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Abstract. In this paper we are interested in the inverse prob-
lem of recovering a compact supported function from its truncated
Fourier transform. We derive new Lipschitz stability estimates for
the inversion in terms of the truncation parameter. The obtained
results show that the Lipschitz constant is of order one when the
truncation parameter is larger than the spatial frequency of the
function, and it grows exponentially when the truncation param-
eter tends to zero. Finally, we present some numerical examples
of reconstruction of a compactly supported function from its noisy
truncated Fourier transform. The numerical illustrations validate
our theoretical results.
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1. Introduction and main results

Let F be the Fourier transform on the space of real valued square
integrable functions on the interval [−1, 1], L2(−1, 1).

(Ff)(ξ) = f̂(ξ) =
1√
2π

ˆ 1

−1

f(x)e−ixξdx, ξ ∈ R.

Consider the truncated Fourier transform FBf(ξ) = χ[−B,B](ξ)f̂(ξ),
where B > 0 and χA is the characteristic function of the subset A ⊆ R

χA(ξ) =

{
1 ξ ∈ A

0 ξ ∈ R \ A.
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We will consider the stability of the inverse problem of recovering
f from the knowledge of FBf . The problem has many applications in
many scientific areas such as medical imaging, radar imaging, and is
related to inverse scattering [3, 4, 11, 12].

It is well known, see [8, Section 7.1.14] [3], that the Fourier transform
of a compactly supported function, such as f ∈ L2(−1, 1), has a holo-

morphic extension to C. It follows that if f̂(ξ) = 0 for all ξ ∈ [−B,B],

then f̂(ξ) = 0 for all ξ ∈ C. Thus FBf ≡ 0 implies that f̂ ≡ 0 and
hence f ≡ 0, which shows that the problem of recovering f from FBf
has a unique solution.

The problem of recovering f is however not stable as the singular
values of FB decay exponentially, see [15, Theorem 3.17] [3].

In the paper, [10], it is shown that for a function f ∈ H1(−1, 1), we
have that for any B > 0, there exists constants cB, c

′
B > 0 (that may

depend on B) such that with

kB(f) = c′B∥fx∥L2(−1,1)/∥f∥L2(−1,1),

we have

cBkB(f)
kB(f)∥FBf∥2L2(−B,B) ≥ ∥f∥2L2(−1,1).

We may consider a setting where we wish to know how much of
the signal we should measure, in order to obtain a given error level.
Hence we are interested in the explicit dependence of the stability con-
stant cBkB(f)

kB(f) on the parameter B. In this paper, we provide this
explicit dependence, under the additional assumption that the signal
f ∈ H1(−1, 1) and f(−1) = f(1) = 0.

When B is large enough, we can easily obtain conditions under
which, the problem of recovering f from FBf is stable. This is made
concrete in Theorem 1.

We will consider a function f ∈ L2(−1, 1) to be an element of L2(R)
by extending f by zero on R \ [−1, 1]. Similarly, we can extend a
H1(−1, 1) function f by zero on R \ (−1, 1). It is clear that extension
of f is in H1(R) if and only if f(−1) = f(1) = 0.
Consider the Sobolev space

H1
0 (−1, 1) = {f ∈ H1(R) : supp(f) ⊆ (−1, 1)}

= {f ∈ H1(−1, 1) : f(−1) = f(1) = 0}.

Define the frequency number of a function f ∈ H1
0 (0, 1) by

ω(f) = ∥fx∥L2(−1,1)/∥f∥L2(−1,1).

For functions in H1
0 (−1, 1), the frequency number is in fact always

bounded from below.
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It is well known that the smallest eigenvalue to the Laplace problem

− fxx(x) = λf(x) x ∈ (−1, 1)

f(−1) = f(1) = 0

is given by

λmin = min
f∈H1

0 [−1,1]
∥f∥L2=1

{ˆ 1

−1

(fx)
2dx

}
= min

f∈H1
0 [−1,1]

{ω(f)2},

see [7], chapter 6.4. Using standard methods, we find that the lowest
eigenvalue for (1) is the smallest non-zero solution to the equation

sin(2
√
λ) = 0, that is λmin = π2/4. Hence

ω(f) ≥ π/2. (1)

The concept of the frequency number has been successfully used re-
cently to quantify the weak observability for evolution systems [1], and
unique continuation of finite sums of eigenfunctions of elliptic equations
in divergence form [16].

