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Quadratic Spectral Concentration

of Characteristic Functions

Kristina Oganesyan

Abstract. It is known that the inequality
∫ W/2

−W/2

|f̂(ξ)|2dξ ≤

∫ W/2

−W/2

||̂f |∗(ξ)|2dξ

between the quadratic spectral concentration of a function and that of its decreasing re-
arrangement holds for any function f ∈ L2, | supp f | = T, if and only if the product WT
does not exceed the critical value ≈ 0.884. We show that by restricting ourselves to charac-
teristic functions we can enlarge this range up to WT ≤ 4/3. Besides, we establish various

properties of minimizers of the difference
∫W/2

−W/2 |χ̂
∗

A(ξ)|
2dξ −

∫W/2

−W/2 |χ̂A(ξ)|
2dξ over sets A

of finite measure and prove that this difference is non-negative for all W,T > 0 if A is the
union of two intervals. As a corollary, we obtain a sharp (up to a constant) estimate for the
L2-norms of non-harmonic trigonometric polynomials with alternating coefficients ±1.

1. Introduction

An intriguing question concerning the quadratic spectral concentration of a function was
posed by D.L. Donoho and Ph.B. Stark in [1]: is it true that for any positive numbers T
and W , among all functions f ∈ L2(R) with ‖f‖2 = 1 and | supp f | ≤ T , the maximum of∫W/2

−W/2
|f̂(ξ)|2dξ is attained for an f supported on an interval? They conjectured that the

answer to this question should be positive and supported this conjecture by the proof for the
case of

WT ≤ T0 := min{x > 0 : sinc x = max
y≥1

sinc y} ≈ 0.884,

where sinc x = sin(πx)/(πx) and the Fourier transform is defined by f̂(ξ) =
∫
R
f(x)e−2πixξdx.

This was an immediate consequence of the inequality
∫ W/2

−W/2

|f̂(ξ)|2dξ ≤

∫ W/2

−W/2

||̂f |∗(ξ)|2dξ (1)

which, as they showed, is valid for WT ≤ T0. In other words, the core of their result
was proving that rearrangement increases the quadratic spectral concentration of a function
whenever the frequencies are low enough. Although inequality (1) does not hold in general
once WT > T0 (see Remark 1 below), we believe that it should be true for any W,T > 0 if
we restrict ourselves to functions assuming only the values 0 and 1. This gives rise to
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trigonometric polynomials.
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Conjecture 1. For any measurable set A, |A| < ∞, and any W > 0,
∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂A(ξ)|
2dξ ≤

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂∗
A(ξ)|

2dξ.

Note that relations between norms of functions and those of their rearrangements (cf. (1))
with some constant factors on the right-hand side are well studied for much more general
cases (see e.g. [3, 5]).
Importantly, Conjecture 1 can be equivalently rewriten (see Corollary 1 and Propositions 3

and 4) in terms of weighted L2-norms of non-harmonic trigonometric polynomials as follows:

Conjecture 2. For any positive integer n and any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n, one has

∫ ∞

1

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt ≥

∫ ∞

1

∣∣∣1− ei
∑n

j=1
(α2j−α2j−1)t

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt.

Unable to prove Conjecture 1 in its generality, we can nevertheless go beyond the critical
value T0 when dealing with characteristic functions.

Theorem 1. For any positive T and W with WT ≤ 4/3, for any measurable set A,
|A| = T , there holds

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂A(ξ)|
2dξ ≤

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂∗
A(ξ)|

2dξ.

Remark 1. If we allow a function f to assume at least two different positive values, the
inequality above is no longer true for f in place of χA and WT > T0 (while in case of
WT ≤ T0 it is true according to the proof of [1, Th. 2]). More precisely, if WT > T0, there
exists a function fT with | supp fT | ≤ T assuming two different positive values such that (1)
does not hold with W = 1.

In what follows, for two functions f1 and f2 and a fixed W > 0, we define

(f1, f2) :=

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

f1(t)f2(s)W sinc(W (s− t))dsdt,

if this integral exists, and with a slight abuse of notation, for two measurable sets M1 and
M2, we write (M1,M2) := (χM1

, χM2
). Then

∫ W/2

−W/2

|f̂(ξ)|2dξ =

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

f(t)f(s)W sinc(W (s− t))dsdt = (f, f).

Observe also that by means of dilation we can assume that W = 1 and T ≤ 4/3 in order to
prove Theorem 1.
The paper is organized as follows. First, in Section 2, we show that the maximum of∫W/2

−W/2
|χ̂A(ξ)|

2dξ, |A| ≤ T , for a fixed T is attained at a set A being a finite union of intervals

and that, moreover, such A must be a superlevel set for the function
∫
A
sinc(x−t)dt. Further,

in Section 3, we obtain formulas for
∫ W/2

−W/2
|χ̂∗

A(ξ)|
2dξ−

∫W/2

−W/2
|χ̂A(ξ)|

2dξ in case where A is a

finite union of intervals and make several useful preliminary observations. Section 4 contains
the proofs of Theorem 1 and Remark 1. In Section 5, we show that if A is the union of

two intervals, then bringing these intervals together increases the norm
∫ W/2

−W/2
|χ̂A(ξ)|

2dξ,

which settles Conjecture 2 for n = 2. In Section 6, we treat some particular cases in which
Conjecture 2 can be easily proved. Next, using the results obtained in the previous sections,
we establish in Section 7 the following estimate.
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Theorem 2. For any positive integer n and any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n,
∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

dt < min
{
54n− 47,

π

2

n∑

j=1

(α2j − α2j−1)
}
.

