arXiv:2401.15450v1 [math.DS] 27 Jan 2024

CHARACTERIZATION OF FRAMES FOR SOURCE RECOVERY FROM DYNAMICAL SAMPLES

A. ALDROUBI, R. DIAZ MARTIN, L. GONG, J. MASHREGHI, I. MEDRI

Abstract. In this paper, we address the problem of recovering constant source terms in a discrete dynamical system represented by x_{n+1} = Ax_n + w, where x_n is the n-th state in a Hilbert space H, A is a bounded linear operator in B(H), and w is a source term within a closed subspace W of H. Our focus is on the stable recovery of w using time-space sample measurements formed by inner products with vectors from a Bessel system G ⊂ H. We establish the necessary and sufficient conditions for the recovery of w from these measurements, independent of the unknown initial state x_0 and for any w ∈ W . This research is particularly relevant to applications such as environmental monitoring, where precise source identification is critical.

1. Introduction

1.1. Dynamical sampling for source recovery. The problem we study in this paper is the recovery of constant source terms driving a discrete dynamical system, using time-space samples of an evolving physical quantity. Specifically, we consider the following discrete-time dynamical system: (1.1) x_{n+1} = Ax_n + w, n ∈ N, w ∈ W, where x_n ∈ H is the n-th state of the system, and H is a separable Hilbert space. The operator A ∈ B(H) is called the dynamic operator, w ∈ W ⊆ H is the source or forcing term, and W is a closed subspace of H. The term x_0 ∈ H is called the initial state.

(Akram Aldroubi) Department of Mathematics, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tennessee 37240-0001 USA

(Rocío Martín Díaz) Department of Mathematics, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tennessee 37240-0001 USA

(Le Gong) Department of Mathematics, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tennessee 37240-0001 USA

(Javad Mashreghi) Laval University, Québec, QC, G1V 0A6, Canada (Ivan Medri) Tennessee State University, Department of Computer Science, Nashville, TN 37209, USA

E-mail address: aldroubi@math.vanderbilt.edu, rocio.p.diaz.martin@vanderbilt.edu,

le.gong@vanderbilt.edu, javad.mashreghi@mat.ulaval.ca, imedri@tnstate.edu.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46N99, 42C15, 94O20.

Key words and phrases. Sampling Theory, Forcing, Frames, Reconstruction, Continuous Sampling. The research of Akram Aldroubi and Le Gong is supported in part by grant DMS-2208030. Javad Mashreghi was supported by grants from the Fulbright Foundation and the Canada Research Chair program. 1

2 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

Time-space sample measurements

(1.2) D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n,j}

are obtained by inner products ⟨x_n, g_j⟩ with vectors of a Bessel system G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H, referred to as the set of spatial sampling vectors, and organized in the matrix D(x_0, w). The data matrix is called the data of the system (also called the set of timespace samples, measurements, or observations). The problem we will analyze is to find necessary and sufficient conditions for recovering w from the data (1.2) in a stable way, independent of the unknown x_0 and for any w ∈ W . The concept of stability will be made precise in Section 4.

For example, if H = ℓ^2, the value x_n(j) represents the value of the state at time n and spatial position j. Given an orthonormal basis {b_k}_{k∈K} for W , the vector w = ∑ k c_kb_k can be viewed as a weighted sum of source terms b_k, each located at positions k ∈ K, with magnitude c_k. A set of spatial sampling vectors G = {g_j}_{j≥1}, consisting of spatial sampling vectors (not necessarily in W ), can be used to obtain the space time-samples (1.2).

The mathematical problem described above is inspired by environmental monitoring applications for identifying the locations and magnitude of pollution sources. Typically, this necessitates the strategic placement of sensors across different locations to collect relevant data. For instance, in the topic of air pollution highlighted in [1] and related works, the goal is to determine the emission levels from a specific number of smokestack sources by employing a limited set of sensors.

The recent work [2], provides necessary and sufficient conditions for recovering a stationary source in a finite-dimensional dynamical system. In this article, the underlying space is an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space H, and the techniques and some of the results are vastly different.

1.2. Context of this work. The area of Dynamical Sampling has been extensively studied in the literature [3–16]. Dynamical sampling problems are connected to several areas of mathematics, including control theory, frame theory, functional analysis, and harmonic analysis [17–33], as well as having numerous applications in science and engineering [34–37]. The three main problems in the area of dynamical sampling are as follows.

(i) System identification: Recovering the dynamic operator A by knowledge of the set of measurements D(x_0, w). See, e.g., [38–41].

(ii) Initial state recovery: Assuming the A is known and ω ≡ 0 or known, the objective is to determine the necessary and sufficient conditions on the spatial sampling set of vectors G = {g_j}_{j≥1} and on the operator A for recovering the initial condition x_0 in a stable way from the data D(x_0, w). This problem is also known as the “time-space trade-off in sampling for recovering the initial state” since the goal is to exploit time to achieve reconstruction even when G is finite. See, e.g., [4, 5, 11, 12, 16, 22, 26, 27, 42].

(iii) Source recovery: The focus is on identifying specific types of source terms that drive the dynamical system. See, e.g., [2, 43, 44].

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 3

In this work, we investigate the previously mentioned source recovery problem within the dynamical sampling framework. The key distinction, compared to those in [2, 43, 44], lies in establishing the necessary and sufficient conditions under which the set G = {g_j}_{j≥1} enables stable recovery of the sources. Conversely, the cited works [2, 43, 44] prescribe a set G and provide algorithms for approximating specific types of time-dependent source terms.

