J_{~Wk} (ξ + k) = ~J_{~Uk} (ξ + k). Summing over k ∈ A_ξ ∩ D_ξ in inequality (6.26), we get ∑ k∈A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ ∑ k∈A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Wk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . (6.27)

(2) Let k ∈ A_ξ \ (A_ξ ∩ D_ξ). Again using (6.22), we have m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . 19

Choose an l ∈ D_xi, then using the fact that k /∈ D_ξ and l ∈ D_ξ, we get m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Uk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Ul} (ξ+l) ( ~Γ~f l_{Y,j} ) (ξ + l) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Wl} (ξ+l) ( ~Γ~f l_{Y,j} ) (ξ + l) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . (6.28)

Now, #A^V_ξ ≤ l = #D_ξ. This implies that # ( A^V_ξ \ (A^V_ξ ∩ D_ξ) ) ≤ # ( D_ξ \ (A^V_ξ ∩ D_ξ) ) , which means

that for each distinct k ∈ A^V_ξ \ (A^V_ξ ∩ D_ξ), we find a distinct l ∈ D_ξ \ (A^V_ξ \ D_ξ) satisfying (6.28). Hence, ∑ k∈A^V_ξ \(A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ ) m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Vk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 ≤ ∑ k∈D_ξ \(A^V_ξ ∩D_ξ ) m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Wk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . (6.29)

Hence, finally, using (6.27) and (6.29), we can conclude that n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 = ∑ k∈A^V_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2

≤ ∑ k∈D_ξ m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~W} k (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2

= n_0−1∑

k=0 m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P^~J_{~Wk} (ξ+k) ( ~Γ~f k_{Y,j} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . The last equality follows from that fact that if k /∈ D_ξ, then by the definition of ψ_k, ~J_{~Wk} (ξ + k) = {0}. Hence our claim is proved. □

7. Approximation with Paley Wiener spaces

Fix l ∈ N. Define the space [8]

T^l = { V = V (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l) : ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_l ∈ L^2(R), V is translation invariant and

{T_kϕ_i : k ∈ Z, i ∈ {1, . . . , l}} forms a Riesz basis for V } . Given measurements { Y^j }_m j=1 = {{ y^1_k } k∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z), we want to solve the minimization problem (we make use of the first form, see (3.8))

arg min V ∈T^l m∑ j=1 ‖ Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖_2 . In fact, we shall minimize over a smaller collection T^l_N (defined in (7.1)), which approximates T^l. Further from Wiener’s theorem, we know that V is a translational invariant subspace of L^2(R) if and only if there exists a measurable set Ω ⊂ R such that V = { f ∈ L^2(R) : ^f(ξ) = 0, for a.e. ξ ∈ R \ Ω } . We denote V = V_Ω (as Ω is unique upto measure zero).

Definition 7.1. [8] Let Ω ⊂ R be measurable and l ∈ N. We say that Ω l multi-tiles R if ∑ k∈Z X_Ω(ξ − k) = l, for a.e. ξ ∈ R.

Proposition 7.2. [8, Proposition 4.3] A subspace V is in T^l if and only if V = V_Ω for some Ω a measurable l multi-tile of R. Moreover, in such a case, dim ((J_V (ξ)) = l, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1] .

Definition 7.3. Let n_0 ∈ N be the assumed measurement rate. For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0] and any Ω ⊂ R, define (1) O^Ω_ξ := {k ∈ Z : ξ + kn_0 ∈ Ω} and

(2) S ( O^Ω_ξ ) = span {( ĝ(ξ + kn_0), e_k ) : k ∈ O^Ω_ξ } .

Lemma 7.4. Let V = V_Ω ∈ T^l. Then, ~J_{~VΩ} (ξ) ∼= S ( O^Ω_ξ ) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

