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Abstract

We identify a class of continuous compactly supported functions for which the
known part of the Gabor frame set can be extended. At least for functions with
support on an interval of length two, the curve determining the set touches the
known obstructions. Easy verifiable sufficient conditions for a function to belong to
the class are derived, and it is shown that the B-splines By, N > 2, and certain
‘continuous and truncated'’ versions of several classical functions (e.g., the Gaussian
and the two-sided exponential function) belong to the class. The sufficient conditions
for the frame property guarantees the existence of a dual window with a prescribed
size of the support.
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1 Introduction

Frames is a functional analytic tool to obtain representations of the elements in a Hilbert
space as a (typically infinite) superposition of building blocks. Frames indeed lead to de-
compositions that are similar to those obtained via orthonormal bases, but with much
greater flexibility, due to the fact that the definition is significantly less restrictive. For
example, in contrast to the case for a basis, the elements in a frame are not necessarily
(linearly) independent, that is, frames can be redundant.

One of the main manifestations of frame theory is within Gabor analysis, where the aim
is to obtain efficient representations of signals in a way that reflects the time-frequency
distribution. For any a,b > 0, consider the translation operator T, and the modula-
tion operator E,, both acting on the particular Hilbert space L2(R), given by T,f(x) =
f(x — a) and Eyf(x) = e*"P*f(x), respectively. Given g € L*(R), the collection of functions
{Eumb T naglmuez is called a (Gabor) frame if there exist constants A, B > 0 such that

AlFIP < D | EmnTuag)|” < BISIZ  Yf € LA(R).

mnel

If at least the upper condition is satisfied, {E,, T,2}muez is called a Bessel sequence. It is

known that for every frame {E,,;, T)u g} m ncz, there exists a dual frame {E,,,p Tz h1} 1, nez such
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that each f € L2(R) has the decomposition

f= Z {f> Emb Tnah) Emip Tnah. (1)

mnel

The problem of determining g € L?(R) and parameters a, b > 0 such that {E,;; Tyug}mnez is
a frame has attracted a lot of attention over the past 25 years. The frame set for a function
g € L*(R) is defined as the set

Fgi= {(a, b) e R% | {Ewb Trag}mnez is a frame for Lz(]R)}.

Clearly, the ‘size’ of the set F, reflects the flexibility of the function g in regard of ob-
taining expansions of type (1.1). In particular, it is known that ab <1 is necessary for
{E,nb Tag}mnez to be a frame and that the number (ab)~! is a measure of the redundance
of the frame; the smaller the number, the more redundant the frame. Thus, a reasonable
function g should lead to a frame {E, . T1a8} m,ncz for values (ab)~! that are reasonably close
to one. We remark that 7, is known to be open if g belongs to the Feichtinger algebra; see
[1, 2].

Until recently, the exact frame set was only known for very few functions: the Gaus-
sian g(x) = e [3-5], the hyperbolic secant [6], and the functions &(x) = e™#, k(x) =
e Xlo,00[(®) [7, 8]. In [9] a characterization was obtained for the class of totally positive
functions of finite type, and based on [10], the frame set for functions xjo.j, ¢ > 0, was
characterized in [11].

For applications of Gabor frames, it is essential that the window g is a continuous func-
tion with compact support. Most of the related literature deals with special types of func-
tions like truncated trigonometric functions or various types of splines; see [12—-15]. Vari-
ous classes of functions have also been considered, for example, functions yielding a par-
tition of unity [16, 17], functions with short support or a finite number of sign-changes
[18-20], or functions that are bounded away from zero on a specified part of the support
[21]. The case of B-spline generated Gabor systems has attracted special attention; see, for
example, [14, 20—23]. Interesting results in the rational case are obtained in [24].

To the best of our knowledge, the frame set has not been characterized for any func-
tion g € C.(R) \ {0}. We will, among others, consider a class of functions for which we
can extend the known set of parameters (4, b) yielding a Gabor frame. The class of func-
tions contains the B-splines By, N > 2, and certain ‘continuous and compactly supported
variants’ of the mentioned functions g, & and other classical functions. Furthermore, the
results guarantee the existence of dual windows with a support size given in terms of the
translation parameter.