1.3. Organization of the paper. The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we describe the intrinsic mathematical structure of the dynamical system that is our main concern in this work. Section 3 contains all the main results, consisting of five major theorems. This part is followed by three consecutive Sections 4, 5, and 6 which contain the proofs of Main Theorems. In fact, Section 4 contains some technical lemmas that are interesting in their own right, as well as a detailed description of B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) and B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) spaces. The latter is crucial since it is used as the ambient space of measurements in the dynamical system and is exploited in the stable recovery of source file. Finally, Section 7 contains a delicate descriptive example showing that even if the source w belongs to a one-dimensional subspace W within H, the recovery of w requires an infinite number of time samples when H is an infinite-dimensional space. This example reveals the sharpness of our main results. Section 8 constitutes the final segment of the paper, encompassing concluding remarks, potential generalizations, and avenues for future research.

2. The mathematical description of problem

As part of the main problem, given a dynamical system (1.1), we wish to recover the source term w in a stable way from the data provided in measurements D(x_0, w). To describe the notion of stable reconstruction we need to describe some ambient spaces B in which the data sits together with an appropriate norm ‖ · ‖_B in each case. This setting allows us to describe the reconstruction operator R as a continuous linear mapping from the data space B to the Hilbert space H containing the source term w.

2.1. The measurement space. There are two cases of dynamical systems that we will wish to consider. Briefly speaking, they are as follows.

(i) In the first case, the data matrix D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N], j≥1} is obtained from finitely many iterations, where [N] = {0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1}, N ≥ 1.

(ii) In the second setting, the data matrix D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n≥0, j≥1} stems from infinitely many time iterations.

In the first case, all data measurements sit in the space B(ℓ^2, C^N ), which can be described as the family of all infinite matrices D = [d_{ij} ] with (finitely many) N rows r_1, . . . , r_N , where each row r_i = (d_{i1}, d_{i2}, . . . ) ∈ ℓ^2. This space B(ℓ^2, C^N ) is endowed with the norm

(2.1) ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→C} N = N∑ i=1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} , for D ∈ B(ℓ^2, C^N ).

4 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

For the second case of infinitely many time iterations, we will use the space B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) which is a closed subspace of B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). The latter is the family of all infinite matrices for which the norm

(2.2) ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ = sup_{i≥1} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} , for D ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞),

is finite. The former space B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) is the closed subspace consisting of matrices whose rows form a Cauchy sequence in ℓ^2. More explicitly, we provide the following definition.

Definition 2.3. The space B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) is the set of matrices {D = [d_{i,j}] : i ≥ 1, j ≥ 1} such that each row r_i of D belongs to ℓ^2, and there exists a t ∈ ℓ^2 such that lim_{i→∞} ‖r_i − t‖_ℓ2 = 0. The norm ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ is defined as sup_{i≥1} ‖r_i‖_ℓ2 .

Note that due to the equivalence of norms in C^N ,we may replace^N ∑ i=1 by sup_{1≤i≤N} in (2.1),

and so B^s(ℓ^2, C^N ) = B(ℓ^2, C^N ). A detailed description of these spaces, in particular, an equivalent description of B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), is available in Section 4. Throughout the general description of the spaces B(ℓ^2, C^N ) and B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), we use the index i, commencing from the initial value 1, for the rows of matrices involved in the discussion. However, when analyzing dynamical systems, we adopt a different indexing scheme, mostly denoted by n and starting at 0.

2.2. Generalized source recovery problem. We also treat dynamical systems that are a generalized version of (1.1). In this general setting, we assume that the states x_n, n ≥ 1, are obtained via a recursive equation

(2.4) x_n = F_n(x_0, . . . , x_{n−1}, w), n ≥ 1,

with w belonging to a closed subspace W of H. In particular, F_n can be a nonlinear functional of its arguments. Another prototype example of such a general system is x_n = A_{n,0}x_0 + · · · + A_{n,n−1}x_{n−1} + B_nw, n ≥ 1, where As and Bs are bounded linear operators on H.

To present some solid results in the setting (2.4), we assume the system satisfies the following properties.

(i) For each w ∈ W , there is a corresponding unique stationary state. More explicitly, given any w ∈ W , there is an initial state x_0(w) such that

x_n = x_0(w), n ≥ 1.

(ii) The correspondence between w and its unique stationary state x_0(w) is bounded.

That is, the mapping S : W → H defined by S(w) := x_0(w) is a bounded linear operator, and we call S the stationary mapping operator.

(iii) For any source term w ∈ W and any arbitrary initial state x_0 ∈ H, we have

lim_{n→∞} x_n = S(w),

where the above limit is in ‖ · ‖_H.

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 5

As an illustrative example, when considering a dynamical system of the form (1.1), under the hypothesis ρ(A) < 1, we will see that x_0(w) = (I − A)^{−1}w is the unique stationary state corresponding to a given w. Besides, notice that if F_n is linear and S is well-defined, i.e., (i) holds, then S is necessarily a linear mapping.

Definition 2.5. A dynamical system (2.4) satisfying the above properties (i)–(iii) will be referred to by the quadruple (H, W, F, S).

2.3. Stable recovery. Consider a dynamical system of the form (1.1) or of the form (H, W, F, S), starting at an arbitrary initial state x_0 ∈ H with measurements D(x_0, w) given by sampling through a Bessel sequence G = {g_j }_{j≥1} in H as in (1.2).

(i) If there are finitely many time iterations, we say that the source term w ∈ W ⊆ H can be recovered from the data D(x_0, w) in a stable way if there exists a bounded linear operator R : B(ℓ^2, C^N ) → H such that R ( D(x_0, w) ) = w for all x_0 ∈ H and all w ∈ W .

(ii) If we have infinitely many time iterations, we say that the source term w ∈ W ⊆ H can be recovered from the data D(x_0, w) in a stable way if there exists a bounded linear operator R : B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) → H such that R ( D(x_0, w) ) = w for all x_0 ∈ H and all w ∈ W .

