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Abstract

In this paper, G(g, L, M, N) denotes a L—window Gabor system on a peri-
odic set S, where L, M, M € N and g = {gi}ien, C £3(S). We characterize
which g generates a complete multi-window Gabor system and a multi-window
Gabor frame G(g, L, M, N) on S using the Zak transform. Admissibility con-
ditions for a periodic set to admit a complete multi-window Gabor system,
multi-window Gabor (Parseval) frame, and multi-window Gabor (orthonormal)
basis G(g, L, M, N) are given with respect to the parameters L, M and N.
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1 Introduction and preliminaries

When a signal appears periodically but intermittently, it can be considered within
the entire space £2(Z) and analyzed in the standard manner. However, if the signal
is only emitted for short periods, this method might not be the best approach. To
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perform Gabor analysis of the signal most efficiently while preserving all its features,
Li and Lian studied single window Gabor systems on discrete periodic sets. They
derived density results and frame characterizations. Compared to single window Gabor
systems, multiwindow Gabor systems can be both interesting and beneficial, as they
allow for more flexibility by using windows of different types and widths. For certain
parameters N and M, there does not exist an associated Gabor frame with a single
window. However, allowing the use of multiple windows guarantees the existence of
Gabor frames. For example, for S = Z, a Gabor frame with one window exists only
if N < M. N. Khachiaa, M. Rossafi, and S. Kabbaj showed in [3] that when it is
not the case, by allowing the use of multiple windows, the existence of Gabor frames
associated with L-windows is ensured, where L is an integer satisfying N < LM
(which, of course, exists).

A sequence {f;}icz, where Z is a countable set, in a separable Hilbert space H is
said to be frame if there exist 0 < A < B < oo ( called frame bounds) such that for
all f e H,

ALFIP < DI P < Bl
=
If only the upper inequality holds, {f;}:;cz is called a Bessel sequence with Bessel
bound B. If A = B, the sequence is called a tight frame and if A = B =1, it is called
a Parseval frame for H. For more details on frame theory, the reader can refer to [1].

Denote by N the set of positive integers, i.e. N := {1,2,3,...} and for a given K € N,

write Ng :={0,1,...., K — 1}. Let N, M,L € N and p, ¢ € N such that pged(p,q) = 1

N
and "o oA nonempty subset S of 7Z is said to be NZ-periodic set if for all j € S
q

and for all n € Z, j+ nN € S. For K € N, write Sx := SN Ng. We denote by EQ(S)
the closed subspace of ¢2(Z) defined by,

C(S) = {f e (Z): f(j)=0if j ¢S}

Define the modulation operator Em with m € Z and the translation operator T, n
with n € Z for f € £*(S) by:

Ep f(.) =3 f(), Tunf(.) = f(.—nN).

The modulation and translation operators are unitary operators of £2(S).
For g := {gi}hien, C %(S), the associated multiwindow discrete Gabor system (M-D-
G) is given by,
G(g, L, M,N) :={EnToNgi}meNy nez,leN, -

For j € Z, we denote £K; = {k € N, : j+ kM € S} and K(j) :=
diag(xx; (0), xxc; (1), - xic; (p — 1))

Let K € N. The discrete Zak tansform zx of f € £2(Z) for j € Z and a.e § € R is
defined by,

2 f(5,0) =Y (5 + kEK)e*™*.

kEZ



zi [ is quasi-periodic. i.e. Vj, k,l € Z, 8 € R we have:
2 f(j+EK,0+1) = e ™ 2 £(5,0).

Then zk is, completely, defined by its values for j € Nj; and 6 € [0, 1[. The reader
can refer to [2] for more details on discrete Zak transform.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will present some auxiliary
lemmas to be used in the following sections. In section 3, we characterize which g €
¢%(S) generates a complete multi-window discrete Gabor system and a multi-window
discrete Gabor frame G(g, L, M, N) for £2(S) using the Zak transform. In section 4, we
provide an admissibility characterization for complete multi-window discrete Gabor
systems and multi-window discrete Gabor frames G(g, L, M, N) on a discrete periodic
set S, and we finish with an example.

2 Auxiliary lemmas

In this section, we present several lemmas and introduce the notations that will be
utilized in the following sections. In addition to the notations introduced in the intro-
duction, let M, ; denote the set of all s x ¢t matrices with entries in C. We use pAgq to
indicate that p and ¢ are coprime. For a given matrix A, A* is the conjugate transpose
of A, N(A) represents its kernel, and A, ; refers to its (s,t)-component. When A is a
column matrix, we denote its r-component simply by A,.. Following this, we provide
several definitions and results that will be useful throughout the rest of the paper.
Lemma 1. /4] Let K € N, and S be a KZ-periodic set in Z. Write Sk = SNNg . Then
the restriction of zx to *(S) is a unitary linear operator from ¢*(S) to the Hilbert
space £2(Q) where Q@ = Sk x [0,1] and

FQ={v:Q=C: Y [ WG.0RD <o),

JESK
Let A,B C Z and K € N. We say that A is KZ-congruent to B if there exists a
partition {Ag}rez of A such that {Ax + kK }rez is a partition of B.
N
Lemma 2. [}/ Let NM € N and p,q € N such that pAqg =1 and Vi

set
A={j+kM—-rN: jeNu, keN,, reNy} is gN-congruent to Npps.

For each f € (*(Z), we associate a matrix-valued function Z; : Z x R — M,
whose entry at the r-th row and the k-th column is defined by

. Then the

Sl

Z¢(3,0)r k6 = zpm f(G+ kM —rN,0).

N
Lemma 3. [}/ Let NyM € N and p,q € N such that pAq =1 and Y=o Then

ISH k]

zpm | is completeley determined by the matrices Z;(j,0) for j € Nu and 6 € [0,1].
Conversely, a matriz-valued function Z : Nu x [0,1[— M, such that for all j € Nu,



Z(j, ek € L2([0,1]) also determines a unique f € (*(Z) such that for all j € N,
0 €[0,1[, Z;(5,0) = Z(4,0)-

For g := {qi}ien, € (*(Z), we associate the matriz-valued function Z, : Ny xR —
Mg p defined for all j € Nu, 8 € R by the block matriz:

Zgo(jaz)
VA .
Zg(j, 9) _ g1 (]a )

ZgL—l (]a 9)

Lemma 4. [}] Let p,q € N such that p A q = 1. Then for all j € Z, there exists
a unique (ko,lo) € Np X Z and a unique (ko,mo,r9) € N, x Z x Ny such that j =
kog + lop = kogq + (moq + 10)p. N
Lemma 5. [}/ Let M,N € N and p,q € N such that Vin b and p A\ q = 1. Then,
q

for all m € Z, there exists a unique (j,7,k, ) € Nu x Ny x N, x Z such that m =
j+kM —rN + £gN.