In the rest of this introduction, we will describe the relevant class of windows and their
frame properties. Proofs of the frame properties are in Section 2, and easy verifiable con-
ditions for a function to belong to the class are derived in Section 3.

Let us first collect some of the known results concerning frame properties for continuous

compactly supported functions; (i) is classical, and we refer to [25] for a proof.

Proposition 1.1 Let N > 0, and assume that g : R — C is a continuous function with
suppg C [-%, §1. Then the following holds:
(D) If{EmbThagtmpnez is a frame, then ab <1 and a < N.
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(ii) [21] Assume that 0 <a <N, 0<b < 17—, and inf,¢| 4,9 lg(x)| > 0. Then
{Ewb Tna@lmuez is a frame, and there is a unique dual Wmdow h e L*(R) such that
supph = [-5,5].

(iii) [20] Assume that % <a<Nand0<b< i Ifglx)>0,x e]—%, %[, then

{Enb T1ag}mnez is a frame.

We will now introduce the window class that will be used in the current paper; it is a
subset of the set of functions g considered in Proposition 1.1(iii). The definition is inspired
by certain explicit estimates for B-splines given by Trebels and Steidl [26]; this point will be
clear in Proposition 3.1. First, fix N > 0 and 0 < a < N. Consider the first-order difference
A,f and the second-order difference A%f given by

A f(x) = fx) —flx—a), Aif(x) =f(x) —2f(x — a) + f(x — 2a).

We define the window class as the set of functions

VN = {f € C(R) ’ suppf = [—g, %],f is real-valued and satisfies (Al)-(AB)},
where
(Al) f is symmetric around the origin;
(A2) fis strlctly increasing on [—— O]
(A3) Ifa<¥, then AZf(x)>0,xe [-¥, -+
A2f (x) zO,xe [-¥,0]u{-§ + 3“}

Note that by the symmetry condition (Al) a function f € \/}\“Z is completely determined

ai. : N
T] ifa> g,then

by its behavior for x € —%, 0].Ifa > N , then the point - 4+ 34 3“ considered in (A3) is not
contained in [—%, 0]; however, if des1red, the symmetry COl’ldlthl‘l allows us to formulate
the condition Aif(—% + ‘%“) > 0 alternatively as

f(N - 3—“) —2f(—ﬂ - f) >0 12)

because the argument x — 2a of the last term in the second-order difference is less than
N

s

The definition of Vy, is technical, but we will derive easy verifiable conditions for a
function g to belong to this set in Proposition 3.1 and also provide several natural examples
of such functions. Our main result extends the range of b > 0 yielding a frame, compared

with Proposition 1.1(ii):

Theorem 1.2 For N >0, let 0 < a < N and NW <b< No3a 3
the Gabor system {E,up Tynag)mnez, is a frame for L*(R), and there is a unique dual window

h e L*(R) such that supph C [_37“, 3761],

. Assume that g € V. Then

For an illustration of Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, see Figure 1.

Membership of a function g in a set Vi, for some a €]0,N|[ only gives information
about the frame properties of {E,,, T)ug}mncz for this specific value of the translation pa-
rameter a. In order to get an impression of the frame properties of {E,, T g} mucz in a
region in the (a, b)-plane, we need to consider a function g that belongs to Vi, for an in-
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Figure 1 The Gabor frame set. The figure shows the following regions: B as in Proposition 1.1(iii), and D as in
Theorem 1.2. The region A corresponds to the case where the frame operator is a multiplication operator, and
{EmbTnaGYmnez is a frame if infyeio.q D pez 190 - na)|? > 0. The region C is a part of the region determined by

Proposition 1.1(ii), corresponding to the new findings in the paper [21].

terval of a-values, preferably for all 4 € ]0, N[. Fortunately, several natural functions have
this property. The following list collects some of the results we will obtain in Section 3.
Considering any N € N\ {1},

« The B-spline By of order N belongs to (,_,.x VN4
2N’2(%)X[_%g](x) belongs to (Voo Vaias

« The function Ay (x) := (e ¥ — e’%)x[_%%](x) belongs to (o on VN,ai

+ The function fy(x) := cos

2
« The function gy (x) := (6™ — e 'F )X[_%Vg] (x) belongs to ﬂgsad\[ VN

In particular, Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 imply that for N € N\ {1}, the functions
Bn, fn, and iy generate frames whenever 0 <a <N and 0 < b <

3N 4
7§a<Nand0<b§m.