The differences between the measurement spaces B(ℓ^2, C^N ) and B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), and consequently the emerging reconstruction operators R, are profound and is discussed in depth in the following sections.

3. Main Results

In this section, we gather the main results accompanied by concise descriptions. In later sections, we provide the proofs.

3.1. The reconstruction. Our first results reveal the main property of the B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) space and its role in the stable reconstruction process.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be any Bessel sequence in H with optimal Bessel bound C_G > 0. Then, for each D = [d_{ij}] ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), the limit

lim DG := lim_{i→∞} ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j exists in H and, moreover, the mapping

R_G : B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) −→ H D −→ lim DG is a well-defined bounded operator whose norm is precisely √ C_G .

6 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

3.2. Finite time iterations. In this part, the reconstruction of the source term is done by using a finite number of time iterations of the dynamical system (1.1).

In our first result, the source w can be any point of the ambient space H. From the practical point of view, this case is not as interesting as the upcoming restricted case to closed subspaces, since in general, the sources are not located at every spatial location. However, from the mathematical point of view, it has an elegant description of the solution to the source recovery problem.

Theorem 3.2. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be a Bessel sequence in H. Consider the dynamical system (1.1), with an arbitrary initial state x_0 ∈ H. Then the source term w ∈ H can be recovered from the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N], j≥1} in a stable way for some 1 ≤ N < ∞ if and only if G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H.

In the next result, we restrict the source term to be in a closed subspace W of H. From a practical point of view, despite being mathematically more challenging, this is the most interesting case. As a matter of fact, in applications such as environmental monitoring, one has prior knowledge of where the main pollution sources are located which is translated into considering closed subspaces of the ambient space H. However, the mathematical description of a solution turns out to be more subtle.

Theorem 3.3. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be a Bessel sequence in H. Let W be a closed subspace of H, let P_W : H → H be the orthogonal projection onto W , and assume that source term w belongs to W . Consider the dynamical system (1.1), with an arbitrary initial state x_0 ∈ H, and with 1 /∈ σ(A). If the source term w ∈ W can be recovered from the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N], j≥1} in a stable way for some 1 ≤ N < ∞, then {P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W .

There is an example in Section 7, that shows that in the case where W ⊊ H, the source w cannot be recovered from finitely many iterations N. Thus, on the one hand, this example reveals the sharpness of Theorem 3.3. On the other hand, in the next subsection, we consider the case where W ⊊ H and the data D(x_0, w) consists of infinitely many time samples.

3.3. Infinite time iterations. Dynamical system (1.1) is a special of the more general dynamical system (2.4). In fact, the Model (2.4) can be even nonlinear. The following theorem provides a full characterization of stable reconstruction from data measurements D(x_0, w) for the system (2.4).

Theorem 3.4. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, let W be a closed subspace of H, and let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be a Bessel sequence in H. Consider the dynamical system (H, W, F, S) (see Definition 2.5) with any initial state x_0 ∈ H, and assume that F is linear. Then, each source term w ∈ W can be recovered from the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n≥0,j≥1} in a stable way if and only if {S^∗g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W .

As a special case of Theorem 3.4, we characterize stable reconstruction for the dynamical system (1.1) created with an operator A with the spectral radius ρ(A) < 1.

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 7

Theorem 3.5. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, let W be a closed subspace of H, and let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be a Bessel sequence in H. Consider the dynamical system (1.1) with an arbitrary initial state x_0 ∈ H, and with ρ(A) < 1. Then each source term w ∈ W of the system can be recovered from the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n≥0,j≥1} in a stable way if and only if {P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W .

4. Stable reconstruction and the proof of Theorem 3.1 Before presenting the proof of Main Theorems, we need to develop the required mathematical background. In particular, our main goal is to provide a clear foundation for the notion of stable reconstruction which was exploited in the announcement of theorems. This important concept needs a detailed discussion, which is fulfilled in this section.

Lemma 4.1. Let D be a bounded operator from the sequence Hilbert space ℓ^2 to the sequence Banach algebra ℓ^∞. Let [d_{ij}] be the matrix representation of D with respect to the canonical basis (e_n)_{n≥1}, i.e., De_j = ∞∑ i=1 d_{ij} e_i, j ≥ 1. Then ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ = sup_{i≥1} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} . Proof. Let x = (x_j)_{j≥1} ∈ ℓ^2. Then, by Cauchy–Schwartz inequality,

‖Dx‖_ℓ∞ = sup_{i≥1} |(Dx)_i| = sup_{i≥1} | | | | ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij} x_j | | | | ≤ sup_{i≥1} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} ‖x‖_ℓ2 . Hence, ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ ≤ sup_{i≥1} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} . For the reverse inequality, fix a row i in D. Define the vector x = (x_j )_{j≥1} by

x_j := |d_{ij}|^2/d_{ij} if d_{ij} ≠ 0, 0 if d_{ij} = 0.

These coefficients are designed to have

(Dx)_i = ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij} x_j = ∞∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2, and, at the same time, ‖x‖_ℓ2 = (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} .

8 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

Thus, ‖Dx‖_ℓ∞ ‖x‖_ℓ2 ≥ |(Dx)_i| ‖x‖_ℓ2 = (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} , which gives ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ ≥ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{ij}|^2 )_{1/2} . □ We denote the family of all bounded linear operators from ℓ^2 to ℓ^∞ by B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞).