We note that the linear in n bound in Theorem 2 is up to a constant sharp, since it is
attained for α1, α2, ..., α2n with sufficiently large gaps between them by the Ingham inequality
(see [2], and we also refer the reader to [4] and references therein for estimates of similar
norms in case of non-harmonic trigonometric polynomials with general coefficients). Theorem
2 motivates as well an additional observation made in Section 8, which roughly speaking says
the following: if n is the minimal such that for a function f = χA with A being the union of n

intervals, inequality (1) is violated, then the minimum of
∫ W/2

−W/2
|χ̂∗

A(ξ)|
2dξ−

∫ W/2

−W/2
|χ̂A(ξ)|

2dξ

over all such A is achieved on a set of sufficiently large measure.

2. Basic properties of extremizers

Proposition 1. Let a set A, |A| ≤ T, deliver the maximum of

max
measurable S, |S|≤T

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂S(ξ)|
2dξ.

Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that A is up to a set of measure zero equal to
{
x :

∫

A

sinc(x− t)dt ≥ c
}
.

Proof. First, let us prove the statement for some c. Assume the contrary. Then, by
the continuity of the measure, there exist ε, δ > 0 and two sets A0 ⊂ A and B0 ∩ A = ∅ of
measure ε such that for any x ∈ A0, y ∈ B0 we have

∫
A
sinc(y − t)dt−

∫
A
sinc(x − t)dt ≥ δ.

However, by the choice of A,

0 ≤ (A,A)− (B0 ∪ A \ A0, B0 ∪ A \ A0)

= −(A0, A0)− (B0, B0) + 2(B0, A0) + 2(A0 − B0, A) ≤ −2εδ +O(ε2),

which is a contradiction.
Let us show now that c > 0. If c < 0, then by a similar argument, we can find δ > 0 and

a set A0 ⊂ A of measure ε > 0 with (A,A0) ≤ −δ and thus,

0 ≤ (A,A)− (A \ A0, A \ A0) = −(A0, A0) + 2(A0, A) ≤ −2εδ +O(ε2).

So, the only possible case is c = 0. But then, as χ̂A cannot be compactly supported,

|A| =

∫

R

∫

A

sinc(x− y)dxdy ≤

∫

A

∫

A

sinc(x− y)dxdy

=

∫ 1/2

−1/2

|χ̂A(ξ)|
2 < ‖χ̂A‖2 = ‖χA‖2 = |A|,

the contradiction concluding the proof. �

Corollary 1. Let a set A, |A| ≤ T , deliver the maximum of

max
measurable S,|S|≤T

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂S(ξ)|
2dξ.

Then, up to a set of measure zero, A is a finite union of intervals.
3



Proof. According to Proposition 1, we can assume that A = {x :
∫
A
sinc(x−t)dt ≥ c} for

some c > 0. Suppose that A is not bounded. Take some ε > 0 and find a bounded A′ ⊂ A with
|A′| ≥ |A|− ε. Then for a ponit x, dist(a, A′) ≥ X , we have

∫
A
sinc(x− t)dt ≤ |A|/X+ ε < c

for large enough X and small enough ε > 0. This contradiction shows that A must be
bounded. If there are infinitely many boundary points in A, then the function

FA(x) :=

∫

A

sinc(x− t)dt (2)

being an analytic function assumes the value c infinitely many times in A and must be
therefore equal to c > 0 everywhere. However, FA(x) → 0 as x → ∞, x ∈ R, and hence, A
is a finite union of intervals. �

3. Reformulations of the problem

One of the most exciting features of the problem we are dealing with is its multifaceted-
ness in the sense that one can approach it from diverse perspectives, which have essentially
different nature and involve Fourier analysis, complex analysis, and number theory. In this
section, we will look at our problem from different sides and prepare the ground for our
further analysis.
Due to the conclusion of Section 2, from now on we only have to consider characteristic

functions of finite unions of intervals:

J := ∪n
j=1[x2j−1, x2j ], xj+1 − xj =: aj , j = 1, 2, ..., 2n− 1. (3)

We emphasize that the definition of the set J clearly depends on the choice of {xj} or,
equivalently, of {aj} (the latter is up to translations of J , which for us does not make any
difference). So once we have either of these sequences fixed, we can define the other sequence
and the set J . For the sake of convenience, we will omit the dependence of J on any of these
sequences: it will be always clear from the context by which sequence J is generated.
First of all, we should find an expression for (J, J), which essentially can be obtained by

noting that

([0, a], [0, a]) =

∫ a

0

Si(x) + Si(a− x)dx = 2x Si(x)−
4

π2
sin2 πx

2
= 2a

∫ a/2

0

sinc2 xdx,

where Si(x) =
∫ x

0
sinc tdt, and applying the inclusion-exclusion principle. We will proceed by

induction the base being

Lemma 1. For two intervals I1 and I2 with |I1| = a, |I2| = b and dist(I1, I2) = ε, there
holds

(I, I)− (I1 ∪ I2, I1 ∪ I2) =
2

π2

∫ 1

0

t−2Re(eiπat − 1)(eiπbt − 1)(eiπεt − 1)dt,

where I := [0, a+ b].
4



Proof. We have

(I, I)− (I1 ∪ I2, I1 ∪ I2) = 2([−b, 0], [0, a])− 2(I1, I2)

= 2

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

sinc(x+ y)− sinc(ε+ x+ y)dxdy

= 2

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

∫ 1

0

(cosπ(x+ y)t− cosπ(ε+ x+ y)t)dtdxdy

=
8

π2

∫ 1

0

t−2 sin
πat

2
sin

πbt

2

(
cos

π(a + b)t

2
− cos

π(2ε+ a+ b)t

2

)
dt

=
16

π2

∫ 1

0

t−2 sin
πat

2
sin

πβt

2
sin

πεt

2
sin

π(a+ b+ ε)t

2
dt

=
2

π2

∫ 1

0

t−2Re(eiπat − 1)(eiπbt − 1)(eiπεt − 1)dt,

and the needed is proved. �

Remark 2. Note that the symmetry in a, b, ε of the expression obtained in Lemma 1 is not
surprising. Indeed, if, say, a > ε, divide I1 into two subintervals I ′1 and I ′′1 of lengths ε and
a− ε. Then to glue together I1, I2 is the same as to put I ′1 into the “hole” between I1 and I2
keeping I ′′1 at the same place, which corresponds to the situation of two intervals I ′1 and I2 of
lenghts ε and b and the hole of length a between them.