The following proposition characterizes which Multi-window Gabor frames are

Multi-window Gabor Riesz beses using the parameters L, M and N.
Proposition 1. [3]  Let g := {gi}ien, C £3(S).

1. G(g,L,M,N) is a frame for (*(S) only when card(Sn) < L.

2. Assume that G(g,L,M,N) is a frame for (*(S). Then following statements are

equivalent:

(a) G(g,L,M,N) is a Riesz basis (ezact frame) for ¢*(S).
card(Sy)

b)) ———==1L.

() et

Lemma 6. [}] Let M € N and E C Z. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
1. {eQmm/M x5(-) :m € Ny} ois a tight frame for (2(E) with frame bound M.
2. {eQmm/M -xe(-) : m € Ny} is complete in (%(E).
3. E is MZ-congruent to a subset of Npy.
4. ZXE( + kM) <1 onZ.
kez

Lemma 7. [1] Let {f;}icz, where T is a countable sequence, be a Parseval frame for
a separable Hilbert space H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. {fi}tiez is a Riesz basis.
2. {fi}iez is an orthonormal basis.
3. Foralli€Z, | fil =1.

Lemma 8. Let f € (2(Z). If f € (*(S), then for all j € Z, a.e § € R,

Z1 (5, 0)0KG) = Z5(5,0).



Proof. Let s € Ny and t € Nj,. We have:

(Zf(]’ ZZf J,0 sk:lC )

= ZZf J50) 5,10kt X1, ()

= Zf(]ﬁ)s,tx;cj (t)
Zf(j, 9)5,1& ifte ’C]‘,

0 otherwise.
On the other hand, we have Z;(j,0)s: = zmf(j + tM — sN.,0) =
Zf(j +tM — sN + kpM)e*™k0) — Zf(j +tM — sN + kqN)e?™™* since pM =

keZ keZ

gN. Then,ift ¢ IC;, j+tM ¢ S, then, for allk € Z, j+tM —sN+kqN ¢ S by the NZ-
periodicity of S, thus f(j +tM — sN + kqN) =0 for all k € Z. Hence Z¢(j,0)s+ =0
if t ¢ KC;. The proof is completed. O

Lemma 9. For all j € Z, K(j) is an orthogonal projection on CP. i.e.

1. K()? = K()-
2. K(G)* = K()).

Proof. Let j € Z. We have:

K(j)? = diag(xx; (0)% xx, (1)% ... xxc; (p — 1)?)
= diag(xx; (0), xx; (1), -+, xx; (p — 1)) = K(4)-

And

K(@j)* = diag(xx; (0), xxc;(1),..., xx;(p — 1))
= diag(x«; (0), xx; (1), -+, xxc; (p — 1)) = K(4)-

3 Characterizations of complete multiwindow
discrete Gabor systems and multiwindow discrete
Gabor frames

In this section we use all the notations already introduced Without introducing them

N
again. Let L, M, N € N and p,q € N such that p Ag =1 and U b and denote
q
Sn = SNNy. We characterise what g =: {g;}ien, C £*(S) generates a complete Gabor

system and a Gabor frame G(g, L, M, N). We first present the following proposition:
Proposition 2. Let g := {gi}ien, C ¢3(S). Let M,N € N and p,q € N such that

M
pAq = 1. Then the integer-valued function (j,0) — rank(Zy(j,0)) is — -periodic with
q



respect to j and 1-periodic with respect to 0. Moreover, for all j € 7Z and a.e 0 € R,
we have:
rank(Zy(j,0)) < card(K;). (1)
For the proof, we need the following lemma:
Lemma 10. For all j € Z, a.e § € R, k' € N, and r' € Ny, we have:

rank(Zy(j,0)) = rank(Zy(j + k'M + 7' N, 0)).

Proof. Let j € Z, § € R. Denote by Cy(j,60) the k—th column of Z,(3,6).

We have for all [ € Ny, and for all r € Ny, 2ppmgi((5 +EM)+kM—rN,0) = zom91(5 +
(k + ko)M —rN, 9) fo<k<p- k' — 1, then Ck(] + koM, 9) = CkJrkO(j, 9)
Otherwise (p — k' < k < p — 1), we have by quasi-periodicity of the Zak transform
2omgi((G + K’ M) + kM —rN,0) = e 2™ 2,001(j + (k + k' — p)M — rN,6). Then
Ck(] + k/M, 9) = 672Wi0.0k+k/,p(j, 9)

Consider the map:

N, = N,
o L k+k f0<k<p—k —1,
k+k —p ifp—K <k<p-1.

We show, easily, that ¢ is injective. It is, then, bijective. Hence:
rank(Zy(j,0)) = rank{Ci(j,0) : k€ N}

= rank{Cy(j + k'M,0) : ke N,}
rank(Zy(j + k'M,0)).

Denote by R, (j,0) the r-th row of Z,(j, §). Then there exists a unique (I,79) € Ny x Ny
such that r = lg+ 7. Then (Vjo € Z) R, (jo,0) is the ro-th row of Zg, (jo, #). We have
2pmgi((j +7'N) + kM — 19N, 0) = zpargi(j + kM — (ro — 1')N, 0).

If v < rg < q—1, then R,(j +1'N,0) is the (ro — r’)—th row of Zy(j,0), thus
R.(j+1r'N,0) = R._,+(j,0). Otherwise (0 < rq < ' — 1), since pM = ¢gN and by
quasi-periodicity of the Zak transform, we have: zpprg:((j + 7' N) + kM — roN,6) =
z2pmg1(j + kM — (ro — 7' 4+ ¢)N, 8). Then R, (j +r'N,0) is the (ro —r’ + ¢)—th row of
Z4,(7,0), thus R, (j + ' N,0) = Ry_pr44(5.0).

