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FOURIER FRAMES FOR THE CANTOR-4 SET
GABRIEL PICIOROAGA AND ERIC S. WEBER

ABSTRACT. The measure supported on the Cantor-4 set constructed by Jorgensen-Pedersen
is known to have a Fourier basis, i.e. that it possess a sequence of exponentials which form
an orthonormal basis. We construct Fourier frames for this measure via a dilation theory
type construction. We expand the Cantor-4 set to a 2 dimensional fractal which admits a
representation of a Cuntz algebra. Using the action of this algebra, an orthonormal set is
generated on the larger fractal, which is then projected onto the Cantor-4 set to produce a
Fourier frame.

Jorgensen and Pedersen [10] demonstrated that there exist singular measures v which are
spectral-that is, they possess a sequence of exponential functions which form an orthonormal
basis in L?(v). The canonical example of such a singular and spectral measure is the uniform
measure on the Cantor 4-set defined as follows:

ad a
Ci={ze0,1]:x=>) 4—2, a € {0,2}}.
k=1

This is analogous to the standard middle third Cantor set where 4* replaces 3*. The set C,
can also be described as the attractor set of the following iterated function system on R:

x () x+ 2
— To(x) = .
4’ 2 4

The uniform measure on the set Cy then is the unique probability measure p, which is
invariant under this iterated function system:

/f Jdpa(x (/fTo ))dpia( /sz )dpea( ))

for all f € C(R), see [9] for details. The standard spectrum for puy is Ty = {3 1,4" : I, €
{0,1}}, though there are many spectra [4, 2].

Remarkably, Jorgensen and Pedersen prove that the uniform measure p3 on the standard
middle third Cantor set is not spectral. Indeed, there are no three mutually orthogonal
exponentials in L?(u3). Thus, there has been much attention on whether there exists a
Fourier frame for L?(us3)-the problem is still unresolved, but see [5], [6] for progress in this
regard. In this paper, we will construct Fourier frames for L?(p4) using a dilation theory
type argument. The motivation is whether the construction we demonstrate here for piy
will be applicable to p3. Fourier frames for p, were constructed in [6] using a duality type
construction.
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A frame for a Hilbert space H is a sequence {z,},e; C H such that there exists constants
A, B > 0 such that for all v € H,

Allol* < Y (v, 2a)|* < Bllol|*.

nel

The largest A and smallest B which satisfy these inequalities are called the frame bounds.
The frame is called a Parseval frame if both frame bounds are 1. The sequence {z,},cs is
a Bessel sequence if there exists a constant B which satisfies the second inequality, whether
or not the first inequality holds; B is called the Bessel bound. A Fourier frame for L*(py4) is
a sequence of frequencies {\,},er C R together with a sequence of “weights” {d,}n,e; C C
such that z,, = d,e*** is a frame. Fourier frames (unweighted) for Lebesgue measure were
introduced by Duffin and Schaffer [3], see also Ortega-Cerda and Seip [13].

It was proven in [§] that a frame for a Hilbert space can be dilated to a Riesz basis for
a bigger space, that is to say, that any frame is the image under a projection of a Riesz
basis. Moreover, a Parseval frame is the image of an orthonormal basis under a projection.
This result is now known to be a consequence of the Naimark dilation theory. This will be
our recipe for constructing a Fourier frame: constructing a basis in a bigger space and then
projecting onto a subspace. We require the following result along these lines [1]:

Lemma 1. Let H be a Hilbert space, V, K closed subspaces, and let Py, be the projection onto
V. If {xp}ner is a frame in K with frame bounds A, B, then:

1. {Pyz,}ner is a Bessel sequence in V with Bessel bound no greater than B;
2. if the projection Py : K — V is onto, then {Pyxy}ner is a frame in V;
3. if V C K, then then {Pyx,}ner is a frame in V' with frame bounds between A and B.

Note that if V' C K and {x,},es is a Parseval frame for K, then {Pyx,},c; is a Parseval
frame for V. In the second item above, it is possible that the lower frame bound for { Py, }
is smaller than A, but the upper frame bound is still no greater than B.