Lemma 4.1 characterizes such operators as those whose rows, in the canonical matrix representation, are uniformly bounded in ℓ^2. We define a closed subspace of B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) and use it to tackle the question of stable reconstruction. The precise definition is as follows.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Then B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) (where s stands for strong) consists of all operators D ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) such that the limit

(4.2) lim_{i→∞} ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j exists in the norm of H for any Bessel sequence G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H. By the unitary equivalence of separable Hilbert spaces, the definition does not depend on H. Also note that since G is a Bessel sequence and each row of D is in ℓ^2, the sum in (4.2) is well-defined and represents an element of H. In the following, we will write lim DG for the limit in (4.2). More explicitly, whenever D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) and G is a Bessel sequence in H, we will write

(4.3) lim DG := lim_{i→∞} ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j Lemma 4.4. Let D = [d_{ij} ] ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). Then D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) if and only if the rows of D are norm convergent in ℓ^2, i.e., there is a vector t ∈ ℓ^2 such that

lim_{i→∞} ‖r_i − t‖_ℓ2 = 0,

where r_i := (d_{i1}, d_{i2}, . . . ) denotes the i-th row of D.

Proof. Assume that D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). If we consider even a single sequence G which is an orthonormal basis in H, then the series in (4.2) is unitarily equivalent to the vector r_i := (d_{i1}, d_{i2}, . . . ) ∈ ℓ^2. Thus, the assumption on the existence of a limit precisely means that the rows are convergent in ℓ^2.

Conversely, let D ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), assume that its rows are convergent in ℓ^2 norm to a vector t = (t_1, t_2, . . . ) ∈ ℓ^2, and fix an arbitrary Bessel sequence G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H. Then,

h := ∞∑ j=1 t_j g_j

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 9

is a well-defined element of H. Moreover, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖h − ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 t_jg_j − ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 (t_j − d_{ij} )g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ H ≤ √ C_G ‖t − r_i‖_ℓ2 , where C_G is the optimal bound of the Bessel sequence G (see, for e.g. [45, Thm. 3.2.3]). By assumption, ‖t − r_i‖_ℓ2 → 0, as i → ∞. Hence, lim_{i→∞} ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j = h, which means that D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). □

Corollary 4.5. B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) is a closed subspace of B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞).

Proof. Let D^{(n)}, n ≥ 1, be a sequence in B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) which converges to D ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) in the topology of B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). Denote the i-th rows of D^{(n)} and D respectively by r^{(n)}_i and r_i. Write

r_i − r_i′ = (r_i − r^{(n)}_i ) + (r^{(n)}_i′ − r_i′ ) + (r^{(n)}_i − r^{(n)}_i′ ).

For the first two terms on the right side we have ‖r_i − r^{(n)}_i ‖_ℓ2 ≤ ‖D − D^{(n)}‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ , and ‖r_i′ − r^{(n)}_i′ ‖_ℓ2 ≤ ‖D − D^{(n)}‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ , Therefore, given ε > 0, we take n so large that ‖D − D^{(n)}‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ ≤ ε. Hence,

‖r_i − r_i′ ‖_ℓ2 ≤ 2ε + ‖r^{(n)}_i − r^{(n)}_i′ ‖_ℓ2 .

Now, by Lemma 4.4 applied to D^{(n)}, there is and index i_0 such that ‖r^{(n)}_i − r^{(n)}_i′ ‖_ℓ2 < ε, i, i^′ > i_0. Therefore, for all i, i^′ > i_0, we will have ‖r_i − r_i′ ‖_ℓ2 ≤ 3ε. This means that the rows of D are norm Cauchy, and thus norm convergent. Hence, one again using Lemma 4.4, we conclude that D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). □

All the previous results were designed to arrive at Theorem 3.1 which is a fundamental result. We are now able to prove this theorem.

10 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1. Fix any D ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). Let r_i := (d_{i1}, d_{i2}, . . . ) denotes the i-th row of D. Define

(DG)_i := ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j , i ≥ 1. Then, ‖(DG)_i‖_H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 d_{ij}g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_H ≤ √ C_G‖r_i‖_ℓ2 ≤ √ C_G ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ , i ≥ 1. Let i → ∞ to obtain ‖R_G (D)‖_H = ‖ lim DG‖_H ≤ √ C_G ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ . Therefore, the operator R_G is bounded and ‖R_G ‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H} ≤ √ C_G. To prove the reverse inequality, let D be the operator in B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) whose rows are all equal to a fixed vector d = (d_1, d_2, . . . ) ∈ ℓ^2.

Then clearly ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ = ‖d‖_ℓ2 , and R_G (D) = lim DG = ∞∑ j=1 d_jg_j . Hence, the inequality ‖R_G (D)‖_H ≤ ‖R_G ‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H} ‖D‖_ℓ2_{→ℓ}∞ transforms to ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 d_jg_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_H ≤ ‖R_G ‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H} ‖d‖_ℓ2 , d ∈ ℓ^2. But, since d ∈ ℓ^2 is arbitrary, this estimation implies √ C_G ≤ ‖R_G ‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H}. □ 5. Proofs of theorems for finite time iterations

Lemma 5.1. Consider the dynamical system (1.1) with any initial state x_0 ∈ H. Given a Bessel sequence G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H and 1 ≤ N < ∞, then the data matrix D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N], j≥1} belongs to B(ℓ^2, C^N ).

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 11

Proof. The proof holds since G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H is a Bessel sequence. Indeed, if C_G is the optimal Bessel bound, then ‖D(x_0, w)‖_ℓ2_{→C} N = N−1∑ n=0 ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_n, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G N−1∑ n=0 ‖x_n‖^2_H < ∞. □ Proposition 5.2. Consider the dynamical system (1.1), and let 1 ≤ N < ∞. Given a frame G = {g_j}_{j≥1} for H, consider the data operator D defined by D : H × H −→ B(ℓ^2, C^N ) D(x_0, w) := [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N],j≥1}. Then the image of D is a closed subspace in B(ℓ^2, C^N ).