Consider the map:

NqL—)NqL
P = r—r iflg+r <r<(l+4+1)¢g-1,
" r—r' +q iflg<r<lg+r —1.

It is easy to show that v is injective. Then it is bijective. Hence:

rank(Zy(j,0)) = rank{R,(j,0): r € Ngr}
rank{R,(j +1'N,0): r € Ngp}

= rank(Zy(j +1'N,0)).



Hence For all j € Z, 0§ € R, k' € N, and 1’ € Ny, we have:
rank(Zy(j,0)) = rank(Zy(j + k'M + 1" N, 0)).

O

Proof of proposition 2. Let j € Z, 8 € R. Given an arbitrary s € Z. By lemma 4, there
exists a unique (ko, mo,70) € Np x Z x Ny such that s = kog + (mog + ro)p. Then:

M
Zy(j + ?5,9) = Zy(j + koM + mopM + roN, 6)

= e%%mw.zg (j + koM +roN, 0)
errimod 7 (5,60) lemma 10.

Hence: u
rank <Zg(j + —s, 9)) =rank(Zy(4,9)).
q

The 1-periodicity with respect to 6 is simply due to the 1-periodicity of the Zak
transform with respect to §. On the other hand, if k¥ ¢ IC;, i.e. k is such that j+kM ¢ S,
then, by NZ—periodicity of S, for all » € Z, j + kM —rN ¢ S, and thus for all [ € N,
and for all € Ny, zpar91(j + kM —rN,0) = 0 since pM = gN. Then the k-th column
of Z,(j,0) is identically zero. Hence rank(Zy(4,0)) < card(K;). O

Remark 1. Let j € Z. Since {Sy + nN }nez is a partition of S, we have:

p—1

card(KC;) = sz(] + kM)
k=0
p—1

=D xsw (G +nN+EkM)

k OnEZ
k M
S 5+ =2
k=0 n€Z q

= ZXSN ]Jr—n lemma 4.
nes

M

Hence card(K;) is —-periodic. Then the inequality (1) holds for all j € Z and a.e
q

0 € R if and only if it holds for all j € Nu and a.e 6 € [0,1].

The following lemma is very useful for the rest.
Lemma 11. Let g := {gi}ien, C (3(Z). Let f € (*(Z). Then the following statements
are equivalent:

1. f is orthogonal to G(g, L, M,N).
2. For all j € Ny, a.e. 0 €[0,1], Z4(4,0)F(5,6) = 0.

Where F(§,0) :== (zpm f (5 + kM,@))ZeNP for 7 € Ny and a.e 6 € [0, 1].



Proof. We have:

f is orthogonal to G(g, L, M, N) <= f is orthogonal to G(g;, M, N) for all | € N,.
And we have:

Zg(4,0)F(4,0) =0 <= Z,;,(j,0)F(j,0) =0 for all I € N

These equivalences together with lemma 3.1 in [4] complete the proof. O

The following proposition characterizes complete multi-window Gabor systems on
S.
Proposition 3. Let g := {gilien, C ¢(S). Then the following statements are
equivalent:

1. G(g,L,M,N) is complete in (*(S).
2. Forall j € Nu, a.e 0 €[0,1], rank(Zy(4,0)) = card(K;).
3. Forallj € Z, a.e 0 € R, rank(Z,(j,0)) = card(K;).

M
Proof. By proposition 2, rank(Z4(j,0)) is — —periodic with repect to j and 1-periodic
q

M
with respect to §. And by remark 1, card(K;) is —-periodic. Hence (2) <= (3).
q

We will use the notations in lemma 11. It is obvious that for f € ¢*(Z), F(j,0) = 0 for
all j € Ny and a.e § € [0, 1] if and only if f = 0. Then by lemma 11, (1) is equivalent
to the fact that: for f € £%(S),

(Vj € Njs, ae 0 € [0, 1[, Zg(j,G)F(j, 9) = 0) — (Vj € Ny, a.e 0 € [0, 1[, F(j,(g) =
0).

(1) = (3) Assume that G(g, L, M, N) is complete in £2(S) and suppose, by contradiction, that
(3) fails. Then by proposition 2, there exist jo € Ny and Fy C [0, 1] with positive
measure such that for all 8 € Ey:

rank(Zy(jo,0)) < card(ICj, ).

For a.e § € [0, 1], denote P(jo,0) : CP — CP the orthogonal projection onto the
kernel of Z,(jo,0). Let {ex}ren, be the standard orthonormal basis of CP. Suppose
that F' = span{ey : k € K;} C N(P(jo,0)) for a.e 6 € [0,1[. Then F & N(Z4(jo,0))
is an orthogonal sum. Thus:

dim(F ® N(Zy4(jo,0)))
dimF + dim(N(Z,(jo,0)) )
card(K;) + (p — rank(Z4(jo, 0)) ).

p

WV

Hence rank(Z,(jo,0)) > card(K;). Contradiction. Then there exist ko € K, and
E} C [0,1] with positive measure such that ey, ¢ N(P(jo,0)) for a.e § € Ej. i.e.
P(jo,0)er, # 0 for a.e @ € Ej. Define for all j € Ny, a.e 0 € [0,1[, F(5,0) =
dj.jo-P(Jo, 0)ex,. Observe that if k € N, — I, then e, € N(Zy(jo,0)) for a.e 6 €
[0,1]. Then for all k € N, —K;,, a.e 0 € [0,1[, P(jo, 0)ex = ex. Thus for k € N, — K,
F(Jan)k = <F(j059)aek> = <P(j039)€koaek> = <eko’P(j0’9)ek> = <ek0’ek> =0.

Define f € ¢*(Z) by zpm f(j + kM, 0) = F(j,0)x for all j € Ny, a.e 6 € [0,1[. Then
by lemma 1, f € ¢2(S). Since F(jo,0) = P(jo,0)er, # 0 for all § € E} which is with



positive measure, then f # 0.

On the other hand, we have Z,(j,0)F(j,0) = 0 for all j € Nyy and a.e § € [0,1].
In fact, if j # jo, then, by definition of F, for a.e 6§ € [0,1], F(j,60) = 0, hence
Z,(j,0)F(4,0) = 0. Otherwise, F(jo,0) = P(jo,0)ex,, then Z,(jo,0)F(jo,0) =
Z4(j0,0)P(jo,8)er, = 0 since P(jo, 0)er, € N(Z4(jo,0) ). Then, by lemma 11, f is
orthogonal to G(g, L, M, N) but f # 0. Contradiction with (1).