Theorem 1 (Large Truncation). Suppose f ∈ H1
0 (−1, 1). Then

∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤
(
1− ω(f)2

B2

)−1/2

∥FBf∥L2(−B,B). (2)

In particular, if B ≥ √
γω(f) for γ > 1, then

∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ Cγ∥FBf∥L2(−B,B), (3)

with Cγ =
(
1− 1

γ

)−1/2

.

Proof.
Using Parseval’s identity, we have that

∥f∥2L2[−1,1] =

ˆ B

−B

|f̂(ξ)|2dξ +
ˆ
|ξ|≥B

|f̂(ξ)|2

≤ ∥FBf∥2L2(−B,B) +
1

B2

ˆ
|ξ|≥B

|f̂(ξ)|2ξ2dξ

≤ ∥FBf∥2L2(−B,B) +
∥fx∥L2(−1,1)

B2

= ∥FBf∥2L2(−B,B) +
ω(f)2

B2
∥f∥2L2(−1,1)

from which we obtain (2). From (2) we immediately obtain (3). Notice
that for any f ∈ H1(−1, 1), we needed the additional assumption that
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f(−1) = f(1) = 0 in order for the following equality to holdˆ 1

−1

|fx(x)|2 =
ˆ ∞

−∞
ξ2|f̂(ξ)|2dξ.

□

The stability estimate in Theorem 1 shows that the inverse problem
is well posed if the truncation parameter is large enough and covers
the spatial frequency of the function. Our objective now is to derive
a stability estimate for the inversion when the truncation parameter is
smaller than the spatial frequency of the function.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall
the notion of harmonic measure of an open domain in the complex
plane, and the Two constant Theorem. Section 3 is devoted to the
derivation of a Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality with explicit constants.
The main results of the paper are provided in section 4. Theorem 7
exhibits a Lipschitz stability estimate for the inverse problem with a
Lipschitz constant that blows up when the truncation parameter tends
to zero. Corollary 8 shows that blow up rate is of exponential type with
explicit constants. Finally, some numerical examples of reconstruction
of a compactly supported function from its noisy truncated Fourier
transform are presented in section 5.

2. Harmonic measures

We will now introduce the notion of a harmonic measure [13]. A real
valued function, u defined on U ⊂ C where U is open and connected, is
said to be harmonic if u ∈ C2(U) and ∆u = uxx + uyy ≡ 0. Moreover,
a real valued function, u is said to be subharmonic on U , if u is upper
semi-continuous on U , that is if

lim sup
z→ξ

u(z) ≤ u(ξ) for all ξ ∈ U,

and if the following inequality is satisfied for all z ∈ U

u(z) ≤ 1

2π

ˆ 2π

0

u(z+reiθ)dθ, for all r > 0 such that Br(z) ⊂ U. (4)

Harmonic functions satisfy (4) with equality.

The Dirichlet problem is the problem of finding a harmonic function
u in U such that for a function ϕ : ∂U → R we have limz→ξ u(z) = ϕ(ξ)
for all ξ ∈ ∂U . It is important to note here, that if U is unbounded,
then ∞ ∈ ∂U , and the value of ϕ at ∞ should be specified. Under
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rather general assumptions on U and ϕ, the Dirichlet problem has a
unique solution.

Theorem 2 (Solution to the Dirichlet problem, [17] Corollary 4.2.6).
Let U ⊂ C be open and simply connected, and let ϕ : ∂U → R be
bounded and continuous on ∂U except possibly at finitely many points,
E = {ζ1, . . . ζn}. Then there exists a unique harmonic function, u on
U such that for all ζ ∈ ∂U \ E, limz→ζ u(z) = ϕ(ζ). This function is
given by

u = sup
v∈V

v,

where V is the family of sub-harmonic functions that satisfy

lim sup
z→ζ

u(z) ≤ ϕ(ζ) for all ζ ∈ ∂U

The theorem was rigorously proved for rather arbitrary domains by
David Hilbert in 1900. Today, many different proofs exists, see for
example [17].