Proof. Consider a sequence {(x^k_0 , w^k)}_{k∈N} in H×H such that the sequence {D(x^k_0, w^k)}_{k∈N} converges in B(ℓ^2, C^N ). Let r ∈ B(ℓ^2, C^N ) be such limit lim_{k→∞} D(x^k_0 , w^k) = r.

We recall that, by definition, r is of the form r := (r_0, r_1, . . . , r_{N−1}) where, for each 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1, r_n := (r_{n1}, r_{n2}, . . . ) ∈ ℓ^2.

Since G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H, the image of the analysis operator A_G : H −→ ℓ^2 A_G(h) := (⟨h, g_j⟩)_{j≥1} is a closed linear subspace in ℓ^2. Notice that (5.3) r_0 = lim_{k→∞} A_G(x^k_0 )

where the above limit is in ℓ^2-norm. Since the image of A_G is closed, there exists x_0 ∈ H such that r_0 = A_G(x_0) = ( ⟨x_0, g_1⟩, ⟨x_0, g_2⟩, . . . ) . Since G is a frame with optimal lower and upper bounds c_G and C_G , we obtain that

‖x^k_0 − x_0‖^2_H ≤ 1 c_G ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x^k_0 − x_0, g_j⟩|^2 = 1 c_G ‖A_G(x^k_0 ) − A_G(x_0) r_0 ‖^2_ℓ2 ,

and thus, by (5.3),

(5.4) lim_{k→∞} ‖x^k_0 − x_0‖^2_H ≤ lim_{k→∞} 1 c_G ‖A_G (x^k_0 ) − r_0‖^2_ℓ2 = 0.

This means that {x^k_0 }_{k∈N} converges to x_0 in H.

Similarly, r_1 = lim_{k→∞} A_G (Ax^k_0 + w^k) = A_G (Ax_0) + lim_{k→∞} A_G(w^k).

12 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

In particular {A_G(w^k)}_{k∈N} converges in ℓ^2, and since the image of A_G is closed in ℓ^2, there exists w ∈ H such that lim_{k→∞} ‖A_G(w^k) − A_G(w)‖^2_ℓ2 = 0.

By repeating the argument given in (5.4) we see that {w^k}_{k∈N} converges to w in H. Thus, r_1 = A_G(Ax_0 + w).

Finally, as the n-th state of the dynamical system (1.1) with initial state x^k_0 ∈ H and source w^k ∈ H can be written as x^k_n = A^nx^k_0 + (I + A + · · · + A^{n−1})w^k, n ≥ 1, and, analogously, the n-th state of the dynamical system (1.1) with initial state x_0 ∈ H and source w ∈ H can be written as x_n = A^nx_0 + (I + A + · · · + A^{n−1})w, n ≥ 1, we have

r_n = lim_{k→∞} A_G(x^k_n) = lim_{k→∞} A_G ( A^nx^k_0 + (I + A + · · · + A^{n−1})w^k ) = A_G ( A^nx_0 + (I + A + · · · + A^{n−1})w ) = A_G(x_n).

This implies that lim_{k→∞} D(x^k_0, w^k) = r = D(x_0, w), that is, r belongs to the image of the data operator D. □ 5.1. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Consider the dynamical system (1.1), and suppose that a stable recovery is possible in N time of iterations. More explicitly, for any x_0 ∈ H and any w ∈ H, the source w can be recovered by applying a bounded linear operator R : B(ℓ^2, C^N ) → H to the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[N], j≥1}, where G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a Bessel sequence in H. Hence, there exists a positive constant C such that

(5.5) ‖R(D)‖^2_H ≤ C N−1∑ n=0 ∞∑ j=1 |d_{nj}|^2, D ∈ B(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞), and (5.6) R(D(x_0, w)) = w, x_0, w ∈ H. Our objective is to show that G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H.

According to (5.5) and (5.6), we have ‖w‖^2_H ≤ C (_∞ ∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2 + · · · + ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_{N−1}, g_j⟩|^2 ) . (5.7)

Hence, by (1.1), we obtain

(5.8) ‖w‖^2_H ≤ C ∞∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=0 | | | | | ⟨ A^nx_0 + n−1∑ k=0 A^kw, g_j ⟩| | | | 2 ,

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 13

where if n = 0, we understand A^nx_0 + ∑_{n−1} k=0 A^k simply as x_0.

Next, for x_0 ∈ H, we choose w = (I − A)x_0, and we substitute it into (5.8). After some simplifications, the above relation is rewritten as ‖(I − A)x_0‖^2_H ≤ NC ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2, x_0 ∈ H. Repeated use of this estimation implies ‖(I − A)^kx_0‖^2_H ≤ NC ∞∑ j=1 |⟨(I − A)^{k−1}x_0, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ NCC_G ‖(I − A)^{k−1}x_0‖^2_H ≤ N^2C^2C_G ∞∑ j=1 |⟨(I − A)^{k−2}x_0, g_j⟩|^2 . . ≤ C_k ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2, x_0 ∈ H, (5.9)

where we have used the fact that G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a Bessel sequence in H with optimal bound C_G , and where the constant C_k = N^kC^kC^{k−1}_G depends on constant C, on the number of time iterations of the dynamical system N, and on the power k ≥ 1.