The foundation of our construction is a dilation theory type argument. Our first step,
described in Section [I] is to consider the fractal like set Cy x [0,1], which we will view in
terms of an iterated function system. This IFS will give rise to a representation of the Cuntz
algebra Oy on L?(j4 x \) since piy X A is the invariant measure under the IFS. Then in Section
2l we will generate via the action of Oy an orthonormal set in L?(u4 X A) whose vectors
have a particular structure. In Section Bl we consider a subspace V of L?(uy x \) which
can be naturally identified with L?*(u4), and then project the orthonormal set onto V' to,
ultimately, obtain a frame. Of paramount importance will be whether the orthonormal set
generated by O, spans the subspace V' so that the projection yields a Parseval frame. Section
] demonstrates concrete constructions in which this occurs, and identifies all possible Fourier
frames that can be constructed using this method.

We note here that there may be Fourier frames for L?(j4) which cannot be constructed in
this manner, but we are unaware of such an example.

1. DILATION OF THE CANTOR-4 SET

We wish to construct a Hilbert space H which contains L?(p4) as a subspace in a natural
way. We will do this by making the fractal C4 bigger as follows. We begin with an iterated
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function system on R? given by:

G Y, i) = (2D, Naey) = (G150, Tawy) = (5 L0,

As these are contractions on R?, there exists a compact attractor set, which is readily verified
to be Cy x [0,1]. Likewise, by Hutchinson [9], there exists an invariant probability measure
supported on Cy x [0,1]; it is readily verified that this invariant measure is py X A, where

A denotes the Lebesgue measure restricted to [0,1]. Thus, for every continuous function
f:R* = C,

) [ $0) dlax 0 = (/f s x N+ [ 12D <
+/f<§,%> dnex )+ [ OIS du ).

Yolz,y) =

2
The iterated function system Y, has a left inverse on Cy x [0, 1], given by
R:Cyx[0,1] = Cy x [0,1] : (z,y) — (4z,2y) mod 1,

so that Ro Y,(z,y) = (z,y) for j =0,1,2,3.
We will use the iterated function system to define an action of the Cuntz algebra O, on
L*(pg x A). To do so, we choose filters

mo(z,y) = Ho(z,y)

my(z,y) = ™ Hy(x, y)
my(z,y) = '™ Hy(x, y)
mg(x,y) = e Hy(x, y)

where
3

Hj(z,y) = Z aijTk(C4><[0,1])(xv Y)
k=0

for some choice of scalar coefficients a;j;. In order to obtain a representation of O4 on L2(py x
A), we require that the above filters satisfy the matrix equation M*(x,y)M(x,y) = I for
(g X A almost every (z,y), where

mo(Yo(r,y)) mo(Ti(z,y)) mo(Ta(z,y)) mo(Ts(x,y))
M(z,y) = mi(To(z,y) mi(Ti(z,y) mi(Ta(z,y)) mi(Ts(z,y))
’ ma(To(z,y)) ma(Ti(x,y)) ma(Ta(z,y)) ma(Ts(x,y))
m3(To(z,y)) ms(Ti(x,y)) ms(Ta(z,y)) ms(Ts(r,y))
For our choice of filters, the matrix M becomes
; apo ; o1 ) Qo2 ) Qo3
em':c 2CL _em':c 2CL e7rix 2a e 2a
M(.ﬁ(f,y) = ewixalo ewixall T 2 T ' 9
20 21 € a2 e ao3
37iz/2 _eBTin/2g,  BmiT/2g. _eBmin/2g.
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which is unitary if and only if the matrix

Qoo o1 Ap2 Qo3
a —a a —a
H— 10 11 12 13
@20 G21 A22 23
30 —a31 dAzz2 —A3s3

is unitary. For the remainder of this section, we assume that H is unitary.

Lemma 2. The operator S; : L*(py X X\) — L*(j14 X \) given by
(31, y) = Vam;(z,9) f(R(z,y))

1S an isometry.

Proof. We calculate:

1,12 = [ 1V, ) SR ) s x )

= iz /4‘mj(T’f(xvy))f(R(Tk(x7y)))|2 d(pg X N)

= / (Z \mj(Tk(x,y))F) (@, y)* dpa x A).