For a sequence of non-negative numbers {cj}
2n−1
j=1 and a function ϕ, define

T ({cj}, ϕ) :=

2n−1∑

s=1

(−1)s
2n−s∑

i=1

ϕ(ci + ci+1...+ ci+s−1) + ϕ(c1 + c3 + ...+ c2n−1) (4)

and denote by Tk({cj}, ϕ) the part of T ({cj}, ϕ) that involves ck. Note that defining yj :=∑j−1
k=1 cj , j = 1, 2, ..., 2n, we have

T ({cj}, ϕ) =
∑

k>s

(−1)k−sϕ(yk − ys) + ϕ
( n∑

j=1

(y2j − y2j−1)
)
. (5)

Proposition 2. For any n ∈ N and any sequence {cj}
2n−1
j=1 , there hold

T ({cj}, x) = 0 = T ({cj}, x
2) (6)

and

Tk({cj}, x) = 0, k = 1, 2, ..., 2n− 1. (7)

Proof. Note that (7) implies the first equality in (6), as (7) shows that there is no
contribution of ck in T ({cj}, x). So, let us prove (7), which is equivalent to

2n−1∑

s=1

(−1)s
min{k,2n−s}∑

i=max{1,k−s+1}

(ci + ci+1...+ ci+s−1) + χ{k is odd}(c1 + c3 + ...+ c2n−1) = 0. (8)

To this end, denote by C(m,N) the coefficient at cm in the following more general expression:

N∑

s=1

(−1)s
min{m,N−s+1}∑

i=max{1,m−s+1}

(ci + ci+1... + ci+s−1) + χ{N is odd}(c1 + c3 + ...+ cN ). (9)

5



We have

C(m,N) =
m∑

s=1

(−1)s
m∑

i=m−s+1

1 +
N−m∑

s=m+1

(−1)s
m∑

i=1

1 +
N∑

N−m+1

(−1)s
N−s+1∑

i=1

1 + χ{m is odd}χ{N is odd}

=

m∑

s=1

s(−1)s +m

N−m∑

s=m+1

(−1)s +

N∑

N−m+1

(N − s+ 1)(−1)s + χ{m is odd}χ{N is odd}

=

m∑

s=1

s((−1)N+1 + 1)(−1)s +m

N−m∑

s=m+1

(−1)s + χ{m is odd}χ{N is odd} = 0,

whence, in particular, the coefficient at ck on the left-hand side of (8) is 0. Further, fix some
ℓ and let t := |ℓ − (2k − 1)|. We can observe then that the coefficient C̃(ℓ, n) at cℓ on the
left-hand side of (8) is equal to C(min{ℓ, 2k− 1}, 2n− 1− t) = 0, which completes the proof
of (7).
The equality T ({cj}, x

2) = 0 is to be shown in the same fashion. The terms of the form c2j
in T ({cj}, x

2) disappear by the identity T ({cj}, x) = 0, while the coefficients at cjck, j 6= k,
are zero by a similar argument. �

After all, we are in a position to obtain a general expression for (I, I)− (J, J), where from
now on by I we mean the interval [0,

∑n
j=1 a2j−1], J is as in (3), and T stands for the length

of I, i.e. T = |I| = |J | (we assure the reader that there will be no ambiguity caused by the
latter notation and that of the operator introduced in (4)).

Proposition 3. There holds

(I, I)− (J, J) =
2

π2

∫ 1

0

T ({aj}, 1− cosπxt)

t2
dt = 4T ({aj}, G(x/2))

= −
1

π2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiπxjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt+

1

π2

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣1− eiπ
∑n

j=1(x2j−x2j−1)t
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt, (10)

where G(x) := x
∫ x

0
sinc2 tdt =

∫ x

0
Si(2y)dy.

Proof. First, observe that

π2

2
((I, I)− (J, J))

= Re

∫ 1

0

t−2
( 2n−1∑

s=1

(−1)s−1

2n−s∑

i=1

eiπ(ai+ai+1...+ai+s−1)t
)
− eiπ(a1+a3+...+a2n−1)t − (n− 1)dt.

Let us prove the statement by induction. The case n = 2 follows directly from Lemma 1.
Moreover, from Lemma 1 we derive that

([0, a] ∪ [a+ δ, a + δ + b])− ([0, a] ∪ [a+ δ + ε, a+ δ + ε+ b])

=
1

π2

∫ 1

0

t−2eiπδt(eiπat − 1)(eiπbt − 1)(eiπεt − 1)dt,

6



so the induction step from {ak}
2n−1
k=3 to {ak}

2n−1
k=1 then is provided by

(eiπa1t − 1)(eiπa2k+1t − 1)

n−1∑

k=1

exp
(
iπt

k∑

l=2

a2l−1

)(
exp

(
iπt

k∑

l=1

a2l

)
− 1

)

= (eiπa1t − 1)

n−1∑

k=1

(
exp

(
iπt

2k+1∑

l=2

al

)
− exp

(
iπt

k∑

l=1

a2l+1

)

− exp
(
iπt

2k∑

l=2

al

)
+ exp

(
iπt

k−1∑

l=1

a2l+1

))

= (eiπa1t − 1)
(
− exp

(
iπt

n−1∑

l=1

a2l+1

)
+ 1 +

n−1∑

k=1

(
exp

(
iπt

2k+1∑

l=2

al

)
− exp

(
iπt

2k∑

l=2

al

))

= − exp
(
iπt

n−1∑

l=0

a2l+1

)
+ exp

(
iπt

n−1∑

l=1

a2l+1

)
− 1−

2n∑

s=1

(−1)s exp
(
iπt

s∑

k=1

ak

)
,

whence

(I, I)− (J, J) =
2

π2

∫ 1

0

T ({aj}, 1− cosπxt)

t2
dt.