Definition 3. Let A be a Borel subset of ∂U with U being an open
and simply-connected subset of C. The harmonic measure of A in U
denoted by wU(·, A), is defined as the solution to the Dirichlet problem
in U with the boundary data ϕ(z) = χA(z).

Theorem 4 (Two constants theorem). Suppose u : U ⊂ C → R is
subharmonic on U ⊂ C where U is open and simply connected. Let A
be a Borel subset of ∂U . Suppose moreover that

u(z) ≤ M for all z ∈ U and lim sup
z→ξ

u(z) ≤ m for all ξ ∈ A,

then
u(z) ≤ mwU(z, A) +M(1− wU(z, A)).

Proof.
Define a function ϕ : ∂U → R by ϕ(z) = mχA(z) +M(1− χA(z)).
Using Theorem 2 we have that u ≤ supv∈Vϕ

v, where Vϕ is the space

of subharmonic functions in U satisfying lim supz∈ξ u(z) ≤ ϕ(ξ). By
linearity, we have

u(z) ≤ sup
v∈Vϕ

v = m sup
v∈VχA

v +M

(
1− sup

v∈VχA

v

)
= mwU(z, A) +M(1− wU(z, A)).

□

Theorem 5. Let U be an open and simply connected subset of C.
Suppose f is holomorphic on U . Then log |f | is subharmonic on U .
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Proof.
The proof can be found in [13]. We use the convention that if z0 ∈ U

is such that |f(z0)| = 0, then log |f(z0)| = −∞.
It follows easily from the Cauchy Riemann equations, that if f is

holomorphic in U , then Re(f) and Im(f) are harmonic in U .
Let f(z) = r(z)eiθ(z) with r = |f | and θ = arg f . We have log(f) =

log(r) + iθ, and so Re log f = log |f |. Now suppose z0 is such that
log(f(z0)) ̸= 0. Then there exists ρ > 0 such that log(f) is holomorphic
in Bρ(z0). In particular

Re log f(z0) ≤
1

2π

ˆ 2π

0

|Re log f(z0 + reiθ)|dθ, for 0 < r < ρ.

Now if f(z0) = 0, then clearly

−∞ = log |f(z0)| ≤
1

2π

ˆ 2π

0

log |f(z0 + reiθ)|dθ.

Moreover, log |f(z)| is upper semi-continuous. Hence log |f | is subhar-
monic. □

As a consequence of Theorem 4 and Theorem 5, we see that of f is
holomorphic in U , then we have the bound

|f(z)| ≤ mwU (z,A)M1−wU (z,A),

where |f(z)| ≤ M for all z ∈ U and lim supz→ξ |f(z)| ≤ m for all ξ ∈ A.

3. The Gagliargo-Nirenberg inequality

Lemma 6 (Special case of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, [14]).
Suppose that u ∈ H1(0, B), then

∥u∥L∞(0,B) ≤
√
2∥u∥1/2L2[0,B]∥ux∥1/2L2(0,B) +

√
8√
B
∥u∥L2(0,B).

Proof.
Since f We split the proof into three parts.
Step 1, Assuming [0, B] = [0, 1] and u(0) = 0: First, using the

fundamental theorem of calculus, we have that

u2(x) = 2

ˆ x

0

u(y)ux(y)dy,

hence using Hölder’s inequality, we find that

∥u∥2L∞(0,1) ≤ 2

ˆ 1

0

|u(y)ux(y)| ≤ 2∥u∥L2(0,1)∥ux∥L2(0,1).
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Step 2, Assuming [0, B] = [0, 1] and u(0) ̸= 0: Define

ϕ(x) =

{
2x 0 ≤ x ≤ 1/2

1 1/2 ≤ x ≤ 1.