We used Equation (I) in the second line. The sum in the integral is the square of the Euclidean
norm of the j-th row of the matrix M, which is unitary. Hence, the sum is 1, so the integral
is || f||?, as required. O

Lemma 3. The adjoint is given by

53 19) = 5 S (Telw 901 (T3, 9)
Proof. Let f,g € L*(q x X). We calculate

(S,1.9) = / Vm, (. y) f (R(x.9))9(,9) d(s x N

=3 [ VAms (e ) RO ) TTalm, ) due % )
k=0

= /f(x,y) <% ZW(H(L@)Q(H(%@/))) d(pa x \)

where we use Equation (1) and the fact that R is a left inverse of Ty. O

Lemma 4. The isometries S; satisfy the Cuntz relations:

3
SiSe=0pl, Y SiSi=1.
k=0
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Proof. We consider the orthogonality relation first. Let f € L?(us X \). We calculate:

5750010 ) = 3 > T ISk A (Xela)

£=0

_ % S s (X e, 9))Vami (Yol y) F(R(To(, )

=0

_ (zmmkmu,y») ).

=0
Note that the sum is the scalar product of the k-th row with the j-th row of the matrix M,

which is unitary. Hence, the sum is ¢;; as required.
Now for the identity relation, let f, g € L*(us x A). We calculate:

3

3
> SiSif.g) = (Sif. Sig)
k=0

k=0

Note that the sum over k in the third line is the scalar product of the /-th column with the
n-th column of M, so the sum collapses to dg,. The sum on n in the fourth line collapses by
Equation (). O

2. ORTHONORMAL SETS IN L?(py X \)

Since the isometries S; satisfy the Cuntz relations, we can use them to generate orthonormal
sets in the space L?*(uy X A). We do so by having the isometries act on a generating vector.
We consider words in the alphabet {0, 1,2,3}; let W, denote the set of all such words. For a
word w = jkJjk_1--.J1, we denote by |w| = K the length of the word, and define

Sof =85S 1St
Definition 1. Let
Xo={weW,:|w =1 U{we W, :|wl >2, j1 #0}.

For convenience, we allow the empty word wy with length 0, and define S,, = I, the
identity.
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Lemma 5. Suppose f € L*(uy x \) with ||f|| =1, and that Sof = f. Then,
{S.f 1 we Xy}

1s an orthonormal set.

Proof. Suppose w,w’ € X with w # w'. First consider |w| = |w'|, with w = jgk...Jj1 and
!/

w' =ik ...1;. Suppose that ¢ is the largest index such that j, # 7,. Then we have

(Sufy S ) =S4, - Sif, Sip - Sin ) = (85,85, - Si f, Sipy -+ Sin f) =0
by the orthogonality condition of the Cuntz relations.

Now, if K = |w| > |w'| = M, with ' = iy ...41, we define the word p =i ...73,0...0 so
that |p| = K. Note that p ¢ X4 so w # p. Note further that S,/ f = S,f. Thus, by a similar
argument to that above, we have

<Swf> SUJ’f> =0.
O

Remark 1. The set {S,f : w € X4} need not be complete. We will provide an example of
this in Example [l in Section [l

Our goal is to project the set {S,f : w € X4} onto some subspace V of L?(uy x ) to
obtain a frame. To that end, we need to know when the projection {Py S, f : w € X4} is a
frame, which by Lemma [l requires the projection P, : K — V to be onto, where K is the
subspace spanned by {S,f : w € X,}. The tool we will use is the following result, which is a
minor adaptation of a result from [7]; we will not use this result directly, but will use all of
the critical components.

Theorem 1. Let H be a Hilbert space, K C H a closed subspace, and (Si)fvz_ol be a represen-
tation of the Cuntz algebra Oy . Let € be an orthonormal set in H and f : X — K a norm
continuous function on a topological space X with the following properties:

i) & = UX,'S:E where the union is disjoint.
i) span{f(t):t € X} =K and ||f(t)|| =1, for allt € X.
iii) There exist functionsm;: X - C, ¢;: X — X,i=0,...,N — 1 such that
(2) Sif(t) =mi(@)f(g:(t)), teX
iv) There exist ¢y € X such that f(cy) € span€.
v) The only function h € C(X) with h >0, h(c) =1,V ce {x € X : f(z) € span€}, and

3) b = X Im0) hah), e X

are the constant functions.
Then K C span€.