The last identity in (10) follows from the equality above and (5). �

The important assertion that we are going to prove next states that even if (I, I)− (J, J)
can be negative for some I and J , it is still greater than a “small” negative number. In fact,
this is because the value (I, I) is uniformly in |I| close to ‖χI‖2 = |I|.

Remark 3. There holds
∫ 1/2

−1/2

|χ̂A(ξ)|
2dξ <

∫ 1/2

−1/2

|χ̂∗
A(ξ)|

2dξ +
4

π2
.

Proof. It suffices to show that (I, I)− (J, J) > −4/π2. Noting that

(J, J) < ‖χJ‖2 =: T,

we obtain

(I, I)− (J, J) = 2T

∫ T/2

0

sinc2 tdt− T = −2T

∫ ∞

T/2

sinc2 tdt > −
4

π2
,

and the claim follows. �

We conclude this section with showing that the L2-norms of the non-harmonic trigono-
metric polynomials that appear in (10) taken over the whole real line actually coincide. This
fact will be eventually very useful for us.

Proposition 4. For any n ∈ N and any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n, there holds

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt =

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣1− ei
∑n

j=1
(α2j−α2j−1)t

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt.

7



Proof. Taking into account the last equality in (10), we see that

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt−

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣1− ei
∑n

j=1
(α2j−α2j−1)t

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt = 4

∫ ∞

0

T ({αj}, sin
2(πxt/2))

t2
dt

= 4T ({αj}, x/2)

∫ ∞

0

sinc2 tdt = 0,

where in the last line we used (6). �

Proposition 4, together with Corollary 1 and Propositions 3, shows the equivalence between
Conjectures 1 and 2.

4. Proof of Theorem 1

Let us first prove Remark 1, which justifies the appearance of the critical value T0 in the
original result of Donoho and Stark.

Proof of Remark 1. Denote δ := T − T0 and let ε ∈ (0, 1) and M > 0 to be defined
later. By the definition of T0, there exists a finite union of intervals K, |K| = δ,K∩[0, 1] = ∅,
and a positive number w such that

∫

K

sinc xdx−

∫ T

T0

sinc xdx = w.

Consider the function f = Mχ(0,ε)+χ(ε,T0)+χK =: g1+g2+g3. Then f ∗ = Mχ(0,ε)+χ(ε,T0)+
χ(T0,T ) =: g1 + g2 + g4. Let us show that for an appropriate choice of M and ε we will have

0 < (f, f)− (f ∗, f ∗) = 2(g1, g3) + 2(g2, g3)− 2(g1, g4)− 2(g2, g4). (11)

Note that (g2, g3)− (g2, g4) → (χ(0,T0), χK − χ(T0,T )) =: C as ε → 0. At the same time

(g1, g3)− (g1, g4)

ε
→ M

∫

K

sinc xdx−M

∫ T

T0

sinc xdx = Mw

as ε → 0. Thus, chosing ε sufficiently small and M large enough so that (g1, g3)− (g1, g4) +
(g2, g3)− (g2, g4) > Mwε/2 + C − 1 > 0, we arrive at (11). �

Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 1, let us establish the following simple lemma.

Lemma 2. Let r ∈ N and

0 ≤ α1 ≤ β1 ≤ α2 ≤ β2 ≤ ... ≤ αr ≤ βr ≤ 2π,
r∑

k=1

(βk − αk) = ℓ.

Then

|S| :=
∣∣∣

r∑

k=1

eiβk − eiαk

∣∣∣ ≤ 2 sin
ℓ

2

and the equality is attained only when β1 = α2, ..., βr−1 = αr.

Proof. It suffices to proof the following statement: the sum of several clockwise oriented
chords corresponding to disjoint arcs of a unit circle of total length ≤ ℓ cannot exceed
2 sin(ℓ/2) = |1− eiℓ|. This is true, since for any two such consequent chords ξ1 and ξ2 having
angle between them ≤ π, either (ξ1 + ξ2, S) ≤ 0, so that we can discard both ξ1 and ξ2 and
not decrease |S|, or (ξ1 + ξ2, S) > 0, which means that merging these chords into one chord
ξ parallel to ξ1 + ξ2 increases |S|. By doing so several times, we come to the case of just one
chord of length ≤ 2 sin(ℓ/2). �

8



Proof of Theorem 1. Assume the contrary: there exist n > 2 and a1, a2, ..., a2n−1 >
0 such that (I, I) − (J, J) ≤ 0. Take the minimal such n and the corresponding tuple
(a1, ..., a2n−1) with the minimal T =

∑n
j=1 a2j−1 ≤ 4/3.