(2) = (1) Assume (3) and let f € ¢?(S) such that for all j € Ny and a.e 6 € [0, 1]:

Let’s prove that F(j,0) = 0 for all j € Ny, a.e 0 € [0,1]. Let j € Npp. If ; = 0,
then by the definition of z,y f and since pM = ¢N, F(j,0) = 0 for a.e 6 € [0, 1].
Otherwise, i.e. K; # 0. Let k € N, — K, then, by the definition of the Zak transform
and since pM = gN, the k-th column of Z,(3, 0) is identically zero and we also have
zpm (G + kM, 0) = 0 for a.e 6 € [0,1[. From (3), the submatrix of Z,(j,0) of size
qL x card(KC;) obtained by removing all the columns with indices not in &; has
the same rank than Z,(j,6) which is card(K;). Then this submatrix is injective,
thus, by equality (2), zparf(j + kM,0) = 0 for a.e § € [0,1[. Then for all k € N,,,
zpm f(G + kM, 0) = 0 for a.e 6 € [0,1[. Hence F(j,0) = 0 for a.e 6 € [0,1]. Hence
G(g, L, M, N) is complete in £2(S).

O

Now we characterize multi-window Gabor frames for £%(S) using the Zak transform.
Proposition 4. Given g := {gi}ien, C (*(S). Then the following statements are
equivalent:

1. G(g,L,M,N) is a frame for (%(S) with frame bounds 0 < A < B.
2.
<3 2,.0)2,,(1.) < 2K(). 3)
leNyg, , gl , M
for all j € % and a.e 6 € [0, 1].
3. The inequality (3) holds for all j € Npy and a.e 6 € [0, 1].

For the proof, we will need the following lemma.
Lemma 12. Denote L>(Spnr x [0,1]) the set of functions F on Spm x [0, 1] such
that for all j € Spm, F(4,.) € L*=([0,1]), and A := ZpM|e2(§) (L>=(Spar x [0,1])). Let
g :={aq}ien, CL3(S). Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. G(g,L,M,N) is a frame for {%(S) with frame bounds A < B.
2. For all f € A, we have:

-1 M—1 p M-l
i Z/ RGP <Y [ 12,6086 0R s <2 S [ 1RGO @
=0 j=0 j=0 70
4

Where F(j,0), for all j € Ny and a.e 6 € [0,1], is as defined in lemma 11.



Proof. By density of L>(Spas x [0,1[) in L*(Spas x [0, 1[) and by the unitarity of z,as

from ¢%(S) onto L*(Spar x [0, 1[) (Since pM = ¢gN, then S is ¢NZ-periodic in Z), A is

dense in £%(S). Hence G(g, L, M, N) is a frame for £%(S) with frame bounds A < B if
- -1

M
and only if for all f € A, A|[f[2<Y D> [(f, ™ gy — nN))|* < B|f|| Let

=0 n€Z m=0
f €A, it is clear that for all r € Ny, Z,(4,.)F(4,.)» € L*([0,1]). We have:

L-1 M—-1

SN [ e g~ aN))|?

=0 n€Z m= O
L—-1qg—1

=33 Z (. 5 gu(. — (r + ng)N))|?

=0 r= OnEZm 0
L—1qg—1

= ZZZ Z | (zpaa fr 2pm ( 27”M'gl(_ — (r+nq)N))>‘2 by unitarity of zpas

=0 r= OneZm 0
L—-1qg—1

= ZZZ Z |(zpar f, zpa (e (2131 gy (. —rN—np]W))M2 since gN = pM.

=0 r=0n€Z m=0

By a simple calculation, we obtain that for all j € Z and a.e 6 € R:

ZpM (eQWi%'gl(. —rN — an)) (5,0) = zpmgi(j —rN,0) e 2mind o2mifrj

Then:

(zpm | 2zpnr (€750 gi(. — 7N — npM)))
pM—1

= Z / ZpIV[f ], )ZpIV[gl( TN 9) 27rzn9d9 e —2mifE g
Y lp 1

= Z/ 2ot f(G 4 kM, 0) 2prrgi(j + kM — rN,0)e™ 70 df. e=>7" 317
j=0 k=0
M-1 . ' -

= Z/ 0 (1, 0)F(5,0), e~ 2™l 4g o—2mifri
i1 .

= Z T(5). e~ ?™417  where T(j) :/ Z 4 (5,0)F(5,0), e—2mind g
Jj=0 0

10



1 Sm
Observe that 1" is M-periodic. Since {\/—_e%lﬁ'}meNM is an orthonormal basis for

¢2(Nypy); the space of M-periodic sequences, then we have:

M—1
Z |(zpr £ 2par (2™ gi(. —rN — an))>‘2
o

= Z ‘<T’62ﬂpi%V>|
m=0

= M||T|?

M—1 2

M2

/ 0 (5,0)F(5,0), e 2™ dp

Since {€2™"}, <7 is an orthonormal basis for L2([0, 1[), then we have:

M-1

SO [ty 2o (75 = rN = nphD)))|°
nezZ m=0
M-1

DI

7=0 nezZ
M-1

M Z Z‘ 9 ]" 7')7“7 27Tm.> ’

7=0 nezZ
M-1

:MZ Hzgl )FG)

I\/Il

MZ/%M 0),[2 d6

2

/ 0 (5, 0)F(5,0), e >0 dp

2

Hence:
M—1

ZZ S [(zpnr fs 2ot (275 gi( = N — np)))|

r=0nezZ m=0
19-1

ME/Z%M (G.0),[2 o
MZ/Mw L0) do.