3. THE PROJECTION

Recall the definition of the filters m;(x,y) = €*™* H;(z,y) from Section [ We choose the
filter coefficients a;j, so that the matrix H is unitary. We place the additional constraint that

1
Qpp = Ap1 = Qp2 = Ap3 = 73,

2
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so that Syl = 1, where 1 the function in L?(uy x A\) which is identically 1. As Spl = 1,
by Lemma [l the set {S,1 : w € X4} is orthonormal. Moreover, we place the additional
constraint that for every j, ajo + a2 = a;1 + a;3, which will be required for our calculation of
the projection.

Definition 2. We define the subspace V' = {f € L*(pa x ) : f(z,y) = g9(x)xp0,1(v), g €
L*(j4)}. Note that the subspace V' can be identified with L?(p4) via the isometric isomor-
phism g — g(x)x0,1)(y). We will suppress the y variable in the future.

Definition 3. We define a function ¢ : Xy — Ny as follows: for a word w = jgjx_1---J1,

K
w) = ij4K_k.
k=1

Here Ny = N U {0}. It is readily verified that c is a bijection.

Lemma 6. For a word w = jrxjr—1.-.J1,

S 27rzc(w:c <H2 RK k ZIZ' y))>

Proof. We proceed by induction on the length of the word w. The equality is readily verified
for |w| =1. Let wo = jx_1Jn—2-.-j1. We have

Sul =S, S., 1

_ SjK [e2mc(wo)x (f[ 2ij(RK_1_k(x,y))>]

_ 2627ri)\jK:chK( 27rzc (wo)- (H RK k LU y)))

K-1
= 22 Helwo))r fr (RE=K (5 1)) (H 2ij(RK_k(I,y))>
k=1

27rzcwx <H2 RK k [L’ y)))

The last line above is justified by the following calculation:
N +4c(wo) = Ay, +4 (Z A, A1 k)

K-1
- Z —k
— >\jK4K K + )\jk4K
k=1

K
= Z >‘jk4K_k
1

= c(:w).
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We wish to project the vectors S, 1 onto the subspace V. The following lemma calculates
that projection, where Py, denotes the projection onto the subspace V.

Lemma 7. If f(x,y) = g(x)h(z,y) with g € L*(p4) and h € L>®(uy x ), then
[Py fl(z,y) = g(x)G(x)
where G(z) = [, h(@,y)d\(y).

Proof. We verify that for every F(x) € L*(uy), f(x,y) — g(x)G(z) is orthogonal to F(x). We
calculate utilizing Fubini’s theorem:

—gG,F) = // (g X ) — // F(z) d(pg x )

- [ @ ( /[ b =G dA(y)) e
/C 9FE) (G2) = Gla) dyulz)
0.

For the purposes of the following lemma, ax and Sy are understood to be modulo 1.

Lemma 8. For any word w = jgjk_1...71,

/Hzﬂjk (RF(x,y)) d\(y HQ/HM (4" 2. y) dM\(y).
Proof. Let E,,(z,y) = [[r, 2H;, (412, 25™y). Note that

Fm(z,%)ZQH (4", 5 ( IT 28, (4 ', 2k‘(m+1)y)) =2Hjm(4m‘1fv,%)Fmﬂ(z,y)-
k=m+1
Likewise for £, (z, ).
Since A is the invariant measure for the iterated function system y — 2, y — %=, we
calculate:

[ e o= [[ R oo+ [ Fue T o)
= _/01 2Hjm(4m_lx, %)Fmﬂ(%’,y) + 2]"1]',11(47”—1x7 %H)Fmﬂ(x,y) dA(y)

1
/ 2ajm,qu+1($ay) + 2ajm,q+2Fm+l(x7 y) dA(y)]

20500+ 2053] | [ Frato) 0]

— UOI 2H, (4" 'z, y) d)\(y)] : Uol Fra(z,y) dk(y)]

where ¢ =0if 0 < 4™ 'z < and¢=11if 1 <4™ 'z < 1.

1
2
1
2
1
2
1
T2
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The result now follows by a standard induction argument.