We go back to (5.8) again, but this time we consider x_0 = 0. If we write A as

A = I − (I − A), then the expression^{n−1} ∑ k=0 A^kw can be rewritten as n−1∑ k=0 A^kw = n−1∑ k=0 α_{n,k}(I − A)^kw, 1 ≤ n ≤ N, for some complex coefficients α_{n,k} whose precise values are not relevant here. Thus, we get ‖w‖^2_H ≤ C ∞∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=0

| | | | | ⟨ A^nx_0 0 + n−1∑ k=0 A^kw, g_j ⟩| | | | 2

= C ∞∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=1 | | | | ⟨_{n−1} ∑ k=0 A^kw, g_j ⟩| | | 2

= C ∞∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=1 | | | | ⟨_{n−1} ∑ k=0 α_{n,k}(I − A)^kw, g_j ⟩| | | 2

≤ C(sup |α_{n,k}|)^2 (_∞ ∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=1 n−1∑ k=0 | |⟨(I − A)^kw, g_j⟩ | |^2 )

14 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

≤ C(sup |α_{n,k}|)^2(N − 1) (_∞ ∑ j=1 N−2∑ k=0 | |⟨(I − A)^kw, g_j⟩ | |^2 )

= C^′ (_∞ ∑ j=1 N−2∑ k=0 |⟨(I − A)^kw, g_j⟩|^2 )

≤ C^′C_G N−2∑ k=1 ‖(I − A)^kw‖^2_H + C^′ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |⟨w, g_j⟩|^2 )

≤ C^{′′} ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, g_j⟩|^2, where C^′ = C(N − 1)(sup{|α_{n,k}| : 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, 1 ≤ n ≤ N − 1})^2, the third inequality again stems from the fact that G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a Bessel sequence in H, and the last inequality holds because of (5.9) with C^{′′} = C^′(C_G^{N−2} ∑ k=1 C_k + 1). Therefore, 1 C^{′′} ‖w‖^2_H ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G‖w‖^2_H, w ∈ H and we finally conclude that G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H.

Now we prove the converse statement: w can be recovered in a stable way G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H.

If G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H, there exists constants c_G , C_G > 0 such that

(5.10) c_G ‖h‖^2_H ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |⟨h, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G ‖h‖^2_H, h ∈ H. Additionally, let ~G = {~g_i}_{i≥1} be the canonical dual frame of G = {g_j}_{j≥1}. Then, for each j ≥ 1,

(5.11) A^∗g_j = ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} g_i, where a_{ij} = ⟨A^∗g_j, ~g_i⟩. Given the dynamical system (1.1), we have ⟨w, g_j⟩ = ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ⟨Ax_n, g_j⟩ = ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ⟨x_n, A^∗g_j⟩ = ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ⟨ x_n, ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} g_i ⟩

= ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_n, g_i⟩. (5.12)

Notice that (5.12) holds for any two consecutive states x_n and x_{n+1}.

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 15

Since G is a frame for H, w ∈ H can be written as w = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨w, g_j⟩~g_j. By (5.12), every coefficient ⟨w, g_j⟩ can be written in terms of the measurements {⟨x_n, g_j⟩, ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩}_{j≥1}, for all values of n ≥ 0. Therefore, we have the following reconstruction expression for w in terms of the measurements of the dynamical system (1.1):

(5.13) w = ∞∑ j=1 ( ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_n, g_i⟩ ) ~g_j. In particular, one can consider the space samples of the first two states of the system x_0 and x_1 and get

(5.14) w = ∞∑ j=1 ( ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ ) ~g_j. Moreover, from (5.10) and (5.12), we have ∞∑ j=1 | | | | ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ | | | | 2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨Ax_0, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G ‖Ax_0‖^2_H ≤ C_G‖A‖^2_{H→H}‖x_0‖^2_H ≤ C_G c_G ‖A‖^2_{H→H} ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2, (5.15)

and thus ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 ( ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ ) ~g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

H ≤ 1 c_G ∞∑ j=1 | | | | ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ | | | | 2

≤ 2 c_G ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_1, g_j⟩|^2 + | | | | ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ | | | | 2

≤ 2 c_G ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_1, g_j⟩|^2 + 2 C_G c^2_G ‖A‖ ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2

≤ ~C (_∞ ∑ j=1 |⟨x_1, g_j⟩|^2 + ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_0, g_j⟩|^2 ) , (5.16)

where ~C = 2 max{^1_{cG} ,^{CG}_{c2G} ‖A‖^2_{H→H}}. These estimations imply the boundedness of the reconstruction formula (5.14).

16 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

We are now able to define the operator R : B(ℓ^2, C^2 ) −→ H by R(D) = ∞∑ j=1 ( d_{1j} − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k, g_i ⟩) ~g_j, where we recall that [2] = {0, 1} and D = [d_{nj}]_{n∈[2], j≥1}. Equivalently, by (5.11), the above operator can be re-written as R(D) = ∞∑ j=1 ( d_{1j} − ⟨_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k, A^∗g_j ⟩) ~g_j

= ∞∑ j=1 ( d_{1j} − ⟨ A (_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k ) , g_j ⟩) ~g_j. (5.17)

By using (5.17) and the same bounds as in (5.15) and (5.16) we can show that R is a well-defined bounded operator. Indeed,

‖R(D)‖^2_H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 ( d_{1j} − ⟨ A (_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k ) , g_j ⟩) ~g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

H ≤ ~C ∞∑ j=1 |d_{1j}|^2 + ∞∑ j=1 | | | | ⟨_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k, g_j ⟩| | | | 2

≤ ~C (_∞ ∑ j=1 |d_{1j}|^2 + ∞∑ j=1 |d_{0j} |^2 ) = ~C ‖D‖_{B(ℓ}2_{,C} 2_).

To justify the last inequality, let u := ∑_∞ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k ∈ H. Since {g_j }_{j≥1} and {~g_j}_{j≥1} are a pair of canonical dual frames, we also have that u = ∑_∞ j=1⟨u, g_j⟩ ~g_j. By [46, Lemma VIII]), the coefficients (⟨u, g_j⟩)_{j≥1} have the least ℓ^2-norm. In particular, ∞∑ j=1

| | | | | | |

⟨_∞ ∑ k=1 d_{0k} ~g_k u , g_j ⟩ | | | | | | |

2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨u, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |d_{0j}|^2.

