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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 = {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(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 .

Keywords: Multi-window Discrete Gabor Frame, Discrete Periodic Set, Discrete

Zak-transform.

MSC Classification: 42C15; 42C40.

1 Introduction and preliminaries

When a signal appears periodically but intermittently, it can be considered within
the entire space ℓ2(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 {fi}i∈I , where I is a countable set, in a separable Hilbert space H is
said to be frame if there exist 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ ( called frame bounds) such that for
all f ∈ H ,

A‖f‖2 ≤
∑

i∈I

|〈f, fi〉|2 ≤ B‖f‖2.

If only the upper inequality holds, {fi}i∈I 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 givenK ∈ N,
write NK := {0, 1, ...,K − 1}. Let N,M,L ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that pgcd(p, q) = 1

and
N

M
=
p

q
. A nonempty subset S of Z is said to be NZ-periodic set if for all j ∈ S

and for all n ∈ Z, j + nN ∈ S. For K ∈ N, write SK := S ∩ NK . We denote by ℓ2(S)
the closed subspace of ℓ2(Z) defined by,

ℓ2(S) := {f ∈ ℓ2(Z) : f(j) = 0 if j /∈ S}.

Define the modulation operator Em
M

with m ∈ Z and the translation operator TnN
with n ∈ Z for f ∈ ℓ2(S) by:

Em
M
f(.) := e2πi

m
M

.f(.), TnNf(.) := f(.− nN).

The modulation and translation operators are unitary operators of ℓ2(S).
For g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S), the associated multiwindow discrete Gabor system (M-D-
G) is given by,

G(g, L,M,N) := {Em
M
TnNgl}m∈NM ,n∈Z,l∈NL

.

For j ∈ Z, we denote Kj = {k ∈ Np : j + kM ∈ S} and K(j) :=
diag(χKj

(0), χKj
(1), ..., χKj

(p− 1)).
Let K ∈ N. The discrete Zak tansform zK of f ∈ ℓ2(Z) for j ∈ Z and a.e θ ∈ R is

defined by,

zKf(j, θ) :=
∑

k∈Z

f(j + kK)e2πikθ.
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zKf is quasi-periodic. i.e. ∀j, k, l ∈ Z, θ ∈ R we have:

zKf(j + kK, θ + l) = e−2πikθzKf(j, θ).

Then zK is, completely, defined by its values for j ∈ NM and θ ∈ [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 ∈
ℓ2(S) generates a complete multi-window discrete Gabor system and a multi-window
discrete Gabor frame G(g, L,M,N) for ℓ2(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 Ms,t denote the set of all s× t matrices with entries in C. We use p∧ q to
indicate that p and q are coprime. For a given matrix A, A∗ is the conjugate transpose
of A, N(A) represents its kernel, and As,t refers to its (s, t)-component. When A is a
column matrix, we denote its r-component simply by Ar. 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 = S∩NK . Then
the restriction of zK to ℓ2(S) is a unitary linear operator from ℓ2(S) to the Hilbert
space ℓ2(Q) where Q = SK × [0, 1[ and

ℓ2(Q) := {ψ : Q→ C :
∑

j∈SK

∫ 1

0

|ψ(j, θ)|2 dθ <∞}.

Let A,B ⊂ Z and K ∈ N. We say that A is KZ-congruent to B if there exists a
partition {Ak}k∈Z of A such that {Ak + kK}k∈Z is a partition of B.

Lemma 2. [4] Let N,M ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that p∧ q = 1 and
N

M
=
p

q
. Then the

set
∆ := {j + kM − rN : j ∈ NM

q
, k ∈ Np, r ∈ Nq} is qN -congruent to NpM .

For each f ∈ ℓ2(Z), we associate a matrix-valued function Zf : Z × R → Mq,p

whose entry at the r-th row and the k-th column is defined by

Zf(j, θ)r,k = zpMf(j + kM − rN, θ).

Lemma 3. [4] Let N,M ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that p ∧ q = 1 and
N

M
=
p

q
. Then

zpMf is completeley determined by the matrices Zf (j, θ) for j ∈ NM
q

and θ ∈ [0, 1[.

Conversely, a matrix-valued function Z : NM
q
× [0, 1[→ Mq,p such that for all j ∈ NM

q
,
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Z(j, .)r,k ∈ L2([0, 1[) also determines a unique f ∈ ℓ2(Z) such that for all j ∈ NM
q
,

θ ∈ [0, 1[, Zf (j, θ) = Z(j, θ).
For g := {gl}l∈NL

∈ ℓ2(Z), we associate the matrix-valued function Zg : N N
M
×R →

MqL,p defined for all j ∈ NM
q
, θ ∈ R by the block matrix:

Zg(j, θ) =











Zg0(j, θ)
Zg1(j, θ)

...
ZgL−1

(j, θ)











.

Lemma 4. [4] Let p, q ∈ N such that p ∧ q = 1. Then for all j ∈ Z, there exists
a unique (k0, l0) ∈ Np × Z and a unique (k0,m0, r0) ∈ Np × Z × Nq such that j =
k0q + l0p = k0q + (m0q + r0)p.

Lemma 5. [4] Let M,N ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that
N

M
=
p

q
and p ∧ q = 1. Then,

for all m ∈ Z, there exists a unique (j, r, k, ℓ) ∈ NM
q
× Nq × Np × Z such that m =

j + kM − rN + ℓqN .
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 := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S).

1. G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S) only when
card(SN )

M
≤ L.

2. Assume that G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S). Then following statements are
equivalent:

(a) G(g, L,M,N) is a Riesz basis (exact frame) for ℓ2(S).

(b)
card(SN )

M
= L.

Lemma 6. [4] Let M ∈ N and E ⊂ Z. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

1.
{

e2πim/M · χE(·) : m ∈ NM

}

is a tight frame for ℓ2(E) with frame bound M .

2.
{

e2πim/M · χE(·) : m ∈ NM

}

is complete in ℓ2(E).
3. E is MZ-congruent to a subset of NM .

4.
∑

k∈Z

χE(·+ kM) ≤ 1 on Z.

Lemma 7. [1] Let {fi}i∈I, where I is a countable sequence, be a Parseval frame for
a separable Hilbert space H. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. {fi}i∈I is a Riesz basis.
2. {fi}i∈I is an orthonormal basis.
3. For all i ∈ I, ‖fi‖ = 1.