The norm in the last line is the 2-norm in C?. Thus:

—1 M-—1 L—-1M-1
ZZ Z } ZPvasz QMM gl( 7TN7an =M / ”Zgl J,0 I )” dg.
r=0n€Z m=0 =0 j5=0

11



Hence:

L-1 M—-1 L-1M-1

SN (e - aN) P =M S S / 124, (G.0)F (5. 6)[2 db. (5

=0 n€Z m=0 1=0 j=0

On the other hand, we have by unitarity of zpus:

I£1% = lzpar f11?

pM—1
S / 2ot FGLO)P dO
j=0 70

M-1p—-1

=y Z/O |21 (7 + kM, 0)|* dO

j=0 k=0
M—-1 ,1p—1

= |F(j,0)k|” do

M-1

-3 [irGora

The norm in the last line is the 2-norm in CP. Thus:

M-—1 1
If11? = | F(5,0)|% do.
%)

Then, combining (5) and (6), the proof is completed.
Proof of proposition 4.
(1) = (3) Assume that G(g, L, M, N) is a frame for ¢£2(S). Then for all f € A,

-1 M-1

A M-1 1
3 [ IrGoa <
=0

1=0 j=0

1 BM—l 1
[ 1zaGorGoras <53 [1pGole o.
=0

Fix z := {xr}ren, € CP, jo € Nyy and h € L*([0, 1), and define for all j € Ny,

and a.e 0 € [0, 1], F'(5,0) := {d;,, xx, (k) xx h(0) }ren, -
M—1

Then % Z
7=0

12
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(lemma 9). On the other hand, we have:

| 1z.G.oFG0) defz/ 120, (o, 0/ (o, O] 6
- Z/ ZI(Zgl(jo,é’)F(jo,e))T > do
- Z/ Zzgz (Jos )rk F(Jo, 0)k

k=0

l

|
—

M—-1

l

Il
=)

Jj=0

2
do

- Z/ Z ZZgz(joﬁ)r,k Xk, (k) xx h(0) | db
1=0 70 r=0|k=0 )
-1 .19-1|p—1
= Z/O Z Zzgl(jan)r,k(K:(jo)x)k \h(0)|% do
r:O

l:O
2
: Z 2 1(Za o, K Go)o), [ h(6)]* do
l 0 r=0
-y / 12 Gios O)K o) | R(B)[2 O
1=0 “0
-1 1
= Z/ 1 Z4, (o, ) ||” |h(6)|*d6 by lemma 8
-1
/ <ZZ.‘7l .70) gl 3059 x, > |h( )|2d9
=0

Then for all j € Ny, 2 € CP and f € L*°([0,1]), we have:

o) [ mopas [ <Zzgl 5.0) 25, (G, 0)2 >|h<e>|2des%<ic<j>x,x> | mopa.
g

=

For j € Njs and x € CP fixed, denote C' =

Assume, by contradiction, that

C><ZZQL ja gl j,@) z, >’ (8)

on a subset of [0, 1] with a positive measure. Denote D = {6 € [0,1[: (8) holds}.
L—1

c e C
For all k € N, denote Dy, := < 6 € [0,1]: C_E < <;Zgl(j,9) Zg, (4, 0)z, )<C—m}

It is clear that {Dg}ren forms a partition for D. Since mes(D) > 0, then there

%<’C(])SE,SE> and D =

13



exists k € N such that mes(Dy) > 0. Let h := xp,, we have:

-1
/ <Zzgl 3.0)" 2y (5. O)a > )P = | <Zzgl<j,e>*zgl<j,e>x,:c> o
Di \ =0

< (C — =.mes(Dy,)

< C.mes(Dy,)
1

= C/ |h(0)|> df Contradiction with (7).
0

Suppose, again by contradiction, that

D < <ZZQL .7? gL j,@) z, >’ (9)

on a subset of [0, 1] with a positive measure. Denote D' = {6 € [0, 1[: (9) holds}.
For all £k € N, m € N, denote

L—1
D = {9 € 0.1k Dk + —) < (3 Z,,(5.0)" Zy (7. 0).2) < D(k + i)} '

m+1 P m

It is clear that {Dj, ,, }ken forms a partition for D’. Since mes(D’) > 0, then there
exist k € N and m € N such that mes(Dj, ) > 0. Let h:= xp, , we have:

1 1-1 -1
/ (3 20 25,002, 2) WO a0 = [0 2500 2, 6.0)2.) o

kom =0

ARV
S
e

+

3

Q)
=S

m
D.mes(Dy, ,,)
1

D/ |h(0)|*df Contradiction with (7).
0

Hence for all j € Ny, and a.e 6 € [0, 1], we have:

B
Z Z ja gL 359) M IC(J)
1eNg

(3) = (1) Assume (3). For f € A, j € Npy and a.e 6 € [0, 1], the k-th component of F(j,0) is
zero if k ¢ KC;. Then K(j)F(j,6) = F(4,0). Then:

. . B .
—HF 5,0)|1” < <Zzgl 5,0)" Zy, ],9>F(J79)7F(]79)> < 717G 0%

14



Hence:

L—-1M-1

B &t
1F(5,0)]* < 124, (4, 0> < — 1F G, 0)11°.
M Z/ BN Z/ 50 M ZO/ ’

=0 j=0

Then lemma 12 implies (1).
Since Nu C Nyy.

Assume q(2) Then the inequality (3) holds for all j € Nu and a.e. 8 € [0, 1]. Let’s

prove that it holds for all j € N; and a.e. 6 € [0,1[. Let j € Nj;. By Lemma 5, there
exists a unique (j/, 7/, k', ¢') € Nu xNgxN, xZ such that j = j'+k'M —r'N+'gN.
Then, by the quasiperiodicity of the discrete Zak transform, we have, for all l € N,
after a simple calculation:

q—1

(Z5i(3,0)" Z, (3, 0))ks b = Y (Zang) (5" + (ki + k)M — (r +1")N, 0)(Zyng) (' + (ka+E') M

r=0

(Zg(3",0) Zg, (3", 0)) ks +k' otk » if ky + K <p, ko + K <p
6_2’”9(Zm (7,0) Zg, (', 0)) k487 otk —ps k1 +E <p, ko + K >p
(24, (7,0) Zg, (5, 0)) b 4kt —phashr, k1 + K >p, ke + K <p

(Zgz (jla 9)*Zgz (j/, 9))k1+k’—p,kz+k’—pa if by + K > p, ko + k' > p-

for k1,k2 € N, and ae. § € [0,1]. Define V : C» — CP by Vo = y =
(Yo, Y1, Yp—1)":

. 6727ri6:6k,k/+p, ifo<k< kK
I = LTle—k', ifk/§k<p

for x € CP. Then V is a unitary operator, and

(29,(5,0)" 25, (3 0)2, ) = (Z, (4", 0)" Z, (5", 0O) Vi, V),
for a.e. 6 € [0,1] and all 2 € CP. Then, by (2), we have:

SE

(V*K(j )WV, z) < <Z Z4,(3,0)" Zg,(j4, 0)z, >§ %(V*K(j/)vx,@, (10)

for a.e. @ € [0,1) and each x € CP. When k+ k' < p, k+ k" € K; if and only if
i+ (k+k)M €8S, equivalently, ;' + kM —r'N+/qN + kM €S, ie. j+ kM € S.
Therefore, k+k' € K; if and only if k € K; when k+k" < p. Similarly, k+k& —p € KCjs
if and only if k£ € IC; when k + k' > p. It follows that:

VIK()V = K(j)-

Which together with (10) gives (3). The proof is completed.