We have that ϕ ∈ H1(0, 1). Hence ϕu ∈ H1(0, 1), [6], Corollary 8.10.
Moreover ϕu(0) = 0. Hence

sup
1/2≤x≤1

|u(x)| ≤ ∥ϕu∥L∞(0,1) ≤
√
2∥ϕu∥1/2L2(0,1)∥(ϕu)x∥

1/2

L2(0,1)

≤
√
2∥u∥1/2L2(0,1)(∥ϕux∥1/2L2(0,1) + ∥ϕxu∥1/2L2(0,1))

≤
√
2∥u∥1/2L2(0,1)∥ux∥1/2L2(0,1) + 2

√
2∥u∥L2(0,1).

(5)

By symmetry, it follows that

sup
0≤x≤1/2

|u(x)| ≤
√
2∥u∥1/2L2(0,1)∥ux∥1/2L2(0,1) + 2

√
2∥u∥L2(0,1).

Step 3, assuming B > 0. Suppose u ∈ H1(0, B). Now define

ũ(x) = u (Bx) , x ∈ [0, 1]

We then have that ∥ũ∥L2(0,1) =
1√
B
∥u∥L2(0,B) and ∥ũx∥L2(0,1) =

√
B∥u∥L2(0,B).

Hence

∥u∥L∞(0,B) = ∥ũ∥L∞(0,1) ≤
√
2∥ũ∥1/2L2(0,1)∥ũx∥1/2L2(0,1) + 2

√
2∥ũ∥L2(0,1)

=
√
2∥u∥1/2L2(0,B)∥ux∥1/2L2(0,B) +

√
8√
B
∥u∥L2(0,B).

□

4. Main result

For a function f ∈ H1
0 (−1, 1), using the fact that f̂ has a holomorphic

extension to all of C, we hope to obtain a stability result

∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ kB(ω)∥FBf∥L2(−B,B). (6)

where kB(ω) depends explicitly on B and ω(f).

Theorem 7 (Small truncation). Let f ∈ H1
0 (−1, 1), and set B0 ≥√

γω(f) for some γ > 1 to be the truncation parameter for which (3)
holds. Then for all 0 < L, and all B < B0,

∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ kL,B0,B∥FBf∥L2(R). (7)

holds with

kL,B0,B = c

(
2B0

1− 1/γ

)1/w

e2L(1−w)/w,
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where c =
(

B1/4

π1/4 + 2√
B

)2
, and where w = wL(B0, B) with wL(·, B) is

the harmonic measure of {0} × [0, B] in

GL,B = ([−L,L]× [0,∞)) \ ([0, B]× {0}).
We have in particular

lim
B↘0

kL,B0,B = ∞

lim
B↗B0

kL,B0,B =

(
B

1/4
0

π1/4
+

2√
B0

)2
2B0

1− 1/γ

lim
B0→∞

kL,B0,B = ∞.

(8)

Corollary 8. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 7, equation
(7) holds with

kL,B0,B = c

(
2B0

1− 1/γ

)1/η

e2L(1−η)/η,

where

η = ηL,B0,B :=
2

π
arctan

(
(eB − 1)π/(2L)√

(eB0 − 1)π/L − (eB − 1)π/L

)
, B < B0.

The stability estimate in Theorem 7 and the bounds in Corollary 8
show that the inverse problem is well posed if the truncation parameter
is large enough and covers the spatial frequency of the function, and it
becomes exponentially unstable when the truncation parameter shrinks
to zero. This is in agreement with the fact that the singular values of
FB decay exponentially, and are increasing with respect to B [15, 3].

Proof of Theorem 7.

Set B0 =
√
γω(f). From Theorem 1, it follows that ∥f̂∥2L2(−B0,B0)

≥
(1− 1/γ)∥f∥2L2(−1,1).

Assume without loss of generality, that supξ∈[0,B0) |f̂(ξ)| =

supξ∈(−B0,B0) |f̂(ξ)|. We then have

sup
ξ∈[0,B0)

|f̂(ξ)| = sup
ξ∈(−B0,B0)

|f̂(ξ)|

≥
∥f̂∥L2(−B0,B0)√

2B0

≥ 1√
2B0

√
1− 1

γ
∥f∥L2(−1,1).

(9)
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Now consider the half strip SL = {z ∈ C : Re(z) > 0, |Im(z)| < L},
and the deleted half strip

GL,B := SL \ ([0, B]× {0}).