Note that the limit curve b = ﬁ in Theorem 1.2 touches the known obstructions for
Gabor frames. In fact, for N = 2, we obtain that » — 2 as a2 — 0. Since it is known that

]\%, and gy generates a

frame whenever

the B-spline B, does not generate a frame for b = 2 [12, 16], we cannot go beyond this. We
also know that at least for some functions g € (.. V.4 Parts of the region determined
by the inequalities b < 2, a < 2, ab < 1 do not belong to the frame set. Considering, for
example, the B-spline B, [21] shows that the point (a,b) = (%,%
frame set. For a = %, Theorem 1.2 guarantees the frame property for b < %, which is close

) does not belong to the

to the obstruction. These considerations indicate that the frame region in Theorem 1.2 in
a quite accurate way describes the maximally possible frame set below b = 2 that is valid
for all the functions in Vy,, at least for N = 2.

2 Frame properties for functions g € V4

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 1.2. Since the functions g € Vy, are
bounded and have compact support, they generate Bessel sequences {E,, Tyug}mnez for
all a,b > 0. By the duality conditions [27, 28] two bounded functions g, # with compact
support generate dual frames {E,,;5 Tu8}mnez and {Eyp Tah}mnez for some fixed a,b > 0
if and only if

Zg(x — /b +ma)h(x + ma) = b8y, ae. x€ [—g, g:|;

meZ
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in particular, a function g € Vy, and a bounded real-valued function /# with support on

[—32—“, 37“] generate dual Gabor frames {E,5 Tyug}mnez and {Epp Tnah}mnez for LA(R) for
some b < ﬁ if and only if, for £ = 0, £1,
! a a
Z gx—2/b+ ma)h(x + ma) =bs,y, aexe |:—§, §:| (2.1)
m=-1

Given g € Vy,, we therefore consider the 3 x 3 matrix-valued function G on [-7, 5] de-
fined by

gx+3—a) gx+y) glx+i+a)
G(x) := (g(x — i+ ma))—l<(i et glx—a) gx) gx+a)

gu-z-a) gx—}) gx-}+a)

In terms of the G(x), condition (2.1) simply means that

h(x —a) 0
Gx)| hx) =|b]|, aexce [—g, g] (2.2)
h(x +a) 0

We will show that the matrix G(x) is invertible for all x € [-7, 5]; this will ultimately
give us a bounded and compactly supported function 4 satisfying (2.1) and hereby prove
Theorem 1.2. The invertibility of G(x) will be derived as a consequence of a series of lem-
mas, where we first consider x € [-%, 0]. Note that the proof of the first result does not use
property (A3).

Lemma 2.1 For N >0, let 0 <a < N and ﬁ <b< ﬁ. Assume that g € Vi, and let
x € [-5,0]. Then the following hold.:

(@) gx+}+a)<glx+3)<glx+i—a)#0;

(b) glx—}—a) <glx—3)<glx— 1 +a) #0;

(c) g(x)>g(x—a)and g(x) > g(x + a) with equality only for x = -%.

Proof For (a), let x € [-7,0]. Using b < ﬁ and a < N, we have

1 1 3a N+3a 3a N
X+—-—a>———> - >
b 2 4 2 2
It follows that
1 - 1 3a1 c N N (2.3)
x+b aC 2" 2% alC > 5| .

Using that b < ﬁ < %, it follows that —2x — % +a<2a- %) < 0; thus,

1 1 (2.4)
—x—b+a<x+b. .

Since g(x) > 0 for x € ]—%, %[, we have by (2.3) that g(x + % —a) # 0. By (A2) we know
that g is strictly decreasing on [0, %]. Ifx + % —a <0, then we have by (2.3), (2.4), and the
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symmetry of g that

1_,)- 1 L LAY
glrty-a)=gl-a-pra)>glar)zglx+pra);

if x+ % —a > 0, then we have g(x + % —a)>g(x+ %) >g(x+ % +a). Hence, (a) holds. Similarly,
(b) and (c) hold. O

We now show that if g € Vi, and a > N/3, then condition (A3) automatically holds on

a larger interval.