Lemma 8. Let f ∈ ℓ2(Z). If f ∈ ℓ2(S), then for all j ∈ Z, a.e θ ∈ R,

Zf (j, θ)K(j) = Zf (j, θ).

4



Proof. Let s ∈ Nq and t ∈ Np. We have:

(Zf (j, θ)K(j))s,t =

p−1
∑

k=0

Zf (j, θ)s,kK(j)k,t

=

p−1
∑

k=0

Zf (j, θ)s,kδk,tχKj
(t)

= Zf (j, θ)s,tχKj
(t)

=

{

Zf(j, θ)s,t if t ∈ Kj ,
0 otherwise.

On the other hand, we have Zf (j, θ)s,t = zpMf(j + tM − sN, θ) =
∑

k∈Z

f(j + tM − sN + kpM)e2πikθ) =
∑

k∈Z

f(j + tM − sN + kqN)e2πikθ since pM =

qN . Then, if t /∈ Kj , j+tM /∈ S, then, for all k ∈ Z, j+tM−sN+kqN /∈ S by the NZ-
periodicity of S, thus f(j + tM − sN + kqN) = 0 for all k ∈ Z. Hence Zf (j, θ)s,t = 0
if t /∈ Kj . The proof is completed.

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

1. K(j)2 = K(j).
2. K(j)∗ = K(j).

Proof. Let j ∈ Z. We have:

K(j)2 = diag(χKj
(0)2, χKj

(1)2, . . . , χKj
(p− 1)2)

= diag(χKj
(0), χKj

(1), . . . , χKj
(p− 1)) = K(j).

And
K(j)∗ = diag(χKj

(0), χKj
(1), . . . , χKj

(p− 1))
= diag(χKj

(0), χKj
(1), . . . , χKj

(p− 1)) = K(j).

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

again. Let L,M,N ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that p ∧ q = 1 and
N

M
=
p

q
and denote

SN = S∩NN . We characterise what g =: {gl}l∈NL
⊂ ℓ2(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 := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S). Let M,N ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that

p∧q = 1. Then the integer-valued function (j, θ) → rank(Zg(j, θ)) is
M

q
-periodic with

5



respect to j and 1-periodic with respect to θ. Moreover, for all j ∈ Z and a.e θ ∈ R,
we have:

rank(Zg(j, θ)) ≤ card(Kj). (1)

For the proof, we need the following lemma:
Lemma 10. For all j ∈ Z, a.e θ ∈ R, k′ ∈ Np and r′ ∈ Nq, we have:

rank(Zg(j, θ)) = rank(Zg(j + k′M + r′N, θ)).

Proof. Let j ∈ Z, θ ∈ R. Denote by Ck(j, θ) the k−th column of Zg(j, θ).
We have for all l ∈ NL and for all r ∈ Nq, zpMgl((j+k

′M)+kM− rN, θ) = zpMgl(j+
(k + k0)M − rN, θ). If 0 ≤ k ≤ p − k′ − 1, then Ck(j + k0M, θ) = Ck+k0

(j, θ).
Otherwise (p − k′ ≤ k ≤ p − 1), we have by quasi-periodicity of the Zak transform
zpMgl((j + k′M) + kM − rN, θ) = e−2πiθ.zpMgl(j + (k + k′ − p)M − rN, θ). Then
Ck(j + k′M, θ) = e−2πiθ.Ck+k′−p(j, θ).
Consider the map:

φ :
Np → Np

k 7→
{

k + k′ if 0 ≤ k ≤ p− k′ − 1,
k + k′ − p if p− k′ ≤ k ≤ p− 1.

We show, easily, that φ is injective. It is, then, bijective. Hence:

rank(Zg(j, θ)) = rank{Ck(j, θ) : k ∈ Np}
= rank{Ck(j + k′M, θ) : k ∈ Np}
= rank(Zg(j + k′M, θ)).

Denote by Rr(j, θ) the r-th row of Zg(j, θ). Then there exists a unique (l, r0) ∈ NL×Nq

such that r = lq+ r0. Then (∀j0 ∈ Z) Rr(j0, θ) is the r0-th row of Zgl(j0, θ). We have
zpMgl((j + r′N) + kM − r0N, θ) = zpMgl(j + kM − (r0 − r′)N, θ).
If r′ ≤ r0 ≤ q − 1, then Rr(j + r′N, θ) is the (r0 − r′)−th row of Zgl(j, θ), thus
Rr(j + r′N, θ) = Rr−r′(j, θ). Otherwise (0 ≤ r0 ≤ r′ − 1), since pM = qN and by
quasi-periodicity of the Zak transform, we have: zpMgl((j + r′N) + kM − r0N, θ) =
zpMgl(j + kM − (r0 − r′ + q)N, θ). Then Rr(j + r′N, θ) is the (r0 − r′ + q)−th row of
Zgl(j, θ), thus Rr(j + r′N, θ) = Rr−r′+q(j, θ).
Consider the map:

ψ :
NqL → NqL

r 7→
{

r − r′ if lq + r′ ≤ r ≤ (l + 1)q − 1,
r − r′ + q if lq ≤ r ≤ lq + r′ − 1.

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

rank(Zg(j, θ)) = rank{Rr(j, θ) : r ∈ NqL}
= rank{Rr(j + r′N, θ) : r ∈ NqL}
= rank(Zg(j + r′N, θ)).
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Hence For all j ∈ Z, θ ∈ R, k′ ∈ Np and r′ ∈ Nq, we have:

rank(Zg(j, θ)) = rank(Zg(j + k′M + r′N, θ)).

Proof of proposition 2. Let j ∈ Z, θ ∈ R. Given an arbitrary s ∈ Z. By lemma 4, there
exists a unique (k0,m0, r0) ∈ Np × Z× Nq such that s = k0q + (m0q + r0)p. Then:

Zg(j +
M

q
s, θ) = Zg(j + k0M +m0pM + r0N, θ)

= e2πim0θ.Zg(j + k0M + r0N, θ)
= e2πim0θ.Zg(j, θ) lemma 10.

Hence:

rank

(

Zg(j +
M

q
s, θ)

)

= rank(Zg(j, θ)).