Let M be a constant such that M ≥ lim supz∈GL,B
|f̂(z)|. For z ∈ GL,B

we have

|f̂(z)| ≤ 1√
2π

∣∣∣∣ˆ 1

−1

f(x)eixzdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1√
2π

∥f∥L1(−1,1)e
L ≤ 1√

π
∥f∥L2(−1,1)e

L,

where the last inequality follows from Hölder’s inequality. Hence we

can choose M = 1√
π
∥f∥L2(−1,1)e

L. Now let m := supξ∈[0,B) |f̂(ξ)|, and
let wL(z,B) be the Harmonic measure of [0, B]×{0} in GL,B. We then
can apply Theorem 4 to obtain

|f̂(z)| ≤ mwL(z,B)M1−wL(z,B), z ∈ GL,B.

For z ∈ [0,∞), z 7→ wL(z,B) is monotonically decreasing. Hence
infz∈[0,B0)wL(z, B) = wL(B0, B). Moreover, the function x 7→ mxM1−x

is monotonically decreasing for x ∈ (0, 1). Combining this with (9),
and writing w = wL(B0, B), we have

1√
2B0

√
1− 1

γ
∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ sup

z∈[0,B0)

|f̂(z)| ≤ mwM1−w. (10)

Using the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality 6 and that

∥(f̂)x∥2L2(0,B) =

ˆ B

0

∣∣∣∣ ddξ
ˆ 1

−1

f(x)eixξdx
1√
2π

∣∣∣∣2 dξ
=

1

2π

ˆ B

0

∣∣∣∣ˆ 1

−1

ixf(x)eixξdx

∣∣∣∣2
≤ 1

2π

ˆ B

0

(ˆ 1

−1

|f(x)|dx
)2

dξ

≤ B

π
∥f∥2L2(−1,1),

we find that

m = sup
ξ∈[0,B)

|f̂(ξ)| ≤
√
2∥(f̂)x∥1/2L2(0,B)∥f̂∥

1/2

L2(0,B) +

√
8√
B
∥f̂∥L2(0,B)

≤

(√
2B1/4

π1/4
+

√
8√
B

)
∥f∥1/2L2(−1,1)∥f̂∥

1/2

L2(0,B)

=
√
2c∥f∥1/2L2(−1,1)∥f̂∥

1/2

L2(0,B).
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with c =
(

B1/4

π1/4 + 2√
B

)2
. Thus continuing (10)

1√
2B0

√
1− 1

γ
∥f∥L2(−1,1)

≤ (
√
2c∥f∥1/2L2(−1,1)∥f̂∥

1/2

L2(0,B))
w(
√
2∥f∥L2(−1,1)e

L)1−w

≤ (c)w/2∥f̂∥w/2

L2(0,B)∥f∥
1−w/2

L2(−1,1)e
L(1−w).

(11)

We can now isolate ∥f∥L2(−1,1) to obtain

∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ c

(
2B0

1− 1/γ

)1/w

e2L(1−w)/w∥f̂∥L2(0,B)

≤ c

(
2B0

1− 1/γ

)1/w

e2L(1−w)/w∥FB∥L2(−B,B).

The three properties (8) follow from following facts, namely that
for B = B0, w = wL(B0, B0) = 1. Moreover, for fixed B0 > 0,
limB→0wL(B0, B) = 0 and for fixed B > 0, limB0→∞wL(B,B0) = 0.

Moreover, since B0 =
√
γω(f) ≥ √

γπ/2, we are guaranteed that

limw→0

(
2B0

1−1/γ

)1/w
= ∞.

This proves Theorem 7.
□

Proof of Corollary 8.
The function x 7→ mxM1−x is monotonically decreasing for 0 < x <

1, whenever m < M . In [5] it was proved that ηL,B0,B ≤ wL(B0, B)
whenever 0 < L < π/2.

Thus using equation (10) in the proof of theorem 7, we have

1√
2B0

√
1− 1

γ
∥f∥L2(−1,1) ≤ mηL,B0,BM1−ηL,B0,B .