Lemma 2.2 For N >0, let 0 < a < N. Assume that g € Vy 4. Then Aig(x) >0 forallx e
N N Su]

2 Tat g
Proof 1t suffices to show that, for a > %,

9 N 3a
AZg(x) >0, Vxe 0,—Z+—.

We first note that (A1) and (A2) imply that, for x € [0, —% + %T“],

N 3 N
g(x) Zg(—z + f) and gx—a) §g(—z - Z) (2.5)
For a > %V, we have —% - %” < —%V; due to the compact support ofg,f(—% - %“) = 0; thus

using (Al) again, we have

A2 N+3a B N+3a 5 N a
S\ Ty )T T T ) T8 Ty T,
B N 3a 9 N a
AV S\"2 1)

Together with (2.5), this shows that

0<A’g _g+3_a < Ag(x), Vxe 0,_g+3_a,
- 4 4 )~ ¢ 4 4

as desired. O

Let Gjj(x) denote the ijth minor of G(x), the determinant of the submatrix obtained by
removing the ith row and the jth column from G(x).
Lemma 2.3 For N >0, let 0 <a < N and Nim <b< ﬁ. Assume that g € Vi, and let
x € [-5,0]. Then the following hold:

(@) Gai(x) >0, and equality holds iff g(x + %) =gx+ % +a)=0;

(b) Gas(x) > 0, and equality holds iff g(x — % —a)=gx- %) =0;

(©) Ga(x) = Gu(x) + Gas(x).
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Proof Since g > 0, (a) and (b) follow from Lemma 2.1(a), (b). For (c), we note that A ,g(x) =
gx) — glx — a) = g(—x) — g(—x + a) = —A,g(—x + a) by the symmetry of g. Now a direct
calculation shows that

G2 (%) — Gar(x) — Gas(x)
= —Aag(x+ 1)Aag<x— ! +a) + Aag<x+ ! +a> Aﬂg<x— l)
b b b b
= Agg<—x— l +a>Aﬂg<x— l +a> - Aag<—x— l)A“g<x— l)
b b b b

Hence, it suffices to show that

A X — +a >A —X — xe|— 0
ag E e ug E ’ 2;

or, equivalently, that Azg(x— ++a)>0and A g( x— % +a) > 0, both for x € [-7, 0]. Since

and

[—% + %,—% +alU [—% + a,—— + —] = [—— 53 Ly 7], this means precisely that
1 a 1 3a
Alg(x)>0, xe|-—+—,— 2.6
w020, [b+2 = } 26)
We note that, for N < b< N+3a
N 1 a 1 3a N 3a
—— <t ==t — < —— + —,
2 b 2 b 2 4 4
Together with Lemma 2.2, this implies that (2.6) holds, as desired. O

After this preparation, we can now show that G(x) is indeed invertible for x € [-7, 5]

under the assumptions in Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 2.4 For N >0,let 0 <a <N and m <b < 55,3, Assume that g € V4. Then
detG(x) #0 forx € [-3, 5].

Proof First, consider x € [-7,0]. By Lemma 2.3(c) we have

det G(x) = —g(x — a)Ga1(x) + g(x) G2 (x) — g(x + ) Gaz(x)
> —g(x — a)Gn (%) + g(x) (Ga1 (%) + Ga3(x)) — gl + @) Gz ()
= (gx) —g(x — 2)) G (%) + (g(x) - gx + a)) Gaz (%)
= An(x).

Using Lemma 2.1(c) and Lemma 2.3(a), (b), we have

(g(x) —g(x - a))Gu(x) =0 and (g(x) - g(x +a))Gas(x) = 0
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Thus, Ax(x) > 0, x € [-5,0]. If Ax(x) > O for all x € [-5,0], then the proof is completed;
thus, the rest of the proof is focused on the case where Ay (xo) = 0 for some x¢ € [-,0].
In this case, Lemma 2.1(c) shows that either

Gai(xo) =0, Ga3(x0) =0 (2.7)
or

Gai(x0) =0, x0 = — (2.8)

a
2.

The case (2.8) actually cannot occur. Indeed, if Gy (~5) = 0, then by Lemma 2.3(a) we have
g=5+ %) = 0; by the symmetry of g this would imply that g(§ — %) = 0, which contradicts
Lemma 2.1(b) with x = —%. Thus, we only have to deal with the case (2.7). If Ga1(x¢) =

Ga3(x0) = 0, then by Lemma 2.3(a), (b) we have

1 1 1 1
g<x0+z) =g(x0+z+a> =g(x0—z—a) =g(x0—z>=0.