Proposition 1. Suppose the filters m;(z,y) are chosen so that

i) the matriz H is unitary,
i) agp = am = a2 = aps = 3, and
iii) for 7 =0,1,2,3, ajo + aj2 = a1 + a;3.
Then for any word w = jk ... J1,

P\/Sw]l _ dw627ric(w):c’

where
K
(4> H Ajpo + aJk2

Proof. We apply the previous three Lemmas to obtain

K
[Py S, 1)(x,y) = e*ricwe / H 2H;, (4", y)d\(y)

27rzc(w H2/ 4k 1, d)\( )

By assumption iii), the integral [ Hj, (4*~'x,y)d\(y) is independent of x, and the value of

the integral is = + %2 Equation @ now follows.

4. CONCRETE CONSTRUCTIONS

We now turn to concrete constructions of Fourier frames for p14. The hypotheses of Lemma

and Proposition [Il require H to be unitary and requires the matrix

Qoo Ao1 Qo2 Qo3
A— a1p @11 A12 Qi3
GQzp G21 A22 (23
azp agz1 G322 as33

to have the first row be identically % and to have the vector (1 -1 1 —1)T in the kernel.
We can use Hadamard matrices to construct examples of such a matrix A. Every 4 x 4

Hadamard matrix is a permutation of the following matrix:
1 1 1 1
{1 -1 p —p
21 1 1 -1 -1
I =1 —p »p
where p is any complex number of modulus 1.
If we set H = U,, we obtain

11 1 1
P11 op op

(5) A=5111 1 4
11 —p —p
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which has the requisite properties to apply Lemma [5 and Proposition I
We define for & = 1,2,3, [ : Ng — Ny by lx(n) is the number of digits equal to k in the
base 4 expansion of n. Note that [;(0) = 0, and we follow the convention that 0° = 1.

Theorem 2. For the choice A as in Equation ({3) with p # —1, the sequence

1 l1(n) 1— i3(n) '
(6) {( ;p) Olg(n) ( 5 p) e2mnx ‘ne NO

is a Parseval frame in L?(uy).

Proof. By Lemma [, we have that {S,1 : w € X4} is an orthonormal set. For a word
W= jKJK—1--..J1, Proposition [l yields that

K
2mic(w)x
PyS,1=e H a0 + @j2) -
k=1

Then, setting n = c¢(w), we obtain

3
vaw]l = €2mnm (aoo + CLQQ)K_ )=la(n) H a0 + CLJQ l i) .
7j=1
Since
1+ 1 —
ago + apz =1, aio + a2 = Tpa ago +aze =0, asg+as = TP’

it follows that

1 l1(n) 1— i3(n) '
PyS,1 = (—; p) 0/2() (—2 p) emine,

Since ¢ is a bijection, the set {PyS,1 : w € Xy} coincides with the set in ({@l).

In order to establish that the set (@) is a Parseval frame, we wish to apply Lemma [T which
requires that the subspace V' is contained in the closed span of {S,1 : w € X,}. Denote the
closed span by K. We will proceed in a manner similar to Theorem [l Define the function
f:R =V by f(t) = e; where e,(z,y) = €™, Note that f(0) = 1 € K. Likewise, define a
function hx : R — R by

= > Itf = | Pef ()]

wEXy

Claim 1. We have hy = 1.

Assuming for the moment that the claim holds, we deduce that f(t) € IC for every t € R.
Since {f(7y) : v € 'y} is an orthonormal basis for V, it follows that the closed span of {f(¢) :
t € R} is all of V. We conclude that V' C K, and so Lemma [[limplies that { P,S,1 : w € X4}
is a Parseval frame for V', from which the Theorem follows.

Thus, we turn to the proof of Claim [l First, we require {S,1 : w € X4} = U3_{S;S,1 :
w € X4}, where the union is disjoint. Clearly, the RHS is a subset of the LHS, and the union
is disjoint. Consider an element of the LHS: S, 1. If |w| > 2, we write S,1 = S;S,,1 for some
j and some wy € Xy, whence S, 1 is in the RHS. If |w| = 1, then we write S,1 = 5;1 = S;S51,
which is again an element of the RHS. Equality now follows.