The rest of the proof follows that of theorem 7, with η = ηL,B0,B instead
of w. □

5. Numerical example

Let f ∈ H1
0 (−1, 1) and recall that the truncated Fourier transform

of f is given by

FBf(ξ) =
1√
2π

ˆ 1

−1

f(x)eixξdx, ξ ∈ [−B.B]
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Given a noisy measurement g(ξ) = 1√
2π
FBf(ξ) + ε(ξ) with ε being a

random field with zero mean, we can approximate f by applying the
inverse Fourier transform to g. In the case where ε ≡ 0, we have that

f rec(x) := (F−1g)(x) = (ϕ ∗ f)(x),

where ϕ(x) = sin(Bx)/(πx).

5.1. Numerical implementation. Consider the ground truth signal
f ∈ H1

0 [−1, 1].
The measurements that we will consider in this example is noisy

samples of Ff = f̂ taken at a uniform grid

ΞB,h = (−B, −B + h, −B + 2h, . . . , B − h) = (ξ1, . . . , ξM),

where we impose that M = 2B/h ∈ N.
We then generate one measurement g = {gm}Mm=1, with

gm = Ff(ξm) + δ(εrm + iεim), (12)

where εrm, ε
i
m, m = 1, . . . ,M is independent and identically distributed

Gaussian noise with zero mean and unit variance.
To approximate the inverse Fourier transform, we will use the Frac-

tional Fourier Transform (FRFT), [2], which uses the Fast Fourier
transform to calculate the integral in the inverse Fourier transform
using a quadrature rule.

Using the the FRFT on the measurements, g, we obtain a recon-
struction

f rec = (f rec
1 , . . . , f rec

M ) = FRFT(g), (13)

where f rec
m approximates f(xm) with xm = −1 + (m− 1)2/M . We can

regard f rec as an element of L2(−1, 1) by doing interpolation of (13) at
the nodes (xm)

M
m=1. We can approximate the L2-reconstruction error

of f rec by computing

Erec(g) =

[
2

M

M∑
m=1

|f rec
m − f(xm)|2

]1/2
.

Specifically, Erec(g) is the left-point quadrature rule approximation to
the L2-norm of the error.

In this numerical example, we consider reconstructing the eigenfunc-
tions of the Laplacian,

fk(x) = sin

(
kπ(x+ 1)

2

)
, x ∈ [−1, 1],

where k ∈ N.
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Their Fourier transform is given by

Ffk(ξ) =
−eiξ (−1)k πk + πk e−iξ

π (k2π2 − 4ξ2)
, ξ ∈ R. (14)

Using the expression (14), we generate the measurements, g as in (12).
We expect the error Erec(g) to depend on the following parameters

• k: We will expect the reconstruction error to be higher for larger
values of k, as we have the relationship

ω(fk) = ∥(fk)x∥L2(−1,1)/∥fk∥L2(−1,1) = kπ/2.

• B: We expect the reconstruction error to be low, if the trunca-
tion bandwidth B is high.

• δ: We expect the reconstruction error to be high, if the noise
level δ is high. In particular, we expect that even for a very
large truncation bandwidth B, the reconstruction error will be
around δ.

• M : The number of samples. In this example, we set the sam-
pling rate, r, to be constant, that is we set M = ⌈rB⌉.
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(a) k = 4
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(b) k = 15

Figure 1. Reconstruction error using measurements
taking on a grid ΞB,h. For each value of the noise level
δ and for each value of B, the reconstruction error is
computed from 1000 simulations. The plots shows the
average of these simulations.

From the experiments, we observe in Figure 1 that for a low band-
width B, the reconstruction error is high. The error decreases dramat-
ically at a ”critical” bandwidth around B = ω(fk) =

π
2
k. This critical
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bandwidth does not seem to depend on the noise level, so in the fol-
lowing, we will set the noise level to zero. Notice also, that after the
critical bandwidth, the reconstruction error seems to increase. This is
especially apparent for k = 4 and the highest noise level.

We define the critical bandwidth by

B0(ecut, k) = min{B0 : Erec(FB0fk) > ecut}.