Proof. Recall that for any ξ ∈ [0, n_0], ~J_{~VΩ} (ξ) is defined as

~J_{~VΩ} (ξ) = {( ∑ k∈Z f(ξ + kn_0)^g(ξ + kn_0), { ^f(ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z ) : f ∈ V_Ω } . Hence, by definition of O^Ω_ξ , it follows that ~J_{~VΩ} (ξ) ⊂ S ( O^Ω_ξ ) . Now we prove the converse. Fix ξ ∈ [0, n_0] and

let E_k = ([0, n_0] + kn_0) ∩ Ω ∀ k ∈ Z. Then, using the fact that Ω = ∪_{k∈Z}E_k, we can show that k ∈ O^Ω_ξ if and

only if ξ + kn_0 ∈ E_k. Consider any a = (∑ k∈Z a_k^g(ξ + kn_0), {a_k}_{k∈Z} ) ∈ S ( O^Ω_ξ ) , then the function H_ξ(x) := ∑ k∈Z a_kX_{Ek} (x) belongs to L^2(Ω). That is, ^h = H_ξ ∈ V_Ω. Further, if k ∈ O^Ω_ξ , then ^h(ξ + kn_0) = H_ξ(ξ + kn_0) =

a_k. Therefore, h ∈ V and ( ~Γ~h ) (ξ) = (∑ k∈Z^h(ξ + kn_0)^g(ξ + kn_0), { ^h(ξ + kn_0) } k∈Z ) = a ∈ ~J_{~VΩ} (ξ). □ From Proposition 7.2, it is clear that in order to find an optimal subspace in the class T_l, it is enough to find the associated l multi-tile Ω in R. As in [8], we restrict Ω to be inside a cube that may be arbitrarily large.

Definition 7.5. [8] Let N ∈ N. Define

(1) C_N = [ − ( N +^1_2 ) , N +^1_2 ] . (2) M^l_N = {Ω ⊂ C_N : Ω is measurable and l multi-tiles R}. (3) T^l_N = { V ∈ T^l : V = V_Ω with Ω ∈ M^l_N } . (7.1)

We now state the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.6. Let l ∈ N. Suppose the measurements { Y^j }_m j=1 = {{ y^1_k } ∈Z , . . . , {y^m_k }_{k∈Z} } ⊂ ℓ^2(Z) are given.

Then for each N ≥ l, there exists a Paley Wiener space V^∗ ∈ T^l_N that satisfies

V^∗ = arg min V ∈T^l_N m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2 (Minimization Problem Form 1). (7.2)

Proof. If V^∗ exists, then V^∗ = arg min_{V ∈T} l_N ∑_m j=1 ‖ ‖Y^j − P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2 = arg max_{V ∈T lN} ∑^m_{j=1} ‖ ‖P_{~V} Y^j ‖ ‖^2. Further,

max_{V ∈T} l_N ∑_m j=1 ‖ P_{~V} Y^j ‖_2 = max_{Ω∈M} l_N ∑_m j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖P_{~VΩ} Y^j ‖ ‖ ‖^2 . For each k ∈ {0, . . . , n0 − 1}, let Y^{j,k} be defined as the element in R_λ satisfying ( ~ΓY^{j,k} ) (ξ) = X_{[k,k+1]}(ξ) ( ~ΓY^j ) (ξ), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0].

Furthermore, we decompose V_Ω as the orthogonal direct sum V_Ω = V_{Ω,0} ˙⊕ · · · ˙⊕V_{Ω,n0−1}(see (2.7)). From the

definition of V_{Ω,k}, it is clear that Y^{j,k} ⊥ ~V_{Ω,l}, for all k ≠ l ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Indeed, ~ΓY^{j,k} ⊥ ~Γ ( ~V_{Ω,l} ) , for all k ≠ l ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Thus, using Proposition 4.7, we get m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~VΩ} Y^j ‖ ‖^2 = m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ‖ ‖~ΓP_{~VΩ,k} Y^{j,k} ‖ ‖^2

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_{n0} 0 ‖ ‖ ( ~ΓP_{~VΩ,k} Y^{j,k} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_{k+1} k ‖ ‖ ( ~ΓP_{~VΩ,k} Y^{j,k} ) (ξ) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖(~ΓP_{~V} Ω,k Y^{j,k} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} Ω,k (ξ+k) ( ~ΓY^{j,k} ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ. Notice that V_{Ω,k} = V_{Ω∩Bk} . This implies that V_{Ω,k} ∈ T^l. For ease of notation, let Ω_k := Ω ∩ B_k for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Then, using Lemma 7.4, we get ~J_{~VΩk} (ξ) = S ( O^{Ωk}_ξ ) , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, n_0]. (7.3)

If Ω ∈ M^l_N , then it follows from Proposition 7.2 and 7.2 that dim (J_V (ξ)) = l, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Further using the calculations done in order to arrive at (6.15) and making use of Proposition and (7.3), for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], we get

l = dim (J_V (ξ)) = dim ~J_{~V0} (ξ) + · · · + dim ~J_{~VΩn0 −1} (ξ + n_0 − 1)