As a consequence,

We calculate:

157/ (2)

NN =N =N -

Thus, we define

and

1

[\]

l\DI}—t

w€X4
“Y X s
=0 weXy
3
I NCTOERIE
0 weXy
3
> mi (Tl y)en(Tr(z,y))
k=0
— —2mijx 4 Y —mij—— —2mijx /4 T +2 Y
|iCL Jz/ 4 2) +e ]ajle Jz/ €t(T,§)
_'_a—j2€—27rzyx/4et(%7 y;— ) + e—wzj@e—27r2jm/4et(x1_ 7 y;’
—— —2mijx Ty i mijz/4 i ry
[ajo 2 J/46(4 2)+€ I e mie/e te(4 2)
—|—CL_J2€ 27rzyw/4e (i g>+e 7r2]a e 27rzyw/4e7r2te (% g):|
— —Tij— Tij—— it —27rij:c/4 E g
[a]0+e ajre™ +ap + e e ]6 (4 2)
[%+€_Wij@€ﬂit+af_j2+€_ﬂij@€ﬂ—it] e27ri(t%—jz)
[%_'_e—mj@emt _'_a—ﬂ_'_e—m'j@em't] e27ri(%jm)
[%jte_”ij@e“t+a_j2+e_mj@emt} TJ(I y)
1 B it
m; () 2 (@jo + @) + 5 (@ +ajs) e™,

FOURIER FRAMES FOR THE CANTOR-4 SET

>]

11
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As a consequence, we obtain

= Z [{m;(£).f (9;(1)), SL1)|*
(7) = [my () *hx (g;(t)).

Because of our choice of coefficients in the matrix A, which has the vector (1 -1 1 —1)T
in the kernel, we have for every j: ajo + ajo = a;1 + aj3. Thus, if we let b; = @;o + @;2, the
functions m; simplify to

- t
m;(t) = b;e™ cos(m3)
for j = 0,2, and
, t
m;(t) = —ibjem% sin(7r§)

for j = 1,3. Substituting these into Equation (7)),
(8)

_ o (rt Y, o (7t [L+7 t—1 o (it [1 P t—3
hx(t) = cos (2)hx <4)+sm (2) 5 hx 1 +sin 5 5 hx 1 )

Claim 2. The function hy can be extended to an entire function.

Assume for the moment that Claim ] holds, we finish the proof of Claim [l If hx(t) =1
for t € [—1,0], then hx(z) =1 for all z € C, and Claim [I] holds.

Now, assume to the contrary that hx(t) is not identically 1 on [—1,0]. Since 0 < hx(t) <1
for ¢ real, then § = min{hx(t) : t € [-1,0]} < 1. Because constant functions satisfy (&),
hi := hx — [ also satisfies Equation (8). There exists ty such that hi(tg) = 0 and tg # 0 as
hx(0) = 1. Since h; > 0 each of the terms in (8) must vanish :

(9) (%) h (%) _
(10) sin? (%fo) |Hf‘2h1 (t0;1) _

, 7to\ |1 — p|? to—3
(11) Sln2(70)| 2p| h1<04 ):0

Our hypothesis is that p # —1, so in Equation (I0), the coefficient |1sz)| # 0.

Case 1: If tg # —1 then Equation (@) implies hy(to/4) = 0 = hy(go(to)). Let t1 := go(to) €
(—1,0); iterating the previous argument implies that hy(go(¢1)) = 0. Thus, we obtain an
infinite sequence of zeroes of h;.

Case 2: If ty = —1, then the previous argument does not hold. However, we can construct
another zero of hy, t;, € (—1,0) to which the previous argument will hold. Indeed, if t; = —1,
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Equation (I0) implies hy((to —1)/4) = h1(—1/2) = 0. Let t; = —1/2 and continue as in Case
1.

In either case, hy vanishes on a (countable) set with an accumulation point, and since hy
is analytic it follows that h; = 0, a contradiction, and Claim [ holds.

Now, to prove Claim 2l we follow the proof of Lemma 4.2 of [I0]. For a fixed w € Xj,
define f, : C — C by

fu(2) = (e, 5,1) = /62“”[&1](%?/) d(pa X A).