Finally, the operator R is linear, and it is a reconstruction operator since by (5.14) we have R ( [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[2], j≥1} ) = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨_∞ ∑ k=1 ⟨x_0, g_k⟩ ~g_k x_0 , g_i ⟩ ~g_j.

= ∞∑ j=1 ( ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_0, g_i⟩ ) ~g_j = w, which concludes the proof. □

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 17

5.2. Proof of Theorem 3.3. Consider the dynamical system (1.1) and suppose that for each x_0 ∈ H and w ∈ W we achieve stable recovery of the source term w in finite time N by measuring the states of the system with a Bessel sequence G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H. Precisely, the source w ∈ W can be recovered by applying a bounded linear operator R : B(ℓ^2, C^N ) → H. That is, R satisfies (5.5) and

(5.18) R(D(x_0, w)) = w, x_0 ∈ H, w ∈ W.

Our objective is to show that, {P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W .

According to (5.5) and (5.18), we have ‖w‖^2_H ≤ C N−1∑ n=0 ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_n, g_j⟩|^2

= C ∞∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=0 | | | | ⟨ A^nx_0 + n−1∑ i=0 A^iw, g_j ⟩| | | 2

= C (_∞ ∑ j=1 N−1∑ n=0 |⟨A^nx_0 + (I − A^n)(I − A)^{−1}w, g_j⟩|^2 ) , w ∈ W, where we have used that the states of (1.1) can be expressed as

(5.19) x_n = A^nx_0 + (I + A + · · · + A^{n−1})w, n ≥ 1.

Given any w ∈ W , by considering x_0 = (I − A)^{−1}w and substituting it into the above inequality we get ‖w‖^2_H ≤ NC ∞∑ j=1 |⟨(I − A)^{−1}w, g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C^′‖(I − A)^{−1}w‖^2 ≤ C^{′′}‖w‖^2, (5.20)

where in the second inequality follows since G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a Bessel sequence in H, and the last inequality holds because of (I − A)^{−1} is a bounded linear operator on H. Note that, if C_G denotes the optimal Bessel bound for G, then C^′ = NCC_G and C^{′′} = C^′‖(I − A)^{−1}‖_{H→H}. Since ∞∑ j=1 |⟨(I − A)^{−1}w, g_j⟩|^2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j⟩|^2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j⟩|^2, from (5.20) we have 1 NC ‖w‖^2_H ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C^{′′}‖w‖^2, w ∈ W, and so {P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g_j}_{j≥0} is a frame for the subspace W . □

18 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

6. Proofs of theorems for infinite time iterations Lemma 6.1. Consider the dynamical system (H, W, F, S) (see Definition 2.5) with any initial state x_0 ∈ H. If G = {g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ H is a Bessel sequence, then the data matrix D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n≥0,j≥1} belongs to B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞).

Proof. By assumption, the states {x_n} of the dynamical system (2.4) satisfy (6.2) ‖x_n − S(w)‖_H → 0, n → ∞. The n-th row of D(x_0, w) is r_n := ( ⟨x_n, g_1⟩, ⟨x_n, g_2⟩, . . . ) . Define r := ( ⟨S(w), g_1⟩, ⟨S(w), g_2⟩, . . . ) . Since G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a Bessel sequence in H (with optimal Bessel bound C_G), by (6.2), we have ‖r_n − r‖^2_ℓ2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨x_n, g_j⟩ − ⟨S(w), g_j⟩|^2

= ∞∑ j=1 |⟨(x_n − S(w)), g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G ‖x_n − S(w)‖^2_H → 0, n → ∞. (6.3) Hence, by Lemma 4.4, D(x_0, w) ∈ B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞). □ 6.1. Proof of Theorem 3.4. Fix any x_0 ∈ H and any source w ∈ W , and put D(x_0, w) := [ ⟨x_i, g_j⟩ ] n≥0,j≥1. By Lemma 6.1, D(x0, w) ∈ B

s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞).

Suppose that there is a bounded linear operator R : B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) → H such that R ( D(x_0, w) ) = w ∀x_0 ∈ H, w ∈ W. Hence,

(6.4) ‖w‖_H ≤ ‖R‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H} sup_{n≥0} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |⟨x_n, g_j⟩|^2 )_{1/2} , x_0 ∈ H, w ∈ W. Since x_0 ∈ H is arbitrary, we can take x_0 = S(w). Hence, x_n = S(w) for all n ≥ 0, and (6.4) becomes ‖w‖_H ≤ ‖R‖_Bs_{(ℓ}2_{,ℓ}∞_{)→H} (_∞ ∑ j=1 |⟨S(w), g_j⟩|^2 )_{1/2} , w ∈ W, which we rewrite as m‖w‖^2_H ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, S^∗g_j⟩|^2, w ∈ W

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 19

with m = ‖R‖^{−2}_{Bs(ℓ2,ℓ∞)→H}. Finally, since G is a Bessel sequence (with optimal Bessel bound C_G), we also have ∞∑ j=1 |⟨w, S^∗g_j⟩|^2 = ∞∑ j=1 |⟨S(w), g_j⟩|^2 ≤ C_G ‖S(w)‖^2_H ≤ C_G ‖S‖^2_{W →H} ‖w‖^2_H = M ‖w‖^2_H, ∀w ∈ W. with M = C_G ‖S‖^2_{W →H}. Therefore, we conclude that {S^∗g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W.