The 1-periodicity with respect to θ is simply due to the 1-periodicity of the Zak
transform with respect to θ. On the other hand, if k /∈ Kj , i.e. k is such that j+kM /∈ S,
then, by NZ−periodicity of S, for all r ∈ Z, j+ kM − rN /∈ S, and thus for all l ∈ NL

and for all r ∈ Nq, zpMgl(j+ kM − rN, θ) = 0 since pM = qN . Then the k-th column
of Zg(j, θ) is identically zero. Hence rank(Zg(j, θ)) ≤ card(Kj).

Remark 1. Let j ∈ Z. Since {SN + nN}n∈Z is a partition of S, we have:

card(Kj) =

p−1
∑

k=0

χS(j + kM)

=

p−1
∑

k=0

∑

n∈Z

χSN (j + nN + kM)

=

p−1
∑

k=0

∑

n∈Z

χSN (j +
np+ kq

q
M) since N =

pM

q

=
∑

n∈Z

χSN (j +
M

q
n) lemma 4.

Hence card(Kj) is
M

q
-periodic. Then the inequality (1) holds for all j ∈ Z and a.e

θ ∈ R if and only if it holds for all j ∈ NM
q

and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.

The following lemma is very useful for the rest.
Lemma 11. Let g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(Z). Let f ∈ ℓ2(Z). Then the following statements
are equivalent:

1. f is orthogonal to G(g, L,M,N).
2. For all j ∈ NM , a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1[, Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0.

Where F (j, θ) := (zpMf(j + kM, θ))tk∈Np
for j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.
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Proof. We have:
f is orthogonal to G(g, L,M,N) ⇐⇒ f is orthogonal to G(gl,M,N) for all l ∈ NL.
And we have:
Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0 ⇐⇒ Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0 for all l ∈ NL.
These equivalences together with lemma 3.1 in [4] complete the proof.

The following proposition characterizes complete multi-window Gabor systems on
S.
Proposition 3. Let g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S). Then the following statements are
equivalent:

1. G(g, L,M,N) is complete in ℓ2(S).
2. For all j ∈ NM

q
, a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, rank(Zg(j, θ)) = card(Kj).

3. For all j ∈ Z, a.e θ ∈ R, rank(Zg(j, θ)) = card(Kj).

Proof. By proposition 2, rank(Zg(j, θ)) is
M

q
−periodic with repect to j and 1-periodic

with respect to θ. And by remark 1, card(Kj) is
M

q
-periodic. Hence (2) ⇐⇒ (3).

We will use the notations in lemma 11. It is obvious that for f ∈ ℓ2(Z), F (j, θ) = 0 for
all j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[ if and only if f = 0. Then by lemma 11, (1) is equivalent
to the fact that: for f ∈ ℓ2(S),
(∀j ∈ NM , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0) =⇒ (∀j ∈ NM , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, F (j, θ) =
0).

(1) =⇒ (3) Assume that G(g, L,M,N) is complete in ℓ2(S) and suppose, by contradiction, that
(3) fails. Then by proposition 2, there exist j0 ∈ NM and E0 ⊂ [0, 1[ with positive
measure such that for all θ ∈ E0:

rank(Zg(j0, θ)) < card(Kj0 ).

For a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, denote P(j0, θ) : Cp → Cp the orthogonal projection onto the
kernel of Zg(j0, θ). Let {ek}k∈Np

be the standard orthonormal basis of Cp. Suppose
that F = span{ek : k ∈ Kj} ⊂ N(P(j0, θ)) for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Then F ⊕N(Zg(j0, θ))
is an orthogonal sum. Thus:

p > dim(F ⊕N(Zg(j0, θ)) )
= dimF + dim(N(Zg(j0, θ)) )
= card(Kj) + (p− rank(Zg(j0, θ)) ).

Hence rank(Zg(j0, θ) ) > card(Kj). Contradiction. Then there exist k0 ∈ Kj0 and
E′

0 ⊂ [0, 1[ with positive measure such that ek0
/∈ N(P(j0, θ) ) for a.e θ ∈ E′

0. i.e.
P(j0, θ)ek0

6= 0 for a.e θ ∈ E′
0. Define for all j ∈ NM , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, F (j, θ) =

δj,j0 .P(j0, θ)ek0
. Observe that if k ∈ Np − Kj0 , then ek ∈ N(Zg(j0, θ) ) for a.e θ ∈

[0, 1[. Then for all k ∈ Np−Kj0 , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, P(j0, θ)ek = ek. Thus for k ∈ Np−Kj ,
F (j0, θ)k = 〈F (j0, θ), ek〉 = 〈P(j0, θ)ek0

, ek〉 = 〈ek0
,P(j0, θ)ek〉 = 〈ek0

, ek〉 = 0.
Define f ∈ ℓ2(Z) by zpMf(j+ kM, θ) = F (j, θ)k for all j ∈ NM , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Then
by lemma 1, f ∈ ℓ2(S). Since F (j0, θ) = P(j0, θ)ek0

6= 0 for all θ ∈ E′
0 which is with
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positive measure, then f 6= 0.
On the other hand, we have Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0 for all j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.
In fact, if j 6= j0, then, by definition of F , for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, F (j, θ) = 0, hence
Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0. Otherwise, F (j0, θ) = P(j0, θ)ek0

, then Zg(j0, θ)F (j0, θ) =
Zg(j0, θ)P(j0, θ)ek0

= 0 since P(j0, θ)ek0
∈ N(Zg(j0, θ) ). Then, by lemma 11, f is

orthogonal to G(g, L,M,N) but f 6= 0. Contradiction with (1).
(2) =⇒ (1) Assume (3) and let f ∈ ℓ2(S) such that for all j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[:

Zg(j, θ)F (j, θ) = 0. (2)

Let’s prove that F (j, θ) = 0 for all j ∈ NM , a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Let j ∈ NM . If Kj = ∅,
then by the definition of zpMf and since pM = qN , F (j, θ) = 0 for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.
Otherwise, i.e. Kj 6= ∅. Let k ∈ Np−Kj , then, by the definition of the Zak transform
and since pM = qN , the k-th column of Zg(j, θ) is identically zero and we also have
zpMf(j + kM, θ) = 0 for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. From (3), the submatrix of Zg(j, θ) of size
qL × card(Kj) obtained by removing all the columns with indices not in Kj has
the same rank than Zg(j, θ) which is card(Kj). Then this submatrix is injective,
thus, by equality (2), zpMf(j + kM, θ) = 0 for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Then for all k ∈ Np,
zpMf(j + kM, θ) = 0 for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Hence F (j, θ) = 0 for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[. Hence
G(g, L,M,N) is complete in ℓ2(S).