The critical bandwidth for a range of k and ecut is shown in Fig-
ure 2. The critical bandwidth depends on ecut and k in the follow-
ing way B0(ecut, k) = Ck + Cecut . Using a least squares fit on the
points in Figure 2, we find that C = 1.58 ≈ π/2, and where the off-
set C0.2 > C0.5 > C0.7 is a small number. This verifies Theorem 1,
namely that for B > (1 + ϵ)ω(f), with ϵ > 0, we can obtain stable
reconstructions, as ∥FBf∥L2(−B,B) ≥ Cϵ∥f∥L2(−1,1), where Cϵ > 0. For
B < ω(f) we also have a stability estimate as seen in Theorem 7, but
here the stability constant increases very rapidly as ω(f)−B increases.

In the 1963 paper by H. J. Landau [9], it was found that the ⌊B⌋−1’th
singular value of FB, σ⌊B⌋−1 satisfies σ⌊B⌋−1 > 0.4, whereas σ⌊B⌋+1 <
0.6. In general, the first ⌊B⌋ singular values are close to 1, whereas
σ⌊B⌋+k decays at least exponentially with k.
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(a) Noise δ = 0
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Figure 2. Critical bandwidth, B0 versus the index k
for the eigenfunctions fk. The plot shows different cutoff
errors ecut. With ecut = 0.2 and δ = 0.05, the critical
bandwidth is B0 = ∞.
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5.2. Error analysis for the numerical example. Recall that the
reconstruction error of the noisy measurement g = FBf + ϵ ∈ CM is
given by

Erec(g) =

[
2

M

M∑
m=1

|f rec
m − f(xm)|2

]1/2
.

Here the spacing in-between samples, h, and the total number of sam-
ples satisfy M = 2hB ∈ N. The sampling rate is refined as rh = 1/h.
The error Erec can be decomposed into several parts:

EB = ∥f − F−1FBf∥L2(−1,1).

This is the truncation error. Theorem 1 and 7 give upper bounds on
this error. Then there is the sampling error

Eh =
∥∥∥F−1FBf − F̃−1FBf

∥∥∥
L2(−1,1)

with

F̃ (g) =
M−1∑
m=0

g

(
2mB

M
−B

)
e2πix(2mB/M−B),

which for a fixed x is the standard left-point numerical quadrature rule
for computing the integral F̃−1FBf(x).

For an arbitrary function f ∈ H1(−1, 1), define

EI(f) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∥f∥L2(−1,1) −

(
M∑

m=1

|f(xm)|2
)1/2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ .
This error depends on the number of samples and the regularity of f .

For simplicity, let Ih(f
rec) be an interpolation of the reconstruction

samples: Ih : Cn → L2(−1, 1). For now it does not matter what
this interpolation is, we can consider 1st order spline, so that Ihf

rec is
piece-wise affine.

Now let’s consider how we might decompose the reconstruction error:

E(g) = EI(f − Ihf
rec) + ∥f − Ihf

rec∥L2(−1,1)

≤ EI(f − Ihf
rec) + EB + Eh + ∥F̃−1(g)− F̃−1(ε)− Ihf

rec∥
Now choose the interpolation scheme Ih such that

Ihf
rec = Ih({(F̃−1g)(xm)}Mm=1) = F̃−1g.

We then obtain

E(g) ≤ EI(f − F̃−1g) + EB + Eh + Eε,
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where Eε = ∥F̃−1(ε)∥L2(−1,1).
We can consider what happens in the limit h = 0. Then we have

0 = EI(f − F̃−1g) = Eh. Now suppose ε ∈ L∞(−B,B), then we have

E(g) ≤ EB + Eε

= EB +

(ˆ 1

−1

∣∣∣∣ˆ B

−B

ε(ξ)e−ixξdξ

∣∣∣∣2 dx
)1/2

≤ EB +
√
8B∥ε∥L∞(−B,B)

≤ EB + 2
√
B∥ε∥L2(−B,B)

≤ EB +
√
2∥ε∥L1(−B,B)

In the discrete case h > 0, we indeed also see that the error E(g) =

O(
√
B) as B → ∞, see Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Reconstruction error using noisy measure-

ments (see (12)) of f̂15 taking on a grid ΞB,h. The black
dottet lines show the sum of the error in the noise free
case (blue line) and δ

√
B.
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