Inserting this information into the entries of the matrix G(xo) and applying Lemma 2.1
yield that

1 1
det G(xo) :g(xo + e a)g(xo)g(xo =3 + a) >0,

as desired. This completes the proof that G(x) > 0 for x € [-%,0]. Since g is symmetric
around the origin, we have

det G(—x) = det (g(—x - f—; + ma)>—1se,m51 = det (g(x + % - ma))

~1<t,m<1
- _ _t_ - _¢
= —det (g(x 7 mﬂ))—lgl,mgl det (g(x 7+ rmz))ilﬂ’mSl
= det G(x).
Thus, G(x) is also invertible for x €]0, 7]. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 By Corollary 2.4 and the continuity of g, inf,c_
We define / on [-32, 34] by

1 ldetG(x)| > 0.

a a
272

272
h(x —a) 0 4 a
h(x) = G_l(x) b ) X € |:—5, §:|,
h(x +a) 0

which is a bounded function. On R \ [—37“, 37”], put 4(x) = 0. It follows immediately by

definition of % that then g and % are dual windows. O

Remark 2.5 We note that this approach is tailored to the region of parameters (a,b) in
Theorem 1.2. For example, it does not apply to the region considered in Proposition 1.1(ii).
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In fact, if 0 < b < ﬁ, then the first row of G(x) for x € [% - % +a, 5] is the zero vec-

tor, and the third row of G(x) for x € [—%,% —a- %] is the zero vector. Hence, we have

infye[ g ¢)det G(x) =0.

The conditions for g € Vi, are technical. We will now give an example, showing that

the conclusion about the size of the support of the dual window in Theorem 1.2 may break

down if g & V.

Example 2.6 Let us consider the parameters N = 5, a = 1. Consider a symmetric and

continuous function g on R with suppg = [-2, 2]; assume further that g is increasing on

[-%,0] = [-£,0] and that

Then Aflg(—%) = g(—%) - 2g(—%) +g(—%) =-1<0.Hence, g does not satisfy (A3) atx = —3

thatis, g ¢ V.

4
37

We will show that, for b= =2 = %, there does not exist a bounded real-valued function

N+2a

h € L*(R) with supp/ C [-34,32] such that the duality conditions (2.1) hold. In order to

272

obtain a contradiction, let us assume that such a dual window indeed exists. Let x¢ = 0.

4

——a=-—,

Then
xXo—a=-xo—a=-1, Xo——+a=—Xo— - +a=—-—,
0 0 (s (s
1 1 7 1 1
Xg——=—Xg——=——, Xog———a=—xg—
°"p " b 3 b b

and, consequently,

glxo + % —a) glxo+ %) glxo + % +a)

G(xo) = | glxo—a) g(xo) gxo +a)

gxo—f—a) glxo—3) go—73+a)

10

3
5 3 0
10 12 10
0 3 5

By the continuity of g there exist continuous functions €;;(x), 1 < i,j < 3, such that

5+en(®  3+enx) €13(x)
Gx) =10 + €21(x) 12+ €x(x) 10 + ex3(x)
€31(x%) 3+ep®)  5+ex)

and
€;(x) > 0 asx— xo.

Then (2.2) implies that

5+enlx)  3+enk) €13(x) hx —a)

10 + €51(x) 12 + €x3(x) 10 + €33(x) h(x)

€31(x) 3+e€3(x) 5+ e33(x) h(x + a)

(=B -]



Christensen et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2016) 2016:94 Page 10 of 17

for a.e. x € [-7, 7]. By elementary row operations this leads to

5+en(x) 3+epx) €13(x) h(x —a) 0 4
(%) m2(x) n3(x) hx) |=|b]|, aexec [—57 5}
€31(%) 3 +e3(x) 5+ e33(x) hx + a) 0

where 1;(x) := €2;(x) — 2€1;(x) — 2€3,(x) for 1 < i < 3. Since 4 is a bounded function, ignoring

a possible set of measure zero, this implies that
b =mx)h(x - a) + n2(x)h(x) + n3(x)h(x + a) - 0
as x — xg. This is a contradiction.