Now we characterize multi-window Gabor frames for ℓ2(S) using the Zak transform.
Proposition 4. Given g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S). Then the following statements are
equivalent:

1. G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S) with frame bounds 0 < A ≤ B.
2.

A

M
.K(j) ≤

∑

l∈NL

Z∗
gl(j, θ)Zgl(j, θ) ≤

B

M
.K(j). (3)

for all j ∈ M
q and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.

3. The inequality (3) holds for all j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[.

For the proof, we will need the following lemma.
Lemma 12. Denote L∞(SpM × [0, 1[) the set of functions F on SpM × [0, 1[ such
that for all j ∈ SpM , F (j, .) ∈ L∞([0, 1[), and ∆ := z−1

pM|ℓ2(S) (L
∞(SpM × [0, 1[)) . Let

g := {gl}l∈NL
⊂ ℓ2(S). Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S) with frame bounds A ≤ B.
2. For all f ∈ ∆, we have:

A

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ ≤
l−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ ≤
B

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ.

(4)
Where F (j, θ), for all j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, is as defined in lemma 11.
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Proof. By density of L∞(SpM × [0, 1[) in L2(SpM × [0, 1[) and by the unitarity of zpM
from ℓ2(S) onto L2(SpM × [0, 1[) (Since pM = qN , then S is qNZ-periodic in Z), ∆ is
dense in ℓ2(S). Hence G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S) with frame bounds A ≤ B if

and only if for all f ∈ ∆, A‖f‖2 ≤
L−1
∑

l=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈f, e2πi m
M

.gl(.− nN)〉
∣

∣

2 ≤ B‖f‖2. Let

f ∈ ∆, it is clear that for all r ∈ Nq, Zgl(j, .)F (j, .)r ∈ L2([0, 1[). We have:

L−1
∑

l=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈f, e2πi m
M

.gl(.− nN)〉
∣

∣

2

=

L−1
∑

l=0

q−1
∑

r=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈f, e2πi m
M

.gl(.− (r + nq)N)〉
∣

∣

2

=

L−1
∑

l=0

q−1
∑

r=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− (r + nq)N)
)

〉
∣

∣

2
by unitarity of zpM

=

L−1
∑

l=0

q−1
∑

r=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉
∣

∣

2
since qN = pM.

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

zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

(j, θ) = zpMgl(j − rN, θ) e2πinθ e2πi
m
M

j .

Then:

〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉

=

pM−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

zpMf(j, θ) zpMgl(j − rN, θ)e−2πinθ dθ. e−2πi m
M

j

=

M−1
∑

j=0

p−1
∑

k=0

∫ 1

0

zpMf(j + kM, θ) zpMgl(j + kM − rN, θ)e−2πinθ dθ. e−2πi m
M

j

=

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r e
−2πinθdθ. e−2πi m

M
j

=

M−1
∑

j=0

T (j). e−2πi m
M

j where T (j) =

∫ 1

0

Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r e
−2πinθdθ
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Observe that T is M -periodic. Since { 1√
M
e2πi

m
M

.}m∈NM
is an orthonormal basis for

ℓ2(NM ); the space of M -periodic sequences, then we have:

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉
∣

∣

2

=

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈T, e2πi m
M

.〉
∣

∣

2

= M‖T ‖2

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r e
−2πinθdθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

Since {e2πinθ}n∈Z is an orthonormal basis for L2([0, 1[), then we have:

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉
∣

∣

2

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∑

n∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r e
−2πinθdθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∑

n∈Z

∣

∣

∣〈Zgl(j, .)F (j, .)r , e
2πin.〉

∣

∣

∣

2

.

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∥

∥

∥
Zgl(j, .)F (j, .)r

∥

∥

∥

2

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

|Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r |2 dθ

Hence:
q−1
∑

r=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉
∣

∣

2

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

|Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)r |2 dθ

= M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ.

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

q−1
∑

r=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈zpMf, zpM
(

e2πi
m
M

.gl(.− rN − npM)
)

〉
∣

∣

2
=M

L−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ.
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Hence:

L−1
∑

l=0

∑

n∈Z

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈f, e2πi m
M

.gl(.− nN)〉
∣

∣

2
=M

L−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ. (5)

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

‖f‖2 = ‖zpMf‖2

=

pM−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

|zpMf(j, θ)|2 dθ

=

M−1
∑

j=0

p−1
∑

k=0

∫ 1

0

|zpM (j + kM, θ)|2 dθ

=

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

p−1
∑

k=0

|F (j, θ)k|2 dθ

=

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ

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

‖f‖2 =
M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ. (6)

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 ℓ2(S). Then for all f ∈ ∆,

A

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ ≤
l−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ ≤
B

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ.

Fix x := {xk}k∈Np
∈ C

p, j0 ∈ NM and h ∈ L∞([0, 1[), and define for all j ∈ NM

and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, F (j, θ) := {δj,j0 χKj
(k)xk h(θ)}k∈Np

.

Then
A

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 dθ = A

M
‖K(j0)x‖2

∫ 1

0

|f(θ)|2 dθ = A

M
〈K(j0)x, x〉

∫ 1

0

|h(θ)|2 dθ
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(lemma 9). On the other hand, we have:

l−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 dθ =

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j0, θ)F (j0, θ)‖2 dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

∣

∣(Zgl(j0, θ)F (j0, θ))r
∣

∣

2
dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−1
∑

k=0

Zgl(j0, θ)r,kF (j0, θ)k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−1
∑

k=0

Zgl(j0, θ)r,k χKj0
(k)xk h(θ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−1
∑

k=0

Zgl(j0, θ)r,k(K(j0)x)k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|h(θ)|2 dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

q−1
∑

r=0

∣

∣(Zgl(j0, θ)K(j0)x)r
∣

∣

2 |h(θ)|2 dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j0, θ)K(j0)x ‖2 |h(θ)|2 dθ

=

l−1
∑

l=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j0, θ)x ‖2 |h(θ)|2 dθ by lemma 8

=

∫ 1

0

〈

l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j0, θ)
∗Zgl(j0, θ)x, x

〉

|h(θ)|2 dθ.