15
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O

Remark 2. In the case of S = Z. For all j € Nu, K; = N,. Then the condition
(2) in the proposition 3 is equivalent to rank(Zg(j,qe)) =p for all j € Nu and a.e
0 € [0,1[. And the condition (2) in the proposition 4 is equivalent to: For a;lj € Num
and a.e 6 € [0,1], ’

A .. . B
M-Ipm < Z Zg, (4,0)Z4,(5,0) < M-Ip,p-
leNL

Where I, , is the identity matriz in My p.

4 Admissibility conditions for a complete
multiwindow Gabor system and a multiwindow
Gabor frame

Note that, in what follows, we will use all the notations already introduced Without

introducing them again. In this section, we study conditions for a periodic set S to
admit a complete multi-window Gabor system, and a multi-window Gabor frame. Let

N
L,M,N € N and p, q € N such that MZB and pAg=1.

In what follows, we give some useful lemmas for the rest.
Lemma 13.

1. card(K;) < ¢L for all j € Nu = card(Sy) < LM.
2. Assume that card(KC;) < qL for all j € Na. Then:

card(KC;) = gL for all j € Nu <= card(Sy) = LM.

Proof.
1. Assume that card(K;) < ¢L for all j € Nau. We have:

card(Sn) = > Xsy (4)
JEZ
= Z ZXSN(J""%”)

jENM nez
q

= Z card(KC;) by remark 1

JENM
q

IN

M
= qL = LM.
q

16



2. Assume that card(KC;) < gL for all j € NM
Assume that card(K;) = ¢L for all j € NM. Then by the proof of (1), we have:

card(Sy) = Z card(KC;)

JENNM
q

M
== 4¢L=LM.
q

Conversely, assume that card(Sy) = LM. Again by the proof of (1), we have
M
Z card(KC;) = card(Sny) = LM = — .¢L. Since card(K;) < gL for all j € Nu,
JENM e ’
then card(KC;) = gL for all j € Nu.

O
Lemma 14. Let LM € N and FEy, E1, ..., Er,_1 C Z be mutually disjoint. Denote
E = U E;. Then the following statements are equivalent:
leNL

1. {e¥™ 5 x5, bmeny  teny, is complete in (2(E).
2. For alll € Np,, {e*™% x5, Ymen,, is complete in (2(E}).

Proof.

(1) = (2) Assume (1). Fix lp € N, and let f € (*(Ey,) be orthogonal to {2™ 3 x g, }men,,-

Define f € (*(E) by f(j ) f(j) if j € By, and 0 otherwise. It is clear that if I # o,
f is orthogonal to {€2™% x g, }men,,- And we have:

<?, 6271'1'%.XE10> _ Z f 27rzM] (])
JjEE
Y e g, (5)
0
JEE, _
=0 since f is orthogonal to {¢*™ 3 x5, }meny, -

Then f is orthogonal to {€*™% x g, }men,, 1en, Which is complete in ¢2(E), thus
f=0o0n E, and then f =0 on Ej.

(2) = (1) Assume (3) and let h € (%(E) be orthogonal to {e®™% X g, }men,y ien, . For
all | € Np, define h; € (*(E;) as the restriction of h on Ej, i.e. hy := h|g,.
Let | € Np. Fix | € Ng. Since h is orthogonal to {€2™¥ g bmeny,
then Z h(j)e ™5y, (j) =0,  then Z h(j)e 2™y, () =0,  thus

JEE JEE
Z hi(5)e™ 251 x g, () = (hy,€*™ 3 xp,) =0. Hence h; is orthogonal to
JEE,
{eQ’Ti%'XEZ }men,, which is complete in £2(E;). Hence h; = 0 on Ej. This for all
1 € Nz, therfore h = 0 on E. Hence {e*™ % x g, }men,, 1en, is complete in ¢2(E).

17



O

Lemma 15. Let LM € N and Ey, E1, ..., Er,_1 C Z be mutually disjoint. Denote
E = U E;. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1.

1eNg,

{€2™5 X g, YmeNay. 1en,, 5 a tight frame for (2(E) with frame bound M.

2. For alll € N, {e*™ % X g, }men,, 15 a tight frame for (2(E;) with frame bound M.
Proof.
(1) = (2)

Assume (1). Fix lp € Ny, and let f € ¢*(Ey,). Define feP(E)by f(4G) = ()
if j € Ej, and 0 otherwise. It is clear that (f,e®™ 3 xp,) = 0if [ # ly and that
£l = |If]l- Together with the fact that {€*™3 x g, }meny,. ten,, is a tight frame for

(?(E) with frame bound M, we have:

T

S FG)e > R x g, ()

JEE

M f?

|
Ny

S
L

(]

3" FGe > i xg, ()

JEE,

= |<f’ eQﬂFi%'XElo>

i
g

‘ 2

3
=}

Hence {€*™"% x g, }men,, is a tight frame for (*(E;,) with frame bound M. And

this for all Iy € N..

Assume (2). Let h € (?(E). For all | € Ny, define h; € (*(E)) as the restriction

of h en Ej, i.e hy = h|g,. We have Z |h()|* = Z Z |hi(5)]?, then ||R||?> =
JEE IeNL, jEE

Z |ha||?. Tt is also clear that (h,e?™*3 xpg,) = (h;,e* 3 xp,). Since For all | €

leNL

Nz, {€2™3 x5, Ymen,, is a tight frame for ¢2(F;) with frame bound M, then for

all I € Ny, we have M||h||> = Y [(hs,e*™ 5 xg,)|*. Hence:

meNs
MBI =" > (b€ R g
leNp meNy,

This for all h € ¢2(E)). Hence {€* % X g, }meNy, 1en, is a tight frame for ¢2(E)
with frame bound M.