On the other hand, the condition g € Vy, is not necessary for {E,;; T,,8}mnecz to be
a frame in the considered region. For example, let N =1, a = i, b =2 and take gj(x) :=
(e"“2 - e‘%) X1 ](x). Then elementary calculations show that (A3) does not hold for
x € [—%,—%] C —%,—% + i—”]. But since det G(x) > 0 for x € [-F, 7], we can prove that

{Emb Tnagi}muez is a frame by following the steps in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3 Theset Vy,
In this section, we give easily verifiable sufficient conditions for a function g to belong
to V.. Recall that a continuous function f : R — C with suppf = [—%, %V] is piecewise
continuously differentiable if there exist finitely many xo = —% <A< <Xy = % such
that

(1) f is continuously differentiable on ]—x; 1, ;[ for every i € {1,...,n};

(2) the one-sided limits limx_mitlf/(x) and limx_m’,—f’(x) exist for every i € {1,...,n}.
Note that if g is a continuous and piecewise continuously differentiable function, then the

fundamental theorem of calculus yields that

X
Ayg(x) = / g@)dt forallx eR,a>0. (3.1)
X

—a

In order to avoid a tedious presentation, we will forego to mention the points where a
piecewise continuously differentiable function is not differentiable, for example, in condi-
tions (c) and (d) in the following Proposition 3.1. The result is inspired by explicit calcula-
tions for B-splines in Trebels and Steidl [26], Lemma 1.

Proposition 3.1 Let N > 0 and assume that a continuous and piecewise continuously dif-
ferentiable function g : R — R with suppg = [—%, %] satisfies the following conditions:
(a) g is symmetric around the origin;
_N 0J;
2 ) ’
(c) ¢ isincreasing on ]—%, —%];
d) g(-x-%) <g'&) forxe[-5,0[

4

(b) g is strictly increasing on [

Theng S mO<a<NVN,a'

Proof Note that conditions (a) and (b) are exactly the same as (A1) and (A2). Thus, we will
prove (A3). In the entire argument, we will assume that g is differentiable; an elementary
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consideration then extends the result to the case of piecewise differentiable functions. Let
us first consider x < —%. Then, by the mean value theorem,

iyt - o LLLo=0) _glem)glo=20

- 220 afg ) -¢ )
for some n € [x — 2a,x — a], £ € [x — a,x]. Since ¢’ is increasing up to x = —%, this proves
that A2¢(x) > 0 whenever x < -4’
We now consider x € [—%, min(—% + %‘1, 0)]. Then
. N a N
X—a<mn|l-—-—,-a]<-——
4 4 4

and

w2z

X

a2 - [ @@-ge-a)des [ (O-gt-a)dr

=z

N

> fﬁ @) -gt-a)dt+ /N (g’ <—t— g) —g’(t—a)> dt

= g(—%) —g(—% —a) —gx—a)+glx—2a)
N N N N
o) e ve(5-3) o5 )
= g(—%) -glx—a)- |:g(—tl— %) —g(x—Ztl)] 3.2)
el D] e

We now consider the terms (3.2) and (3.3) separately. For (3.2), by the mean value theorem,

g(—%) -gx—a)- [g(—ﬂ— %) —g(x—2a)}

( N )(g(—%)—g(x—a) g-a-%) —g(x—2a)>
-———X+a _
4 %—x+u —%—x+a

- <_% —x+ a) (gE)-gm)

N

for some n € [x—2a,—u—%],“§ € [x—a,—%].Since -a—-73 <x-a,wehaven <§& < -

Z )
thus, by assumption (c), g'(n) < g'(§). Recalling that x < —% + %T“ < —% +a, we have—% -
x + a > 0; thus, we conclude that the term in (3.2) indeed is nonnegative.

For (3.3), we consider two cases. If x —a > —x — %, then exactly the same argument as for
(3.2) works. If x —a < —x — %V, then we perform the same argument after a rearrangement

of the terms. Indeed,

() ~ste-a e <) ~a(a- )]
:g(g) _g<_x- %) - [g(x—”’) ‘g(‘“ i %ﬂ
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( N)(g(—%)—g(—x—%’) g(x—ﬂ)—g(—ﬂ—%)>
=(x+— -
4 x+f x+f

(5+ 5 ) ©-¢)

for some n € [-a — %,x —al, & €[-x- %, —%]. As before, this implies that (3.3) is nonneg-
ative.