Then for all j ∈ NM , x ∈ Cp and f ∈ L∞([0, 1[), we have:

A

M
.〈K(j)x, x〉

∫ 1

0

|h(θ)|2 dθ ≤
∫ 1

0

〈

l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

|h(θ)|2 dθ ≤ B

M
.〈K(j)x, x〉

∫ 1

0

|h(θ)|2 dθ.

(7)

For j ∈ NM and x ∈ Cp fixed, denote C =
A

M
.〈K(j)x, x〉 and D =

B

M
.〈K(j)x, x〉.

Assume, by contradiction, that

C >

〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

, (8)

on a subset of [0, 1[ with a positive measure. Denote D = {θ ∈ [0, 1[: (8) holds}.

For all k ∈ N, denoteDk :=

{

θ ∈ [0, 1[: C − C

k
≤ 〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x〉 ≤ C − C

k − 1

}

.

It is clear that {Dk}k∈N forms a partition for D. Since mes(D) > 0, then there
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exists k ∈ N such that mes(Dk) > 0. Let h := χDk
, we have:

∫ 1

0

〈

l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

|f(θ)|2 dθ =

∫

Dk

〈

l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

dθ

≤ (C − C

K
.mes(Dk)

< C.mes(Dk)

= C

∫ 1

0

|h(θ)|2 dθ Contradiction with (7).

Suppose, again by contradiction, that

D <

〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

, (9)

on a subset of [0, 1[ with a positive measure. Denote D′ = {θ ∈ [0, 1[: (9) holds}.
For all k ∈ N, m ∈ N, denote

D′
k,m :=

{

θ ∈ [0, 1[: D(k +
1

m+ 1
) ≤ 〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x〉 ≤ D(k +

1

m
)

}

.

It is clear that {D′
k,m}k∈N forms a partition for D′. Since mes(D′) > 0, then there

exist k ∈ N and m ∈ N such that mes(D′
k,m) > 0. Let h := χD′

k,m
, we have:

∫ 1

0

〈
l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x〉 |h(θ)|2 dθ =

∫

D′

k,m

〈
l−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x〉 dθ

> D(k +
1

m+ 1
).mes(D′

k,m)

> D.mes(D′
k,m)

= D

∫ 1

0

|h(θ)|2 dθ Contradiction with (7).

Hence for all j ∈ NM , and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, we have:

A

M
.K(j) ≤

∑

l∈NL

Z∗
gl(j, θ)Zgl(j, θ) ≤

B

M
.K(j).

(3) =⇒ (1) Assume (3). For f ∈ ∆, j ∈ NM and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[, the k-th component of F (j, θ) is
zero if k /∈ Kj . Then K(j)F (j, θ) = F (j, θ). Then:

A

M
‖F (j, θ)‖2 ≤

〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ), F (j, θ)

〉

≤ B

M
‖F (j, θ)‖2.
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Hence:

A

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2 ≤
L−1
∑

l=0

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖Zgl(j, θ)F (j, θ)‖2 ≤ B

M

M−1
∑

j=0

∫ 1

0

‖F (j, θ)‖2.

Then lemma 12 implies (1).
(3) =⇒ (2) Since NM

q
⊂ NM .

(2) =⇒ (3) Assume (2). Then the inequality (3) holds for all j ∈ NM
q

and a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1[. Let’s

prove that it holds for all j ∈ NM and a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1[. Let j ∈ NM . By Lemma 5, there
exists a unique (j′, r′, k′, ℓ′) ∈ NM

q
×Nq×Np×Z such that j = j′+k′M−r′N+ℓ′qN .

Then, by the quasiperiodicity of the discrete Zak transform, we have, for all l ∈ NL,
after a simple calculation:

(Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ))k1,k2

=

q−1
∑

r=0

(ZqNgl)(j′ + (k1 + k′)M − (r + r′)N, θ)(ZqNg)(j
′+(k2+k

′)M−(r+r′)N, θ)

=



















(Zgl(j
′, θ)∗Zgl(j

′, θ))k1+k′,k2+k′ , if k1 + k′ < p, k2 + k′ < p

e−2πiθ(Zgl(j
′, θ)∗Zgl(j

′, θ))k1+k′,k2+k′−p, if k1 + k′ < p, k2 + k′ ≥ p

e2πiθ(Zgl(j
′, θ)∗Zgl(j

′, θ))k1+k′−p,k2+k′ , if k1 + k′ ≥ p, k2 + k′ < p

(Zgl(j
′, θ)∗Zgl(j

′, θ))k1+k′−p,k2+k′−p, if k1 + k′ ≥ p, k2 + k′ ≥ p.

for k1, k2 ∈ Np and a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1[. Define V : Cp → Cp by V x = y =
(y0, y1, . . . , yp−1)

t:

yk =

{

e−2πiθxk−k′+p, if 0 ≤ k < k′

xk−k′ , if k′ ≤ k < p

for x ∈ Cp. Then V is a unitary operator, and

〈Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x〉 = 〈Zgl(j

′, θ)∗Zgl(j
′, θ)V x, V x〉,

for a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1[ and all x ∈ Cp. Then, by (2), we have:

A

M
〈V ∗K(j′)V x, x〉 ≤

〈

L−1
∑

l=0

Zgl(j, θ)
∗Zgl(j, θ)x, x

〉

≤ B

M
〈V ∗K(j′)V x, x〉, (10)

for a.e. θ ∈ [0, 1) and each x ∈ Cp. When k + k′ < p, k + k′ ∈ Kj′ if and only if
j′ +(k+ k′)M ∈ S, equivalently, j′+ k′M − r′N + ℓ′qN + kM ∈ S, i.e. j+ kM ∈ S.
Therefore, k+k′ ∈ Kj if and only if k ∈ Kj when k+k

′ < p. Similarly, k+k′−p ∈ Kj′

if and only if k ∈ Kj when k + k′ ≥ p. It follows that:

V ∗K(j′)V = K(j).