If x2n − x1 =: X ≤ 2 (recall the notation (3)), then by the lemma above we have

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiπxjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt ≤

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣1− eiπ
∑n

j=1
(x2j−x2j−1)t

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt,

as the absolute value in the first integral is pointwise less than that of the second one, which
in light of (10) yields the result.
Now consider the case X > 2. Using the notation (2), Proposition 1, and the choice of J ,

we have

FJ(x1) = F (x2) = ... = FJ(x2n) ≥ FI(0) = Si(T ),

which yields that ∫

J

sinc x+ sinc(X − x)dx ≥ 2 Si(T ). (12)

Let us show that (12) is impossible for any non-decreasing sequence {yj}
2n
j=1 with y1 =

0, y2n = X > 2,
∑n

j=1(y2j − y2j−1) = T , unless all the terms in the latter sum except for one

are zero. Indeed, assume the contrary and take a sequence {yj} maximizing the left-hand
side of (12) and define J ′ to be the union of the intervals generated by {yj} in the same way
as J is generated by {xj}. If there is an index j such that yj = yj+1, we can delete both
points and keep doing so until {yj}

m
j=1, m ≤ n, is increasing. By the assumption, m > 1.

Assume that there is a point y2k ∈ (0, 2/3) \ J ′, k ≥ 1, whence M1 := (0, 2/3) \ J ′ 6= ∅.
If M2 := J ′ \ ((0, π] ∪ [x2n − π, x2n)) 6= ∅, then for sufficiently small δ > 0 we can remove a
subinterval of J ′ of size δ in M2 and substitute it by [y2k, y2k + δ], which will increase∫

J ′

sinc y + sinc(X − y)dy,

since sinc y + sinc(X − y) > sinc z + sinc(X − z) for y ∈ M1 and z ∈ M2. The latter is
true due to the following observations. First, if X ≤ 3, then sinc z, sinc(X − z) < 0 and
sinc y + sinc(X − y) ≥ sinc(2/3) + mint sinc t > 0.45− 0.22 > 0. Second, if X > 3, then

sinc(2/3) > 0.4 > 2 · 0.13 + 0.1 > 2max
x≥1

sinc x− min
x≥7/3

sinc x.

The contradiction with the optimality of {yj} shows that M2 = ∅. Further, since

max
4/11≤x≤1

(sinc x)′ = min
1≤x

(sinc x)′,

we deduce that y2k < 4/11. However, in this case

sinc y2k + sinc(X − y2k)dy ≥ sinc(4/11) + min
x≥1

sinc x > 0.79− 0.22 > 0.42 + 0.13

> sinc(2/3) + max
x≥1

sinc x > sinc z + sinc(X − z)dy

for any z /∈ J ′ ∪ [0, 2/3] ∪ [X − 2/3, X ], which once again contradicts the optimality of {yj}.
Thus, J ′ = [0, T/2] ∪ [X − T/2, X ]. It remains to observe that maxx≥y(Si(x+ y)− Si(x)) =
Si(2y) − Si(y) for 0.88 < T0 ≤ 2y ≤ 4/3, in order to see that (12) cannot hold. Indeed, if
x ≤ T0, this simply follows from the definition of T0. Otherwise, for x ≥ max(y, T0),

Si(2y)− Si(y)− (Si(x+ y)− Si(x)) > Si(0.88)− Si(y)− (2y − 0.88) sincT0 − y sinc T0

> Si(0.88)− Si(2/3)− (2− 0.88) sincT0 > 0.18− 1.12 · 0.14 > 0,

9



This concludes the proof of the theorem. �

5. Characteristic function of the union of two intervals

The first step to be done towards Conjecture 1 is to prove it under a very restricting
additional assumption that the set A is the union of two intervals. We will see that in this
case one must indeed bring the intervals together in order to increase the quadratic spectral
concentration of the characteristic function.

Theorem 3. Among all pairs of non-overlapping intervals I1 and I2 with |I1|+|I2| = T > 0

fixed, the maximum of
∫W/2

−W/2
|χ̂I1∪I2(ξ)|

2dξ is attained when I1 ∪ I2 is an interval, i.e.

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂I1∪I2(ξ)|
2dξ ≤

∫ W/2

−W/2

|χ̂∗
I1∪I2

(ξ)|2dξ.

Proof. Denote I1 =: [0, a], I2 =: [−b − ε,−ε] for some ε ≥ 0. By Lemma 1, it suffices
to show the positivity of

Φ(a, b, ε) =

∫ 1

0

t−2 sin
πat

2
sin

πbt

2
sin

πεt

2
sin

π(a+ b+ ε)t

2
dt.

Assume the contrary: Φ(a, b, ε) ≤ 0 for some a, b, ε. Then defining R(s) := Φ(as, bs, εs)/s,
we have that

R(s) =

∫ s

0

t−2 sin
πat

2
sin

πbt

2
sin

πεt

2
sin

π(a+ b+ ε)t

2
dt

assumes non-positive values. A local minimum of R(s) in s is attained only when one of the
values a, b, ε, a+ b+ ε is a multiple of 2. So we have two cases:
Case 1. One of the values a,b, ε is a multiple of 2. Due to the symmetry in a, b, ε

we can assume without loss of generality that ε = 2k, k ∈ N, a ≥ b. We have

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

sin π(x+ y)

π(x+ y)
dxdy −

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

sin π(x+ y + 2k)

π(x+ y + 2k)
dxdy

=
2k

π

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

sin π(x+ y)

(x+ y)(x+ y + 2k)
dxdy

=
2k

π

∫ a+b

0

sin πt

t(t + 2k)

∫ min(a,t)

max(0,t−b)

1dsdt.

The positivity of the last integral follows from the monotonicity of the function

min(a, t)−max(0, t− b)

t(t+ 2k)
=





1
t+2k

, t ∈ [0, b],
b

t(t+2k)
, t ∈ [b, a],

a+b−t
t(t+2k)

, t ∈ [a, a+ b],

0, t > a + b.