We now consider x = —

% 34, according to (1.2), we must prove that

+ %

(5_3_“>_2 <_ﬂ_f)>0 (3.4)
S\a "2 ) %7471 :

N 3a
sty >

N 3a 9 N a
o(5-7)-(-5-5)
g%

_N—a( g(§ -3y -
)

First, if a > % (ie., - %) then we have

-9 g - -g=F + %))
N-a - N

N-a
2 2

S ©-gm)

for some&e[———%,%— 2l nel- —+%,—%—%] thus, (3.4) holds by assumption (c)
Now assume that § <a < 2; then - & + 3 < ¥ and
N N 3a N a N a
-—— <—-—x<0, —— ——<—-——+-<0
4 4 4 4 4 2

A (2)

. . . . / ’ . N N
this can again be expressed in terms of the difference g'(§) — g'(n) with & € [-3 — 7,-7],

4
ne [—% - %T“,—% - 7] and is hence positive.

s N N N 3a N, o N _a_ _a _
Flnally, we assume that 3 <a=< R Then -2t 7 < 3 since —7 z < —73,assump

tion (b) implies that

N 3 N N 3 Eh s
g(; - f) —g(—z - g) zg(z - Zﬂ) —g(—g) > / g(t)dt =: (%).

a7 N “7+3
(*)2/ g/(—t—a)dt=/m 3_ag(t) t=: (k).
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Since —% +5 < —% and ¢’ is increasing on ]—o0, —%], shifting the integration interval by

—% + 34—“ > 0 to the left yields that

thus, (3.4) holds, as desired. O

Proposition 3.1 immediately leads to the following simple criterion for a function to
belong to (o v Ve

Corollary 3.2 Let N > 0 and assume that a continuous and piecewise continuously differ-

entiable function g : R — R with suppg = [—%, %\[] satisfies the following conditions:

(a) g is symmetric around the origin;
(b) g’ is positive and increasing on ]—%, o[.
Then g € (Nouen VNoa-

We will now describe several functions belonging to Vi 4, either for all  from ]0, N[ or

from a subinterval hereof.

Example 3.3 Consider the B-splines By, N € N, defined recursively by

B1 = x1-12.1020 Bn1 = By * By.

In [26], Lemma 1, it is proved that, for N € N\ {1},

(i) B) isincreasing on ]—%, —%{ Ly,

(i) By(—x- %) <Bjx) forx e [—%,0[.

Thus, Proposition 3.1 implies that By € [y .n Va,a for N € N\ {1}.
Example 3.4 Let N € N\ {1} and define

X

Sfu(x) := cos?N2 <ﬁ>x[_17v,17v](x).

N
Z];

Coy2
(%) = %COSZN_LL(%) ((2N—3) sin2<%) —0032<%)> >0

and, for x € [-%,0[,

fri(x) —fz([(—x— g) = % sin<%) <sin2N‘4(%) —COSZN_4(%x>) > 0.

By Proposition 3.1, fy € (\y.pen Vioa-

Direct calculations show that, for x € ]—%, -

In the following examples we consider continuous and compactly supported ‘variants’
of the two-sided exponential function, the Gaussian, and other classical functions.
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Example 3.5 Let N > 0 and define

hn(x) .= (e"xI - e’%)x[_

w2

A ().
Then hy € (g, Vava by Corollary 3.2.

Example 3.6 Let N >0 and define

1 1
kn (x) := (m - @)X[_%g](ﬁc)-

Then ky € (Noezen Vvna by Corollary 3.2.

In the following examples simple sufficient conditions in Proposition 3.1 and Corol-
lary 3.2 are not satisfied. We will use the definition directly to show that the considered
functions belong to Vy, for certain ranges of the parameter a.