Which together with (10) gives (3). The proof is completed.
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Remark 2. In the case of S = Z. For all j ∈ NM
q
, Kj = Np. Then the condition

(2) in the proposition 3 is equivalent to rank(Zg(j, θ) ) = p for all j ∈ NM
q

and a.e

θ ∈ [0, 1[. And the condition (2) in the proposition 4 is equivalent to: For all j ∈ NM
q

and a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[,

A

M
.Ip,p ≤

∑

l∈NL

Z∗
gl(j, θ)Zgl(j, θ) ≤

B

M
.Ip,p.

Where Ip,p is the identity matrix in Mp,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

L,M,N ∈ N and p, q ∈ N such that
N

M
=
p

q
and p ∧ q = 1.

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

1. card(Kj) ≤ qL for all j ∈ NM
q

=⇒ card(SN ) ≤ LM .

2. Assume that card(Kj) ≤ qL for all j ∈ NM
q
. Then:

card(Kj) = qL for all j ∈ NM
q

⇐⇒ card(SN ) = LM.

Proof.

1. Assume that card(Kj) ≤ qL for all j ∈ NM
q
. We have:

card(SN ) =
∑

j∈Z

χSN (j)

=
∑

j∈NM
q

∑

n∈Z

χSN (j +
M

q
n)

=
∑

j∈NM
q

card(Kj) by remark 1

≤ M

q
.qL = LM.
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2. Assume that card(Kj) ≤ qL for all j ∈ NM
q
.

Assume that card(Kj) = qL for all j ∈ NM
q
. Then by the proof of (1), we have:

card(SN ) =
∑

j∈NM
q

card(Kj)

=
M

q
.qL = LM.

Conversely, assume that card(SN ) = LM . Again by the proof of (1), we have
∑

j∈NM
q

card(Kj) = card(SN ) = LM =
M

q
.qL. Since card(Kj) ≤ qL for all j ∈ NM

q
,

then card(Kj) = qL for all j ∈ NM
q
.

Lemma 14. Let L,M ∈ N and E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z be mutually disjoint. Denote

E =
⋃

l∈NL

El. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM , l∈NL

is complete in ℓ2(E).
2. For all l ∈ NL, {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM
is complete in ℓ2(El).

Proof.

(1) =⇒ (2) Assume (1). Fix l0 ∈ NL and let f ∈ ℓ2(El0) be orthogonal to {e2πi m
M

.χEl0
}m∈NM

.

Define f ∈ ℓ2(E) by f(j) = f(j) if j ∈ El0 and 0 otherwise. It is clear that if l 6= l0,
f is orthogonal to {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM
. And we have:

〈f, e2πi m
M

.χEl0
〉 =

∑

j∈E

f(j)e−2πi m
M

jχEl0
(j)

=
∑

j∈El0

f(j)e−2πi m
M

jχEl0
(j)

= 0 since f is orthogonal to {e2πi m
M

.χEl0
}m∈NM

.

Then f is orthogonal to {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM ,l∈NL

which is complete in ℓ2(E), thus
f = 0 on E, and then f = 0 on El.

(2) =⇒ (1) Assume (3) and let h ∈ ℓ2(E) be orthogonal to {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM ,l∈NL

. For
all l ∈ NL, define hl ∈ ℓ2(El) as the restriction of h on El, i.e. hl := h|El

.
Let l ∈ NL. Fix l ∈ NL. Since h is orthogonal to {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM
,

then
∑

j∈E

h(j)e−2πi m
M

.χEl
(j) = 0, then

∑

j∈El

h(j)e−2πi m
M

.χEl
(j) = 0, thus

∑

j∈El

hl(j)e
−2πi m

M
.χEl

(j) = 〈hl, e2πi
m
M

.χEl
〉 = 0. Hence hl is orthogonal to

{e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM

which is complete in ℓ2(El). Hence hl = 0 on El. This for all
l ∈ NL, therfore h = 0 on E. Hence {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM ,l∈NL
is complete in ℓ2(E).
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Lemma 15. Let L,M ∈ N and E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z be mutually disjoint. Denote

E =
⋃

l∈NL

El. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM , l∈NL

is a tight frame for ℓ2(E) with frame bound M .
2. For all l ∈ NL, {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM
is a tight frame for ℓ2(El) with frame bound M .

Proof.

(1) =⇒ (2) Assume (1). Fix l0 ∈ NL and let f ∈ ℓ2(El0). Define f ∈ ℓ2(E) by f(j) = f(j)
if j ∈ El0 and 0 otherwise. It is clear that 〈f, e2πi m

M
.χEl

〉 = 0 if l 6= l0 and that
‖f‖ = ‖f‖. Together with the fact that {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM , l∈NL
is a tight frame for

ℓ2(E) with frame bound M , we have:

M‖f‖2 =

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j∈E

f(j)e−2πi m
M

jχEl0
(j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j∈El0

f(j)e−2πi m
M

jχEl0
(j)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

M−1
∑

m=0

∣

∣〈f, e2πi m
M

.χEl0
〉
∣

∣

2
.

Hence {e2πi m
M

.χEl0
}m∈NM

is a tight frame for ℓ2(El0) with frame bound M . And
this for all l0 ∈ NL.

(2) =⇒ (1) Assume (2). Let h ∈ ℓ2(E). For all l ∈ NL, define hl ∈ ℓ2(El) as the restriction

of h en El, i.e hl = h|El
. We have

∑

j∈E

|h(j)|2 =
∑

l∈NL

∑

j∈El

|hl(j)|2, then ‖h‖2 =

∑

l∈NL

‖hl‖2. It is also clear that 〈h, e2πi m
M

.χEl
〉 = 〈hl, e2πi

m
M

.χEl
〉. Since For all l ∈

NL, {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM

is a tight frame for ℓ2(El) with frame bound M , then for

all l ∈ Nl, we have M‖hl‖2 =
∑

m∈NM

|〈hl, e2πi
m
M

.χEl
〉|2. Hence:

M‖h‖2 =
∑

l∈NL

∑

m∈NM

|〈h, e2πi m
M

.χEl
〉|2.

This for all h ∈ ℓ2(El). Hence {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM , l∈NL

is a tight frame for ℓ2(E)
with frame bound M .