10



Case 2. a+ b+ ε = 2k, k ∈ N. In this case

∫ a

0

∫ 0

−b

sin π(x− y)

π(x− y)
dxdy −

∫ a

0

∫ 2k

2k−b

sin π(x− y)

π(x− y)
dxdy

=
1

π

∫ a

0

∫ 0

−b

( 1

x− y
−

1

x− y − 2k

)
sin π(x− y)dxdy

=
2k

π

∫ a

0

∫ b

0

sin π(x+ y)

(2k − x− y)(x+ y)
dxdy

=
2k

π

∫ k

0

sin πt

t(2k − t)

(∫ min(a,t)

max(0,t−b)

1−

∫ min(a,2k−t)

max(0,2k−t−b)

)
dsdt

=
2k

π

∫ k

0

sin πt

t(2k − t)
(min(a, t) + max(0, 2k − t− b)−max(0, t− b)−min(a, 2k − t))dt. (13)

Note that t ≤ k and without loss of generality b ≤ a ≤ k, whence min(a, 2k − t) = a and
max(0, 2k − t− b) = 2k − t− b, so that the last integral in (13) becomes

∫ k

0

sin πt

t(2k − t)
(min(a, t)−max(0, t− b) + 2k − t− b− a)dt.

Case a. t < b ≤ a. Then min(a, t) − max(0, t − b) + 2k − t − b − a = l − b − a and
(2k − b− a)/(t(2k − t)) is decreasing on (0, b).
Case b. b ≤ t < a. We have min(a, t)−max(0, t− b) + 2k − t− b− a = 2k − t− a and

(2k − t− a

(2k − t)t

)′

=
4kt− t2 − (2k)2 − 2at+ 2ak

(2k − t)2t2
< −

(a + t− 2k)2

(2k − t)2t2
≤ 0.

Case c. b ≤ a ≤ t. Then min(a, t) − max(0, t − b) + 2k − t − b − a = 2k − 2t and
(2k − 2t)/((2k − t)t) is decreasing on (a, k).
Thus, we showed that the sine function is integrating against a decreasing function in (13),

whence we see that at any local minimum of R(s) there holds R(s) > 0, and the needed is
proved. �

Corollary 2. For any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ α3 ≤ α4, one has

∫ ∞

1

|eiα1t − eiα2t + eia3t − eiα4t|2

t2
dt ≥

∫ ∞

1

|1− ei(α1−α2+α3−α4)t|2

t2
dt.

6. A couple of particular cases

An intuition behind the conviction that Conjecture 1 must be true is the following. It
seems that it is better to integrate the function sinc2 x over an interval starting at the origin
rather than over several disjoint intervals of the same total size because of the significance of
the factor 1/x2 that appears in sinc2 x. Although in general this intuition does not provide
a straightforward argument, it does work in case of the lengths of all intervals being even
positive integers.

Proposition 5. If all aj are multiples of 2, then (I, I) > (J, J).
11



Proof. Denote aj =: 2kj with kj ∈ N for all j = 1, 2, ..., 2n− 1, and let Kj :=
∑j

m=1 km.
We have

1

2
((I, I)− (J, J)) = T

(
{aj}, x

x/2∫

0

sinc2 tdt
)

=
n∑

j=1

a2j−1

(
∑n

m=1
k2m−1∫

0

sinc2 tdt−

2j−2∑

s=0

(−1)s
n∑

t=j

k2t−1∫

k2t−2

sinc2(t− ks)dt
)

+
n−1∑

j=1

a2j

2j−1∑

s=0

(−1)s
n∑

t=j+1

k2t−1∫

k2t−2

sinc2(t− ks)dt

=
n∑

j=1

a2j−1

(
∑n

m=1
k2m−1∫

0

sinc2 tdt−

2j−2∑

s=0

(−1)s
n∑

t=j

K2t−1−Ks∫

K2t−2−Ks

sinc2 tdt
)

+

n−1∑

j=1

a2j

2j−1∑

s=0

(−1)s
n∑

t=j+1

K2t−1−Ks∫

K2t−2−Ks

sinc2 tdt > 0,

since
∫ m+1

m
sinc2 tdt is decreasing in m ∈ Z+. �

Another particular case (in fact, a very particular one) for which we can ensure that
(I, I) > (J, J) once Theorem 3 is established, corresponds to n = 3.

Remark 4. If n = 3 and a2 = a5, then (I, I) > (J, J).

Proof. Denote the three intervals in question by I1, I2, and I3 in the natural order and
let the interval between I1 and I2 be I ′. In light of the equality |I3| = |I ′| we can move I3 to
I ′ covering thereby the hole between I1 and I3. Then by Theorem 3 we have (I1, I

′) > (I1, I3)
and (I2, I

′) > (I2, I3), whence (I, I) > (J, J), as desired. �

For the sake of completeness, we summarize the particular cases in which we established
the validity of Conjecture 2 in the form of

Corollary 3. For n ∈ N and α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n, there holds

∫ ∞

1

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

t2
dt ≥

∫ ∞

1

∣∣∣1− ei
∑n

j=1
(α2j−α2j−1)t

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt

in the following cases:
1)

∑n
j=1(α2j − α2j−1) ≤

4π
3
;

2) n = 2;
3) αj = 2πkj, kj ∈ N, j = 1, 2, ..., 2n− 1;
4) n = 3, α3 − α2 = α6 − α5.

Proof. The first two parts correspond to Theorems 1 and 3, respectively, while the last
two ones are proved in Proposition 5 and Remark 4. �
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7. Estimates for the L2-norms of non-harmonic polynomials

In this section, with the help of the tools we developed up to now, we derive estimates for
the L2-norms of non-harmonic trigonometric polynomials with alternating coefficients ±1,
i.e. polynomials of the form

∑2n
j=1(−1)jeiαjt, α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n. Our aim is to prove

Theorem 2: for the sake of convenience, we split it into two propositions.