Example 3.7 Let N > 0 and consider

- 1 1
pa)= 1+a2 1+ (52 X[_%\/g](x).
We will show that

(@) pn €3y gy Vivas

(B) P €My ogeiy Vi i N = \/g% 15451 ..
It is clear that (A1) and (A2) hold, so for the considered values of 2, we now check (A3). In
fact, we will prove more, namely that

Alpn(x) >0, «x¢€ [—N,—N + 3—‘1 (3.5)

N N 3a N N N 3a N N 3a N
——<——t— < —, a-—<-——+—<a+—, —Z+Z<2a—5;

so the fact that pyy > 0 on ]—%,%[,pN(. —a)>0on]a- %,a N %[, and py( — 24) > 0 on
12a - ¥,2a + ¥ immediately shows that
(1) pnx) #0,x€] - &, -2 4 3,
(2) pn(x-a)=0,x€[-F,a~Flipyv(x-a) 70, x €la~
®) prle=20)=0,x €[5, + 1.
Thus,

N N 3an.
207 % + T],

(x)y PAS [_JX)_N +d],
AZpy(x) = {”N N
pN@) =2pn(x—a), x€]-5 +a,—7 + ]

Since py(x) > 0,x € [—%, —% + a), it now suffices to prove that

N N 3a
pnx) —2pn(x —a) > 0, xe}—3+a,—z+z}. (3.6)



Christensen et al. Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2016) 2016:94 Page 15 of 17

Let x e]—% +a,—% + %T“]. We see that

pnx) —2pn(x—a) = pn(x) - py(x — a) — pn(x — a)

__1 1 1 1
Clea? l+(@-ap (1+(x—a)2 B 1+(%>2>

(x—a)z—xz (%)2_@_&1)2

Tt @-a?) 1+ -2+ (0P &7)

In order to prove (a), we now assume that 2¥ < a < N. Since x> < (¥)? and (x—a)* —&* >

0, we have

(x—a)? -2 (%)? - (x - a)?
PN0) =2pnE =) 2 AR+ @-a?) 1+ E-a2)+E)?)
~ h(x)
A+ (A + k-2

where

2 2

h(x):=2(x—a)? —x* — % =(x—2a)*-24* - e

_N
4

Note that the quadratic function / is symmetric around x = 24. Since + %” < 2a and

g <a< N, we have

h(x) > h(—% + %“) = %(N— a)(7a-3N) > 0. (3.8)

Thus,
pn(x) = 2pn(x —a) > 0.
Therefore, (3.5) holds, that is, the proof of (a) is completed.

In order to prove (b), assume now that N > ./ % and % <ac< % Since (x — a)? — x? =

2a(% - x) and (%\1)2 —(x-a)?= (% —x+ a)(% +x —a), (3.7) implies that

pN(x) - 2pN(x —a) = 1 <2“(%—x)_ %V—x+a)(%+x_a)>'

— )2 2 N2
1+(x—a) 1+x 1+(3)
Using —Y +a<x<-§ + 3¢ itfollows that ¥ ~x+a<Nand § +x-a <1
thus,

PAG) = 2pxla =) 2

1 <2a(§—x) N(%—x))

1+a2 1+(5)?

55X ( q(x) )
1+ x-a?\ Q@+ + (X))
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where g(x) := 2a(1 + (§)*) - N1 + #?). Since § <a <3 and -J +a<x <-§ + 32, we
N N, a2 o N2
have % <x < 7550 x° < 5¢. Thus,

N N\? N2 1 5N?2
qx)=2—(1+| — -N|1+—=)=N|--+—]=0.
3 2 36 3 36
Thus, py(x) — 2pn(x — a) > 0. Therefore, (3.5) holds, as desired.

Example 3.8 Let N > 0 and consider

N2
@)= (€ ) xy @),

We will show that gy € () £
that

VN.o- As in Example 3.7 (see (3.6)), it suffices to check

<a<N

N
oan(x) —2gv(x—a)>0, =xe :|—— +a,—— + —
Let x e]—% +a,—% + 34—“], anda € [%,N[. We see that

anv(x) - 2gn(x — a) = gn(x) —gn(x —a) —gn(x — a)

2 x-a)? ( o wa? _ e-NTz)

2
Since —(x — a)* > - and (x - a)* - x*> > 0, we have

¥ (e("’”)z’xz -1) - N (eNTZ’("’”)2 -1)

v

an(x) —2gn(x — a)

= o (e eNTz—(x—aﬂ)

where h(x) := 2(x — a)* - x> — (§)?. From (3.8) we have h(x) > 0. Thus,
an(x) —2gn(x —a) > 0,

as desired.
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