Lemma 16. Let L,M ∈ N and E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z be mutually disjoint. Denote

E =
⋃

l∈NL

El. Then the following statements are equivalent:
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1. {e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM , l∈NL

is a tight frame for ℓ2(E) with frame bound M .
2. {e2πi m

M
.χEl

}m∈NM , l∈NL
is complete in ℓ2(E).

3. For all l ∈ NL, El is MZ-congruent to a subset of NM .

4. For all l ∈ NL,
∑

k∈Z

χEl
(.+ kM) ≤ 1 on Z.

Proof. It is a direct result of lemma 6, lemma 14 and lemma 15 together.

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 := {gl}l∈NL
⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is complete in ℓ2(S).

2. For all j ∈ NM
q
, we have:

card(Kj) ≤ qL. (11)

3. (5) holds for all j ∈ Z.

Proof. By remark 1, card(Kj) is
M

q
-periodic. Then (2) ⇐⇒ (3).

(1) =⇒ (2) Assume (1). Let j ∈ NM
q
. Then by proposition 3, card(Kj) = rank(Zg(j, θ) ) ≤ qL

since Zg(j, θ) ∈ MqL,p.
(2) =⇒ (1) Assume (2). By proposition 3, it suffices to find a matrix-valued function Z :

NM
q
×[0, 1[→ MqL,p such that Z(j, .)r,k ∈ L2([0, 1[) for all (j, r, k) ∈ NM

q
×NqL×Np

and for all j ∈ NM
q
, if k /∈ Kj , the k-th column of Z(j, .) is identically zero, and such

that rank(Z(j, θ) ) = card(Kj). Indeed, in this case, for all l ∈ NL, define Zl as the
matrix-valued function Zl : NM

q
× [0, 1[→ Mq,p defined for all j ∈ NM

q
, θ ∈ [0, 1[ by

Zl(j, θ) := Z(j, θ)lq≤r≤(l+1)q−1, 0≤k≤p−1. Then by lemma 10, there exists a unique
gl ∈ ℓ2(S) such that Zgl = Zl. Denote g = {gl}l∈NL

, then for all j ∈ NM
q
, θ ∈ [0, 1[,

Z(j, θ) = Zg(j, θ), hence by poposition 3, G(g, L,M,N) is complete in ℓ2(S) since
rank(Zg(j, θ) ) = card(Kj).
For the existence of a such matrix-valued function: Let j ∈ NM

q
and a.e

θ ∈ [0, 1[. Define a qL × p constant matrix-valued function Z(j, .) :=
(Z0(j, .), Z1(j, .), . . . , Zp−1(j, .) ) on [0, 1[, where Zk(j, .) is the k-th column of Z(j, .)
for k ∈ Np, such that Zk(j, .) = 0 if k /∈ Kj and {Zk(j, .), k ∈ Kj} is linearly
independent in CqL. This is possible since card(Kj) ≤ qL. Then for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[,
rank(Z(j, θ) ) = card(Kj). Hence we obtain the desired matrix-valued function Z.

Proposition 6. The following statements are equivalent:

1. There exist E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z mutually disjoint such that
G( {χEl

}l∈NL
, L,M,N) is a tight frame for ℓ2(S) with frame bound M .

2. For all j ∈ NM
q
, we have:

card(Kj) ≤ qL. (12)

3. (5) holds for all j ∈ Z.
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Proof. By remark 1, card(Kj) is
M

q
-periodic. Then (2) ⇐⇒ (3).

(1) =⇒ (2) By proposition 5.
(2) =⇒ (1) It suffices to find E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z mutually disjoint such that for all l ∈ NL,

El is MZ-congruent to a subset of NM and E :=
⋃

l∈NL

El is NZ-congruent to

SN . In fact, in this case, we have ℓ2(S) =
⊕

n∈Z

ℓ2(E + nN) and, by lemma 16,

{e2πi m
M

.χEl
}m∈NM ,l∈NL

is a tight frame for ℓ2(E) with frame bound M . Then for
all n ∈ Z, {e2πi m

M
.χEl

(. − nN)}m∈NM ,l∈NL
is a tight frame for ℓ2(E + nN) with

frame bbound M . Hence, by similar arguments used in the proof of lemma 15,
G( {χEl

}l∈NL
, L,M,N) := {e2πi m

M
.χEl

(.− nN)}n∈Z,m∈NM ,l∈NL
is a tight frame for

⊕

n∈Z

ℓ2(E + nN) = ℓ2(S) with frame bound M .

For the construction of the desired El:
Let j ∈ NM

q
. Let K be the maximal integer satisfying Kq ≤ card(Kj). For all

l ∈ NK , define Kl
j as the set of the (l+1)-th q elements of Kj , KK

j as the set of the

rest elements of Kj and for l ∈ NL − NK+1, take Kl
j = ∅. For all l ∈ NL such that

Kl
j 6= ∅, write Kl

j := {kl,j,i : i ∈ Ncard(Kl
j
)} and choose {rl,j,i : i ∈ Ncard(Kl

j
)} ⊂ Nq

such that rl,j,i 6= rl,j,i′ if i 6= i′. This choice is guaranteed since car(Kl
j) ≤ q for all

l ∈ NL. For all l ∈ NL, define:

El
j =

{ ∅ if Kl
j = ∅

{j + kl,j,iM − rl,j,iN : i ∈ Ncard(Kl
j
)} otherwise.

Take for all l ∈ NL, El :=
⋃

j∈NM
q

El
j .

→ Let’s show that for all l ∈ NL, El is MZ-congruent to a subset of NM . Let
l ∈ NL. For this, it suffices to show that for all j ∈ NM

q
, i ∈ Ncard(Kl

j
), we have:

M | (j + kl,j,iM − rl,j,iN)− (j′ + kl,j′,i′M − rl,j′,i′N) =⇒ j = j′ and i = i′.

Let j, j′ ∈ NM
q
and i, i′ ∈ Ncard(Kl

j
) and suppose thatM | (j+kl,j,iM − rl,j,iN)−

(j′ + kl,j′,i′M − rl,j′,i′N). Then M | j− j′ +(kl,j,i − kl,j′,i′)M − (rl,j,i − rl,j′,i′)N .