Since the distribution [S,1](x,y) d(us x A) is compactly supported, a standard convergence
argument demonstrates that f, is entire. Likewise, f*(2) = f,(Z) is entire, and for ¢ real,

L0520 = (en 9.1)) ({6 L) ) = Ifer, S

Thus,
ha(t) = Y fulO) (D).
weXy
For n € N, let hn(z) = >, <, fu(2)[5(2), which is entire. By Holder’s inequality,

1/2 1/2
> fu(2)f2(2)] < (Z \<ez,5w]l>|2> (Z |(ez, Sw]l>|2>

weXy weXy weXy
< [le/llle=ll
< eKIm(z)

for some constant K. Thus, the sequence h,(z) converges pointwise to a function h(z), and
are uniformly bounded on strips Im(z) < C. By the theorems of Montel and Vitali, the limit
function A is entire, which coincides with hx for real ¢, and Claim [2]is proved. U

Example 1. As mentioned in Section 2 in general, {S,1} need not be complete, and the
exceptional point p = —1 in Theorem 2] provides the example. In the case p = —1, the set

([6) becomes
{d,e*™™ :n € Ny}

where the coefficients d,, = 1 if n € I'3 and 0 otherwise. Here,

N
Ty ={) 14" : 1, € {0,3}}
n=0

2minx

and it is known [4] that the sequence {e : n € T3} is incomplete in L*(py). Thus,
{PyS,1} is incomplete in V', so {S,1} is incomplete in L*(pq4 X A).

We can generalize the construction of Theorem [2] as follows. We want to choose a matrix
1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2

hig hit hia has

hao har has Do

hso h31 hzy hss

A=
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such that (1 -1 1 —1)T is in the kernel of H and the matrix

1 1 1

2 % 2 2
hio —hit hiz —has
hao ho1  hao has
hso —hsi hsx —hss

H =

is unitary. We obtain a system of nonlinear equations in the 12 unknowns. To parametrize
all solutions, we consider the following row vectors:

(12) B=g( 11 0) =g (1 ~1 1 -1)
(13) =g (1 -1 -1 1) di=g(1 1 -1 -1)
(14) 172:%(1 1 -1 -1 @:%(1 -1 -1 1)

If we construct the matrix A so that the rows are linear combinations of {#y, ¢, U5}, then
A will satisfy the desired condition on the kernel. Note that if the j-th row of A is a;oth +
o101 + ae¥s for j = 1,3, then the j-th row of H is ooy + a1 Wy + ooy, whereas if j = 0, 2,
then the j-th row of H is equal to the j-th row of A.

Thus, we want to choose coefficients o, j = 0,1,2,3, k = 1,2, 3 so that the matrix

Qoo + 1T + o2t
QoWo + W + 2ty
Q0Tp + 2177 + Qi
Qi30Wo + Q31w + Qi3ply

(15) H=

is unitary. To satisfy the requirement on the first row, we choose apy = 1 and g1 = apo = 0.
Calculating the inner products of the rows of H, we obtain the following necessary and
sufficient conditions:

(16) |jol? + ez [* + Jajol® =1
(17) potizg = 0
(18) Q11023 + apaainr = 0
(19) Q10030 + 11031 + a0z = 0
(20) Q1033 + agetrz; = 0

Proposition 2. Fiz agy = 1. There exists a solution to the Equations {I0) - (20) if and only
Zf 10, O30 € C with

(21) latol® + Jago]* = 1.

Proof. (<) If |ayg|? = 1, then we choose a1 = a3 = 1 and all other coefficients to be 0 to
obtain a solution to Equations (I6]) - ([20). Likewise, if |a10|> = 0, then choose aq; = ap; = 1
and all other coefficients to be 0.
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—010030

Now suppose that 0 < |ayg] < 1, and we choose A = Then choose a;; and a9

1 — |Oé10|2 '
such that |a1;]? + |aiz|?> = 1 — |agl?. Now let as; = Aay; and ass = Aags. We have
Q10030 + Q11031 + Q1203 = 100 + Aot |* + Mg
(22) = ayazo + A1 — |axl’)
— O’
so Equation (I9) is satisfied.
Equation (7)) forces aoy = 0; choose an; and gy such that |aor|? + |aoe]? = 1 and aqi0m; +

ajaayy = 0. Thus, Equations (I8)) and (20) are satisfied. Finally, regarding Equation (I6l), it
is satisfied for j = 0, 1,2 by construction. For j = 3, we calculate:

asol® + Jam|* 4 |ase]? = [asol® + [A]? (\0411|2 + \0412\2)

aqol?|asol?
| 10| | 30| (1—|Oé10|2>

(1 = laiof?)?