= dim S ( O^{Ω0}_ξ ) + · · · + dim S ( O^{Ωn0−1} ξ+n_0−1 ) . (7.4)

Let l^ξ_k := #O^{Ωk}_{ξ+k} for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Then, we can conclude from (7.4) that

l^0_ξ + · · · + l^{n0−1}_ξ = l, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Further, there exists a unique set of l^k_ξ integers { r_1(ξ, k), . . . , r_lk_ξ (ξ, k) } such that ~J_{~VΩk} (ξ + k) = S ( O^{Ωk}_{ξ+k} ) = span {( ĝ(ξ + k + n_0r_i(ξ, k)), e_{ri(ξ,k)} ) : i ∈ { 1, . . . , l^k_ξ }} . (7.5)

Since Ω ⊂ C_N , |k + n_0r_i(ξ, k)| ≤ N for all i ∈ { 1, . . . , l^k_ξ } , a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1] and all k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}. Using the

above observations and the definition of ~Γ, we get m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖P_{~J ~V} Ωk (ξ+k) ( ~Γ ~Y j,k ) (ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ = m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖P_S(_{OΩk} ξ+k )~Γ ~Y j,k(ξ + k) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

j=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ P_S^(_OΩ_{kξ+k}^) ( X_{[k,k+1]}(ξ + k) ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 , 0 ))‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖P_S^(_OΩ_{kξ+k}^) ( ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 (1, 0) )‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dξ

= m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 ‖ ‖P_S(_{OΩk} ξ+k ) (1, 0) ‖ ‖^2 dξ. Given Ω ∈ M^l_N , for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], the set Ω contains exactly l elements from the sequence {ξ + k : k ∈ Z}. Therefore, we define S, (the set of possible translations) to be S = { s = (s_0, . . . , s_{n0−1}) = ({ s^1_0, . . . , s^{l0}_0 } , . . . , { s^1_{n0−1}, . . . , s^{ln0−1}_{n0−1} }) : l_0 + · · · + l_{n0−1} = l, ∀ i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, s_i ⊂ Z, the integers contained in s_i are distinct,

and ‖n_0s_i + i‖_∞ ≤ N } . For every i ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1}, n_0s_i + i := {n_0s^i_j + i}^{li}_{j=1}. In the above definition, l_i can take the value 0, in which case s_i := ϕ (the empty set). Additionally, for each s ∈ S, let

F_{sk} (ξ) := ‖ ‖P_S (O^{sk}_{ξ+k})(1, 0) ‖ ‖^2 for all k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1].

Notice that the space S ( O^{sk}_{ξ+k} ) is very similar to the space A_η defined in (3.17). Hence, we use the methods developed in Subsection 3.3 in order to calculate P_S(_Osk_{ξ+k} )(1, 0). Fix k ∈ {0, . . . , n_0 − 1} and ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Now,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , l_k}, we define

~e_i := e_si_k and a_i := ⟨~e_i, g_{ξ+k}⟩ .

Here, as in Subsection 3.3, g_η := {ĝ(η + ln_0)}_{l∈Z}, for a.e. η ∈ [0, n_0]. Note that both a_i and ~e_i are implicitly dependent on ξ and k. As the collection {(a_i, ~e_i)}^{lk}_{i=1} forms a Riesz basis for S ( O^{sk}_{ξ+k} ) , we orthonormalize

it using the Gram-Schmidt orthonormalization process to get the orthonormal basis {_{vi} ‖v_i‖ }_{lk} i=1 as defined in (3.18). Therefore,

F_{sk} (ξ) = ‖ ‖P_S (O^{sk}_{ξ+k})(1, 0) ‖ ‖^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ l_k∑

i=1 a_i (|a_i|^2 + · · · + |a_0|^2 + λ) v_n ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 . 22

In order to find the optimal space V_Ω∗ , we construct Ω^∗ using the following strategy. For a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], we

pick s^∗ = ( s^∗_0, . . . , s^∗_{n0−1} ) ∈ S such that ∑_m j=1 ∑_{n0−1} k=0 | |∑_{l∈Z} y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)l}n_0 | |^2 F_{s∗k} (ξ) is maximum taken over all

s ∈ S . The maximum exists because for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1] and all s ∈ S, m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 F_{sk} (ξ) < ∞ and additionally #S < ∞.