Proposition 6. For any positive integer n and any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n,

∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

dt <
π

2

n∑

j=1

(α2j − α2j−1).

Note that a trivial bound for such a polynomial would give quadratic order in
∑n

j=1(α2j −

α2j−1) and not linear, as it appears in the bound above.

Proof. According to Proposition 4,

∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

dt =

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)je
iαjt

2

∣∣∣
2

dt <

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)je
iαjt

2

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt

=

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣1− ei
∑n

j=1(α2j−α2j−1)
t
2

∣∣∣
2

t2
dt = 4

∫ ∞

0

sin2
∑n

j=1
(α2j−α2j−1)t

4

t2
dt

=
π

2

n∑

j=1

(α2j − α2j−1).

�

For convenience, from now on denote

H(a1, ..., a2n−1) := (I, I)− (J, J). (14)

In order to obtain the other bound appearing in Theorem 2, we need a couple of auxil-
iary lemmas that will be formulated in terms of the spectral concentration of characteristic
functions. The first lemma states that the average of H(sa1, ..., sa2n−1) over all s ∈ [0, 1]
is bounded above uniformly in a1, ..., a2n−1, so that the average of (I ′, I ′) − (J ′, J ′) over all
“shrinkings” I ′ and J ′ of I and J is bounded above independently of |I|. To put it in a
rigorous way, for a set X and s > 0, denote sX := {sx : x ∈ X}.

Lemma 3. There holds
∫ 1

0

(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ) ds <
27(n− 1)

π2
.

In fact, we will see later (in Corollary 4) that this bound implies an analogous one for the
difference (I, I)− (J, J) itself.

Proof. Denote by J1, ..., Jn the intervals that generate J and divide I into intervals
I1, ..., In so that |Ik| = |Jk| for all k = 1, ..., n (both Ik’s and Jk’s are enumerated from the
left to the right). Then

∫ 1

0

(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ) ds = 2
∑

k<m

∫ 1

0

(sIk, sIm)ds− 2
∑

k<m

∫ 1

0

(sJk, sJm)ds.

13



Note that

|{x ∈ J : x ∈ Jk, ∃y ∈ Jm, m > k, x+ y ≤ 1}| ≤ n− 1,

whence
∑

k<m

∫ 1

0

(sJk, sJm)ds > −(n− 1) +
∑

k<m

∫ 1

0

∫

Jk

∫

Jm

χ{x−y≥1}
s sin(x− y)s

(x− y)
dxdyds. (15)

Next we have∫ 1

0

∫

Jk

∫

Jm

χ{x−y≥1}
s sin(x− y)s

(x− y)
dxdyds

=

∫

Jk

∫

∪m>kJm

χ{x−y≥1}

π3(x− y)3

∫ π(x−y)

0

s sin s dsdxdy

=

∫

Jk

∫

∪m>kJm

χ{x−y≥1}
sin π(x− y)− π(x− y) cosπ(x− y)

π3(x− y)3
dxdy

> −
1

2π3
−

∫

∪m>kJm

∫

Jk

χ{x−y≥1}
cosπ(x− y)

π2(x− y)2
dydx > −

1

2π3
−

∫ ∞

1

1

π2x2
dx,

which along with (15) implies
∫ 1

0

(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ) ds < 2
n−1∑

k=1

∫ 1

0

(
sIk,

n⋃

m=k+1

sIm

)
ds+

23(n− 1)

π2
,

where we used that 2π2(1 + 1/2π3 + 1/π2) < 23. To conclude the proof, it suffices to show
that for two non-overlapping intervals I ′ and I ′′ sharing the same endpoint, there holds
(I ′, I ′′) ≤ 2/π2. This can be seen through the proof of Theorem 3, as it is shown there that
(I ′, I ′′) is an integral of sine against a monotone function which is 1/π2 at the origin. �

The next statement provides a connection between the value (I, I)−(J, J) and the average∫ 1

0
(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ)ds.

Lemma 4. There holds∫ 1

0

(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ) ds =
(I, I)− (J, J)

2
−

2

π2
T
(
{aj},

∫ 1

0

sin2 πsx

2
ds
)
.

Proof. First of all, recall that

x

2

∫ x/2

0

sinc2 tdt = −
1

π2
sin2 πx

2
+

x

2
Si(x),

whence by Proposition 3,

H(a1, ..., a2n−1) = −
4

π2
T ({aj}, sin

2(πx/2)) + 2T ({aj}, x Si(x)).

The claim follows then in light of the equalities
∫ 1

0

2sx Si(sx)ds = Si(x)−
sinc x

π2
+

cos πx

π2

and ∫ 1

0

−
4

π2
sin2 πsx

2
ds = −

2

π2
+

2 sinc x

π2
.

�
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Now, invoking the lemmas above, we can establish the following estimate, which is, as
mentioned before, sharp up to a constant.

Proposition 7. For any positive integer n and any real α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ... ≤ α2n,
∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiαjt
∣∣∣
2

dt < 54n− 47.

Proof. Combining the lemmas above and Remark 3, we get

27(n− 1)

π2
>

∫ 1

0

(sI, sI)− (sJ, sJ) ds

=
(I, I)− (J, J)

2
−

2

π2
T
(
{aj},

∫ 1

0

sin2 πsx

2
ds
)

> −
2

π2
+

n− 1

π2
+

1

π2
T ({aj}, sinc x)

= −
3

π2
+

sinc T

π2
+

1

2π2

∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)je2πixjt
∣∣∣
2

dt.