Put s =
M

q
, then M = sq and N = sp. Thus sq| j − j′ + (kl,j,i − kl,j′,i′)sq −

(rl,j,i − rl,j′,i′)sp, then s|j− j′, hence j = j′ since j, j′ ∈ Ns. On the other hand,
we have sq|(rl,j,i − rl,j,i′ )sp, then q|(rl,j,i − rl,j,i′ )p, thus q|rl,j,i − rl,j,i′ since
p ∧ q = 1, hence rl,j,i = rl,j,i′ since rl,j,i, rl,j,i′ ∈ Nq. And then i = i′.
Hence for all l ∈ NL, El is MZ-congruent to a subset of NM .

→ Let’s prove now that E =
⋃

l∈NL

El is NZ-congruent to SN . We show first that E

is NZ-congruent to a subset of NN . For this, let (l, j, i), (l′, j′, i′) ∈ NL ×NM
q
×
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Ncard(Kj) and suppose that N |(j − j′) + (kl,j,i − kl′,j′,i′)M − (rl,j,i − rl′,j′,i′)N .

Put s =
M

q
, then M = sq and N = sp. Thus sp| j − j′ + (kl,j,i − kl′,j′,i′)sq −

(rl,j,i − rl′,j′,i′)sp, then s|j − j′, hence j = j′ since j, j′ ∈ Ns. On the other
hand, we have sp|(kl,j,i − kl′,j,i′)sq, then p|kl,j,i − kl′,j,i′ , hence kl,j,i = kl′,j,i′

since kl,j,i, kl′,j,i′ ∈ Np. Then l = l′ and i = i′ by definition of the elements kl,j,i.
Thus E is NZ-congruent to a subset of NN . Observe that E ⊂ S, then E is NZ-
congruent to a subset of SN . By what above, we have, in particular, that the El

j

are mutually disjoint (and also the El are mutually disjoint). Then

card(E) =
∑

l∈NL

∑

j∈NM
q

card(Kl
j)

=
∑

j∈NM
q

card(Kj)

=
∑

j∈NM
q

∑

n∈Z

χSN (j +
M

q
n) remark 1

=
∑

j∈Z

χSN (j)

= card(SN ).

Hence E is NZ-congruent to SN .

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 := {gl}l∈NL
⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is a Parseval frame for

ℓ2(S).
2. There exist g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is a frame for ℓ2(S).
3. For all j ∈ NM

q
(for all j ∈ Z), we have:

card(Kj) ≤ qL.

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 ∅ 6= E0, E1, . . . , EL−1 ⊂ Z such that G( {χEl

}l∈NL
, L,M,N) is a tight frame for

ℓ2(S) with frame bound M . Hence G( { 1√
M
.χEl

}l∈NL
, L,M,N) is a Parseval frame

for ℓ2(S).

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 := {gl}l∈NL
⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is an orthonormal basis

for ℓ2(S).
2. There exist g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is a Riesz basis for ℓ2(S).
3. For all j ∈ NM

q
(for all j ∈ Z), we have:

card(Kj) = qL.

Proof. It is well known that (1) implies (2). Assume that G(g, L,M,N) is a Riesz basis
for ℓ2(S), then by corollary 1 we have for all j ∈ NM

q
(∀j ∈ Z) card(Kj) ≤ qL. And by

proposition 1, we have card(SN ) = LM . Then by lemma 13, we have card(Kj) = qL.
Hence (2) implies (3). Assume that card(Kj) = qL. Then by corollary 1, There exists
g := {gl}l∈NL

⊂ ℓ2(S) such that G(g, L,M,N) is Parseval frame for ℓ2(S). By lemma
13, we have that card(SN ) = LM and then by proposition 1, G(g, L,M,N) is a Riesz
basis for ℓ2(S), then is an orthonormal basis for ℓ2(S) (lemma 7). Hence (3) implies
(1).

Remark 3. In the case of S = Z, we hace for all j ∈ NM
q
, Kj = Np. 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}+5Z. It is clear that p = 5 and q = 3. Then
M

q
= 1, then NM

q
= {0}. We have clearly K0 = {0, 2, 3, 4}. Then card(K0) = 4 > q.

Then, by corollary 1, there does not exist a Gabor frame with a signe window for ℓ2(S),
but by the same corollary, we can always find a Multiwindow Gabor frame for ℓ2(S)
with L-window for all L > 2 since card(Kj) = 4 ≤ 3 × 2 = 6. Here is an example of
2-window Gabor frame for ℓ2(S).
Define g0 := χ{−1,0,1} and g1 := χ{−4,4,12}, since −1, 0, 1,−4, 4, 12 ∈ S, then g0, g1 ∈
ℓ2(S). Observe, also, that S = {0, 1, 2, 4, 5,−, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14}+15Z. Then we have g0
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

⋃{−4, 4, 12}+ 15(Z− {0}).
Then, after a simple computation, we have for a.e θ ∈ [0, 1[:

Zg0(0, θ) =





1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0



 , Zg1(0, θ) =





0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0



 ,

Then for all x := {xk}k∈5, we have: 〈Zg0(0, θ)
∗Zg0(0, θ)x, x〉 = |x0|2 + |x2|2 + |x3|2

and 〈Zg1(0, θ)
∗Zg1(0, θ)x, x〉 = |x2|2 + |x3|2 + |x4|2. Then 〈Zg0(0, θ)

∗Zg0(0, θ)x, x〉 +
〈Zg1(0, θ)

∗Zg1(0, θ)x, x〉
= |x0|2 + 2|x2|2 + 2|x3|2 + |x4|2. Since 〈K(0)x, x〉 = |x0|2 + |x2|2 + |x3|2 + |x4|2, then
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we obtain:

〈K(0)x, x〉 ≤ 〈Zg0(0, θ)
∗Zg0(0, θ)x, x〉 + 〈Zg1(0, θ)

∗Zg1(0, θ)x, x〉 ≤ 2〈K(0)x, x〉.

Hence, by proposition 4, G({g0, g1}, 2, 3, 5) is a 2-window Gabor frame for ℓ2(S) with
frame bounds 3 and 6.

Acknowledgments

It is our great pleasure to thank the referee for his careful reading of the paper and
for several helpful suggestions.

Ethics declarations

Availablity of data and materials

Not applicable.

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Fundings

Not applicable.

References

[1] O. Christensen, An Introduction to Frames and Riesz Bases, 2nd ed., Birkhäuser,
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