O

Lemma 16. Let L, M € N and FEy, E1, ..., Er_1 C Z be mutually disjoint. Denote
E = U E;. Then the following statements are equivalent:

leENL

18



1. {€®™5 X g, YmeNy,. 1en,, 8 a tight frame for (2(E) with frame bound M.
2. {e2™5 x g, YmeNy. len;, is complete in (2(E).
3. For alll € N, E; is MZ-congruent to a subset of Njs.
4. For alll € N, ZXEz(' +kM)<1lonZ.
keZ

Proof. 1t is a direct result of lemma 6, lemma 14 and lemma 15 together. O

The following proposition presents a characterization for the admissibility of S to
admit a complete multi-window Gabor system G(g, L, M, N).
Proposition 5. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. There exist g := {gi}hien, C *(S) such that G(g,L, M, N) is complete in ¢*(S).
2. For all j € Nu, we have:

’ card(KC;) < gL. (11)
3. (5) holds for all j € Z.

M
Proof. By remark 1, card(K;) is —-periodic. Then (2) <= (3).
q

(1) = (2) Assume (1). Let j € Naz. Then by proposition 3, card(K;) = rank(Z,(j,0)) < gL
since Z4(4,0) € My p.

(2) = (1) Assume (2). By proposition 3, it suffices to find a matrix-valued function Z :
NZ\/I x[0,1[— Mgr p such that Z(], -)r k€ L2([0 1[) for all (5,7, k) € NZ\/I xNgr xN,,
and for all je NM if k ¢ K;, the k-th column of Z (3, .) is identically zero and such
that rank(Z(j, 9)) = card(KC;). Indeed, in this case, for all [ € Ny, define Z; as the
matrix-valued function Z; : Na x [0, 1[—> M, defined for all j € Nu, 6 € [0, 1] by
Z1(4,0) == Z(j,0)1qg<r<(i+1)q—1,0<k<p—1- Then by lemma 10, there exists a unique
gi € F*(S) such that Z,, = Z;. Denote g = {g}ien,,, then for all j € Nu, 6 € [0, 1],
Z(3,0) = Z4(j,0), hence by poposition 3, G(g, L, M, N) is complete in £%(S) since
rank(Zy(j,0) ) = card(K;).

For the existence of a such matrix-valued function: Let j € Nu and a.e
0 € [0,1]. Define a gL x p constant matrix-valued function Z(j,.) :=
(Z2°(3,.), Z*(4, )5 - -+, ZP1(4,.) ) on [0, 1], where Z* (4, .) is the k-th column of Z (3, .)
for k € N, such that Z*(j,.) = 0if k ¢ K; and {Z*(j,.), k € K;} is linearly
independent in C%%. This is possible since card(K;) < gL. Then for a.e 6 € [0, 1],
rank(Z(4,0) ) = card(K;). Hence we obtain the desired matrix-valued function Z.

O
Proposition 6. The following statements are equivalent:
1. There exist FEy, E1, ..., FEr_1 C Z  mutually  disjoint such  that
G({xE hien,, L, M, N) is a tight frame for ¢*(S) with frame bound M.
2. For all j € Nu, we have:
card(KC;) < gL. (12)

3. (5) holds for all j € Z.
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M
Proof. By remark 1, card(K;) is —-periodic. Then (2) <= (3).
q

(1) = (2) By proposition 5.

(2) = (1) It suffices to find Ey, E1, ..., Fr_1 C Z mutually disjoint such that for all [ € Ny,
E; is MZ-congruent to a subset of Np; and F := U E; is NZ-congruent to

leNL
Sn. In fact, in this case, we have ¢%(S) = @EQ(E—H”LN) and, by lemma 16,
nez

{€2™3% X g, }meNyy.ien, 1 a tight frame for £2(F) with frame bound M. Then for
all n € Z, {e2™5 x g, (. — nN) }menyy.len, is a tight frame for £2(E + nN) with
frame bbound M. Hence, by similar arguments used in the proof of lemma 15,
g( {XEL}IENL , L, M, N) = {627ri%'XEl ( — nN)}nGZ,mENM,leNL is a tight frame for
@62 (E +nN) = (*(S) with frame bound M.

nez
For the construction of the desired Ej:

Let j € Nu. Let K be the maximal integer satisfying Kq < card(K;). For all
l € N, define lCé as the set of the (I + 1)-th ¢ elements of K;, ICJK as the set of the
rest elements of K; and for | € N, — Nk 1, take IC; = (. For all | € N, such that
lCé- £ (), write IC; ={kiji: 1€ Ncwd(,q_)} and choose {r;;,: i € Ncwd(,q)} C N,
such that ry ;; # ry ;. if ¢ #4'. This choice is guaranteed since car(lCé—) < g for all
l € Np. For all [ € N, define:

Bl 0 if K5 =0
J {] + klyjﬁiM —r;iN 1€ Ncard(l(:;)} otherwise.

Take for all | € Ny, E; := U E..
JENm
— Let’s show that for all | € Ny, E; is MZ-congruent to a subset of Nj;. Let
! € Np. For this, it suffices to show that for all j € Nas, ¢ € N g, 4¢c1), we have:
q J

M|+ ki M — TlﬁjyiN) — (]/ + koo M — lej/yi/N> = j=j"andi=1.

Let j,5' € N% and i,7 € Ncard(ic;) and suppose that M| (j+k ;M —r; ;. N)—

(" + kg M =y oo N). Then M| j— 5"+ (ki i — kujeir )M — (i —rigra )N
M

Put s = —, then M = sq and N = sp. Thus sq|j — 7’ + (ki,j,s — kij7,i7)sq —
q

(r14,i —11,5.4)Sp, then s|j — j', hence j = j" since j, j* € N,. On the other hand,

we have sq|(ry ;. — 715,)sp, then ¢|(r15: — ri,j,)p, thus ¢|r;; — 71 since

pAq=1, hence 1 j,; =1y since 11,715 € Ng. And then i =7’

Hence for all [ € N, E; is MZ-congruent to a subset of Nj;.