Rigorously, we define Ω^∗ as follows. For each s ∈ S, let

E_s := ξ ∈ [0, 1] : m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 F_{sk} (ξ) ≥ m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 F_{rk} (ξ), ∀ r ∈ S . Finally, let Ω^∗ := ∪_{s∈S} ∪^{n0−1}_{k=0} ∪^{lk}_{i=0} ( E_s + k + n_0s^i_k ) . Clearly, from its definition, E_s is a measurable set for each s ∈ S, which in turn implies that Ω^∗ is measurable. Further, by construction Ω^∗ ∈ M^l_N . Let Ω ∈ M^l_N be arbitrary. Then, for a.e. ξ ∈ [0, 1], we have m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 ‖ ‖ ‖P_S(_{OΩk} ξ+k )(1, 0) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ≤ m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | 2 F_s∗_k (ξ). Taking integral over ξ ∈ [0, 1], we get m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~V} Ω Y^j ‖ ‖^2 =^m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 | | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | | 2 ‖ ‖P_S(_{OΩk} ξ+k )(1, 0) ‖ ‖^2 dξ

≤ m∑ j=1 n_0−1∑

k=0 ∫_1 0 | | | | ∑ l∈Z y^j_l e^{− 2πi(ξ+k)ln}0 | | | | 2 F_s∗_k (ξ)dξ

= m∑ j=1 ‖ ‖P_{~VΩ∗} Y^j ‖ ‖^2 .

Hence, we can conclude that V_Ω∗ ∈ T^l_N is a solution of (7.2). □

8. Acknowledgement

We thank Prof. Akram Aldroubi for going through the manuscript and providing valuable suggestions that helped us improve the presentation of the paper from an earlier version to the current one.

References

[1] A. Aldroubi, C. Cabrelli, D. Hardin, and U. Molter. Optimal shift invariant spaces and their Parseval frame generators. Appl.

Comput. Harmon. Anal., 23(2):273–283, 2007.

[2] A. Aldroubi, C. Cabrelli, C. Heil, K. Kornelson, and U. Molter. Invariance of a shift-invariant space. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 16(1):60–75, 2010.

[3] A. Aldroubi, C. Cabrelli, and U. Molter. Optimal non-linear models for sparsity and sampling. J. Fourier Anal. Appl., 14(5- 6):793–812, 2008.

[4] A. Aldroubi, I. Krishtal, R. Tessera, and H. Wang. Principal shift-invariant spaces with extra invariance nearest to observed data. Collect. Math., 63(3):393–401, 2012.

[5] A. Aldroubi and R. Tessera. On the existence of optimal unions of subspaces for data modeling and clustering. Found. Comput.

Math., 11(3):363–379, 2011.

[6] D. Barbieri, C. Cabrelli, E. Hernández, and U. Molter. Approximation by group invariant subspaces. J. Math. Pures Appl.

(9), 142:76–100, 2020.

[7] M. Bownik. The structure of shift-invariant subspaces of L^2(R^n). J. Funct. Anal., 177(2):282–309, 2000. [8] C. Cabrelli and C. A. Mosquera. Subspaces with extra invariance nearest to observed data. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 41(2):660–676, 2016.

[9] O. Christensen. An Introduction to Frames and Riesz Bases. Applied and Numerical Harmonic Analysis. Birkhäuser/Springer, [Cham], second edition, 2016.

[10] C. de Boor, R. A. DeVore, and A. Ron. The structure of finitely generated shift-invariant spaces in L2(R^d). J. Funct. Anal., 119(1):37–78, 1994.

[11] G. Pillonetto, T. Chen, A. Chiuso, G. De Nicolao, and L. Ljung. Regularized System Identification. Communications and Control Engineering. Springer, [Cham], first edition, 2022.

[12] R. Radha, K. Sarvesh, and S. Sivananthan. Sampling and reconstruction in a shift-invariant space with multiple generators.

Numer. Funct. Anal. Opt., 40(4):365–385, 2019.

[13] A. Ron and Z. Shen. Frames and stable bases for shift-invariant subspaces of L2(R^d). Canad. J. Math., 47(5):1051–1094, 1995. 23

[14] S. Smale and D.X. Zhou. Shannon sampling. II. Connections to learning theory. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal., 19(3):285–302, 2005.

Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Madras, India Email address: rohanjoy96@gmail.com

Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Madras, India Email address: radharam@iitm.ac.in