Hence,
∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)je2πixjt
∣∣∣
2

dt < 54(n− 1) + 6− 2min
x

sinc x < 54n− 47,

for all x1 ≤ x2 ≤ ... ≤ x2n, which concludes the proof of the proposition and therefore
establishes Theorem 2. �

Finally, we are going to show that, whatever the intervals in J are, they provide a uniform
in a1, ..., a2n−1 “approximation” to (I, I) by (J, J).

Corollary 4. If A is the union of n intervals, then
∫ 1/2

−1/2

|χ̂∗
A(ξ)|

2dξ −

∫ 1/2

−1/2

|χ̂A(ξ)|
2dξ <

54n− 51

π2
.

Proof. Under our notation, the statement is equivalent to the inequality (I, I)−(J, J) <
(54n− 51)/π2. The latter can be shown following the proof of Proposition 7:

(I, I)− (J, J) <
54(n− 1)

π2
−

2 sincT − 2

π2
−

1

π2

∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)je2πixjt
∣∣∣
2

dt <
54n− 51

π2
.

�

8. Further observations

To begin this section, we will see that if for some n > 1 and some a1, a2, ..., a2n−1 > 0
there holds (I, I) ≤ (J, J), then for the minimal such n, there exists a tuple (a1, a2, ..., a2n−1)
of positive numbers delivering a local minimum of (I, I) − (J, J). This can be seen via the
following lemma.

Lemma 5. Let n be the minimal such that for some a1, a2, ..., a2n−1 > 0 there holds (I, I) ≤
(J, J). Then, for any j = 1, 2, ..., 2n− 1,

lim
aj→∞

((I, I)− (J, J)) > 0.
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Proof. Under notation (14), the minimality of n yields

lim
a2k→∞

H(a1, a2, ..., a2n−1) = H(a1, ..., a2k−1) +H(a2k+1, ..., a2n−1)

+ 2
([

−
k∑

m=1

a2m−1, 0
]
,
[
0,

n∑

m=k+1

a2m−1

])
> 0.

For a2k−1, we first observe that

∣∣∣a2k−1

∑

s≤2k−1≤t

(−1)t−s+1

∫ ∞

as+...+at

sinc2 t
∣∣∣ ≤ 2na2k−1

n−1∑

j=1

a2j−1
1

π2a22k−1

→ 0,

which along with the first identity in (7) for j = 2k−1 implies that T2k−1({aj}, G(x/2)) → 0
as a2k−1 → ∞. Thus,

lim
a2k−1→∞

H(a1, a2, ..., a2n−1) = H(a1, ..., a2k−3) +H(a2k+1, ..., a2n−1)

+4

2n−2k−1∑

s=0

(−1)s+1G
(a2k + ... + a2k+s

2

)
+ 4

2k−3∑

s=0

(−1)s+1G
(a2k−2 + ...+ a2k−2−s

2

)
> 0

due to the monotonicity of the function G. �

By Lemma 5, there must exist a non-negative local minimum ofH with a1, a2, ..., a2n−1 > 0.
At such a point we have H ′

am(a1, ..., a2n−1) = 0 for all m = 1, ..., 2n− 1, which is the same as
having the equalities FJ(xj) = FI(0) for all j = 1, 2, ..., 2n (recall (2)). Moreover, there must
hold

(−1)jF ′
J(xj) ≥ F ′

I(0)

for all j = 1, 2, ..., 2n, which means that

2n−1∑

s=0

(−1)s−j sinc(xs − xj) ≥ 1− sinc T (16)

for all j = 1, 2, ..., 2n. Summing (16) over all j = 1, 2, ..., 2n, we obtain that

2n + 2T ({aj}, sinc) ≥ 2n− 2(n− 1) sinc(T ),

which is equivalent to

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiπxjt
∣∣∣
2

dt =

∫ 1/2

−1/2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)je2iπxjt
∣∣∣
2

dt ≥ 2n− 2(n− 1) sincT. (17)

In light of Proposition 2, inequality (17) yields

2n− 2(n− 1) sincT < π2T = π2

n∑

j=1

a2j−1.

Thus, any non-positive local minimum of H must be located quite “far away” from the origin.
Another useful observation that can be made regarding the aforementioned point of local

minimum is that there must hold

H(sa1, ..., sa2n−1)
′
s

∣∣
s=1

= 0,
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so that

0 =
2

π2

(
s

∫ s

0

T ({aj}, 1− cos πxt)

t2
dt
)′

s

∣∣∣
s=1

=
2

π2

(∫ s

0

T ({aj}, 1− cos πxt)

t2
dt+

T ({aj}, 1− cos πxs)

s

)∣∣∣
s=1

= H(a1, ..., a2n−1) +
2

π2
T ({aj}, 1− cosπx)

= H(a1, ..., a2n−1)−
1

π2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiπxj

∣∣∣
2

+
1

π2

∣∣∣1− eiπ
∑n

j=1(x2j−x2j−1)
∣∣∣
2

.

The chain of equalities above in turn implies that

(I, I)− (J, J) = H(a1, a2, ..., a2n−1)

=
1

π2

∣∣∣
2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiπxj

∣∣∣
2

−
1

π2

∣∣∣1− eiπ
∑n

j=1(x2j−x2j−1)
∣∣∣
2

≥ −
1

π2

∣∣∣1− eiπ
∑n

j=1
(x2j−x2j−1)

∣∣∣
2

and
∣∣∣

2n∑

j=1

(−1)jeiπxj

∣∣∣
2

≤
∣∣∣1− eiπ

∑n
j=1(x2j−x2j−1)

∣∣∣
2

= 2− 2 cosπT.

This means that at a point of local minimum of H the value of
∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiπxj

∣∣∣
2

is small,

while the integral
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣
∑2n

j=1(−1)jeiπxjt
∣∣∣
2

dt is large (in fact, it must be up to a constant

maximal possible due to (17) and Proposition 7).
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problems.
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