2 \0410|2
= 14 00
|a30| ( + 1— |0410‘2)

|CV30|2

= |Oé30|2 +

(23)

- 1— |Oé10‘2
=1

as required.

(=) Suppose that we have a solution to Equations (Il - (20)). If |a19| = 1, then we must
have a1; = ag2 = 0, and thus Equation (I9) requires azy = 0, so Equation (21]) holds.

Now suppose |ajg| < 1. Since agy = 0, we must have that |ag;|? + |gz|> = 1. Combining
this with Equations (I8) and (20) imply that the matrix

Q11 (12
Q31 (032

is singular. Thus, there exists a A such that ag; = Aaj; and ass = Aags. Using the same
— o

computation as in Equation (22), we conclude that A = %; then Equation (23]) implies
— Q10

@1). O

The coefficient matrix we obtain from this construction is

1 1 1 1
H— 1 Qo + o + g2 Q1o — o1 + Q2 Qo — 01 — 02 Q1o + o1 — a2
2 Qg1 + Qa2 —Qi1 + Q2 —Qi] — Qg2 Qi1 — Qrg2

Q30 + )\Oéll + )\Oélg Q3g — )\0411 + )\0412 Q30 — )\Oéll — )\Ozlg 30 + )\0411 — )\Oélg

where we are allowed to choose a1, a2, a1 and ags subject to the normalization condition
in Equation (I6). However, those choices do not affect the construction, since if we apply
Proposition [I] and the calculation from Theorem [2, we obtain

(24) P\/Sw]l = (alo)él(") . (0)52(")) . (a30)€3(n)627rin:c.

This will in fact be a Parseval frame for L?(py), provided V' C K, as in the proof of Theorem
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Theorem 3. Suppose p,q € C with |p|*> + |q|> = 1. Then

{pfl(n) . sz(n) . qu(n)e%rinm ‘ne NO}
is a Parseval frame for L*(u4), provided p # 0.

Proof. Substitute ayg = p and az9 = ¢ in Proposition 2land Equation (24)). As noted, we only
need to verify V' C K. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem [2 indeed, define f, hx, m;
and g; as previously. We obtain by = 1, by = p, by = 0, and b3 = g, so Equation (§) becomes

— o [T Y pizsin? (T E2 DY g2 (T t=3
hx(t)—cos<2)hx(4)+|p| s1n(2)hx( 1 + |g|* sin 5 hx )

From here, the same argument shows that hy =1, and V' C K. 0

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We remark here that the constructions given above for p, does not work for 3. Indeed,
we have the following no-go result. To obtain the measure p3 X A, we consider the iterated
function system:

x Yy T+2 vy z y+1 r+2 y+1
TO(xhy) = (57 5)7 Tl(xvy) = (Ta 5)7 TQ(xvy) = (gv T)a T3(x7y) = ( 3 7?)

Using the same choice of filters, the matrix M (z,y) reduces to

0o o1 Qo2 03

| @0 6;@/3011 a1z 647”:/3@13
e mi/3 a1 Qo 627r2/3 93

@30 a31 a3z a33

which we require to be unitary. Additionally, we require the same conditions as for 114, namely,
the first row of H must have all entries 1, and ajo + aj2 = a;1 +aj3. The inner product of the
first two rows must be 0. Hence,

1 : , 1 ,
5 (a10 + e Bayy + ar + 647”/3@13) =5 (a10 + a12) (14 €7%) = 0.

Consequently, ajg + a12 = 0. Likewise, asg + a2z = asg + azo = 0. As a result,

1 ago + a2 1

0 a1g + @12 0
H pu— p—

1 Qo0 + Q22 0

0 azg + ass 0

and so H cannot be unitary.

It may be possible to extend the construction for uy to pus by considering a representation
of O,, for some sufficiently large n, or by considering p3 X p for some other fractal measure p
rather than A.
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