— Let’s prove now that F = U E; is NZ-congruent to Sy. We show first that E
leNL
is NZ-congruent to a subset of Ny. For this, let (I,7,7), (I’,5',4') € Np x Na x
q
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Ncard(l(:j) and suppose that N|(] — ]/) + (kl,j,i — kl’,j/,i/)M — (rl,j,i — Tl/hj/’i/)N_
M

Put s = —, then M = sq and N = sp. Thus sp|j — j' + (ki — kv jr,iv)sq —
q

(r1j,i — rir,j7.47)sp, then s|j — 7', hence j = j’ since j,j° € Ns. On the other

hand, we have sp|(k; ;i — kv ji)sq, then plki ;; — ki j.ir, hence ky ;. = ky ji

since ky j i, ki j.iv € Np. Then I = 1" and ¢ = i’ by definition of the elements % ; ;.

Thus FE is NZ-congruent to a subset of Ny. Observe that E C S, then F is NZ-

congruent to a subset of Sy. By what above, we have, in particular, that the E;
are mutually disjoint (and also the E; are mutually disjoint). Then

card(E) = Z Z card(ICz)

leNp jeNm
q

= Z card(KC;)

JENM
q

M
Z Z Xsy(j + —n) remark 1
jENM nez q
JEL
= card(Sy).

Hence E is NZ-congruent to Sy .
O

The following result presents an admissibility characterization for S to admit a
multi-window Gabor (Parseval) frame G(g, L, M, N).
Corollary 1. The following statements are equivalent:

1. There exist g := {gi1}ien, C £3(S) such that G(g, L, M, N) is a Parseval frame for
72(S).

2. There ezist g .= {gi}ien, C 0*(S) such that G(g, L, M, N) is a frame for (*(S).

3. For all j € Nu (for all j € Z), we have:

card(KC;) < gL.

Proof. We have (1) impies (2). And since a frame is in particular a complete sequence,
then (2) implies (3) by proposition 5. And by proposition 6, (3) implies the existence
of ) # Fo,F1,...,Er_1 C Z such that G({xg, }ien,, L, M,N) is a tight frame for

1
2(S) with frame bound M. Hence G({——
® (o
for £%(S).

XE }eng, L, M, N) is a Parseval frame

O

The following proposition presents a characterization for the admissibility of S to
admit a L-window Gabor basis and L-window Gabor orthonormal basis G(g, L, M, N).
Proposition 7. The following statements are equivalent:
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1. There exist g := {gi }1en, C €3(S) such that G(g, L, M, N) is an orthonormal basis
for £2(S).

2. There exist g :== {gihien, C *(S) such that G(g, L, M, N) is a Riesz basis for £*(S).

3. Forallje N% (for all j € Z), we have:

card(KC;) = qL.

Proof. It is well known that (1) implies (2). Assume that G(g, L, M, N) is a Riesz basis
for £2(S), then by corollary 1 we have for all j € Nu (Vj € Z) card(K;) < gL. And by

proposition 1, we have card(Sy) = LM. Then by lemma 13, we have card(K;) = ¢L.
Hence (2) implies (3). Assume that card(KC;) = ¢L. Then by corollary 1, There exists
g = {g1hien, C £3(S) such that G(g, L, M, N) is Parseval frame for ¢(S). By lemma
13, we have that card(Sy) = LM and then by proposition 1, G(g, L, M, N) is a Riesz
basis for £2(S), then is an orthonormal basis for £2(S) (lemma 7). Hence (3) implies
(1). O

Remark 3. In the case of S = Z, we hace for all j € Nu, K; = N,. Then the

condition (3) in the corollary 1 is equivalent to p < Lq which is equivalent to N < LM.
Then we obtain the proposition 3.5 in [3]. And also the condition (3) in the proposition
7 is equivalent to N = LM . Then we obtain the proposition 3.11 in [3].

We finish this work by the following example:
Example 1. In this example, we use the notations already introduced in what above.

Let M =3 and N =5. Let S={0,1,2,4} + 57Z. It is clear that p =5 and ¢ = 3. Then

M

— =1, then Nu = {0}. We have clearly Ko = {0,2,3,4}. Then card(Ko) = 4 > q.
q q

Then, by corollary 1, there does not exist a Gabor frame with a signe window for (*(S),

but by the same corollary, we can always find a Multiwindow Gabor frame for (*(S)
with L-window for all L > 2 since card(K;) =4 < 3 x 2 = 6. Here is an ezample of
2-window Gabor frame for ¢(S).

Define go == X{-1,0,1} and g1 := X{—4,4,12}, since —1,0,1,—4,4,12 € S, then go, g1 €
(2(S). Observe, also, thatS = {0,1,2,4,5,—,7,9,10,11,12,14}+15Z. Then we have go
vanishes on {—10,—-5,-4,2,3,4,6,7,8,9,12,13} + 15Z| {—1,0,1} + 15(Z — {0}), and
g1 vanishes on {—10,—-5,-1,0,1,2,3,6,7,8,9,13} + 15Z | J{—4,4, 12} + 15(Z — {0}).

Then, after a simple computation, we have for a.e § € [0,1]:

10000 00001
Zgy(0,6)=100100]|,2,(0,6)=(00010],
00010 00100

Then for all x := {xk}keﬂf we have: (Z4,(0,0)* Z4,(0,0)z,x) = |z0|* + |22]* + |23]?
and (Zy,(0,0)*Zg,(0,0)x,z) = |z2|® + |23|* + |24|*. Then (Z4,(0,0)* Zy, (0, 0)z, ) +
(Z4,(0,0)* Z4, (0, 0)z, x)

= |z0|? + 2|z2|? + 2|x3]2 + |24|%. Since (K(0)z,z) = |zo|* + |22|? + |23]2 + |24]?, then
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we obtain:
<’C(0)1‘, 1'> S <Z90 (07 0)*Z90 (07 9)1" 1'> + <Z91 (Oa 9)*Z91 (07 9)1" 1'> S 2<K(0)$7 $>

Hence, by proposition 4, G({g0,91},2,3,5) is a 2-window Gabor frame for €*(S) with
frame bounds 3 and 6.
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