For the converse implication, suppose that {S^∗g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for W , and let ~G = { ~g_j}_{j≥1} ⊂ W be a dual frame of {S∗g_j}_{j≥1}. By definition of D(x_0, w),

(D(x_0, w) ~G)_n = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨x_n, g_j⟩ ~g_j, n ≥ 0. Clearly, (D(x_0, w) ~G)_n ∈ W . Since { ~g_j}_{j≥1} is a dual frame of {S^∗g_j}_{j≥1}, we can also write w = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨w, S^∗g_j⟩ ~g_j. Hence, by (6.3), we have ‖(D ~G)_n − w‖^2_H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 (⟨x_n, g_j⟩ − ⟨w, S^∗g_j⟩) ~g_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

H ≤ C_{~G} ∞∑ j=1 | |⟨x_n, g_j⟩ − ⟨w, S^∗g_j⟩ | |^2

= C_{~G} ∞∑ j=1 | |⟨x_n − S(w), g_j⟩ | |^2

= C_{~G} C_G ‖x_n − S(w)‖^2_H → 0.

This means that R : B^s(ℓ^2, ℓ^∞) → H defined by R(D) = lim D ~G satisfies R ( D(x_0, w) ) = w. In other words, by Theorem 3.1, we have a stable reconstruction. □

6.2. Proof of Theorem 3.5. It is enough to show that the conditions of Theorem 3.4 are fulfilled. To do so, note that the equation (1.1) simplifies to (6.5) x_n = A^nx_0 + (I − A^n)(I − A)^{−1}w, n ≥ 1. We rewrite this identity as x_n − (I − A)^{−1}w = A^n ( x_0 − (I − A)^{−1}w ) , n ≥ 1. Hence, ‖x_n − (I − A)^{−1}w‖_H = ‖x_0 − (I − A)^{−1}w‖_H ‖A^n‖_{H→H}, n ≥ 1.

20 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

Since we assumed that ρ(A) < 1, we have ‖A^n‖_{H→H} → 0, n → ∞. Therefore, (6.6) ‖x_n − (I − A)^{−1}w‖_H → 0, n → ∞. This suggests that the stationary point of the dynamical system is uniquely given S(w) = (I − A)^{−1}w. In fact, it is easy to see that if we take x_0 = (I − A)^{−1}w, then x_n = x_0 for all n ≥ 1. Moreover, the operator S := (I − A)^{−1}|_W is bounded and invertible. Hence, the conclusion follows from Theorem 3.4. Note that the adjoint of S is given by S^∗ = P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}. □

7. A descriptive Example

We present an example demonstrating that the recovery of w ∈ W ⊂ H requires an infinite number of time samples when H is an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. It is interesting to note that the subspace W in this example is one-dimensional.

Let H = ℓ^2, let

(7.1) w = (1/2, 1/4, 1/8, . . . )

with W being the one-dimensional subspace of ℓ^2 generated by w. Let

A = λ_1 0 0 · · · 0 λ_2 0 · · · 0 0 λ_3 · · · . . . . . . ... ,

where 0 < λ_i < 1, i ≥ 1, and λ_i ≠ λ_j if i ≠ j. Hence, A acts as a bounded linear operator on ℓ^2.

Let g = (I − A)w, which gives P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g = w. Therefore, {P_W (I − A^∗)^{−1}g} is a frame for W . Moreover, by (7.1) and that A is diagonal, we have

(7.2) g = (g_1, g_2, g_3, . . . ) = ( (1 − λ_1)/2, (1 − λ_2)/4, (1 − λ_3)/8, . . . ) . Note that each coordinate g_i is nonzero.

Consider the dynamical system x_n = Ax_{n−1} + cw, for some c ≠ 0. Then (7.3) ⟨x_n, g⟩ = ⟨x_0, A^ng⟩ + c⟨w, Λ_ng⟩, n ≥ 1, where Λ_n = I + A + · · · + A^{n−1}. Let

(7.4) x_0 = (a_1, a_2, . . . , a_N , 0, 0, . . . ).

DYNAMICAL SAMPLING FOR SOURCE RECOVERY 21

Using (7.1) and (7.2), in terms of the coordinates of vectors involved, the system (7.3) for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 can be written as ⟨x_0, g⟩ ⟨x_1, g⟩ ⟨x_2, g⟩ . . ⟨x_{N−1}, g⟩ = g_1 g_2 · · · g_N 0 λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N b_1 λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N b_1 . . . . . .. . . . . λ^{N−1}_1 g_1 λ^{N−1}_2 g_2 · · · λ^{N−1}_N g_N b_{N−1} a_1 a_2 a_3 . . c ,

where b_i = ⟨w, Λ_ig⟩. Note that the matrix is of dimension N × (N + 1). Moreover, since g_i ≠ 0, i ≥ 1, we have | | | | | | | | g_1 g_2 · · · g_N λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N . . . . ... . . λ^{N−1}_1 g_1 λ^{N−1}_2 g_2 · · · λ^{N−1}_N g_N

| | | | | | | | ≠ 0.

Hence, the columns in the above N × N matrix are linearly independent. Thus, for any c ≠ 0, there exists a unique x_0 of the form (7.4) such that

g_1 g_2 · · · g_N 0 λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N b_1 λ_1g_1 λ_2g_2 · · · λ_N g_N b_1 . . . . ... . . . . λ^{N−1}_1 g_1 λ^{N−1}_2 g_2 · · · λ^{N−1}_N g_N b_{N−1} a_1 a_2 a_3 . . c = 0 0 0 . . 0 .

Therefore, with this choice of x_0, we necessarily have ⟨x_0, g⟩ = ⟨x_1, g⟩ = · · · = ⟨x_{N−1}, g⟩ = 0, and thus it is impossible to recover the source term cw, if we only have the first N samples of measurements.

8. Concluding remarks

We conclude this article by first, underlying the frame condition in the four last main theorems to guarantee stable source recovery, and secondly, by stating two future generalizations of the source recovery problem.

8.1. Unstable recovery. In Theorems 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, and 3.5 the frame condition is a meeting point for stable recovery. In the following example, we show that reconstruction of the source term is possible under weak assumptions on the sampling set of vectors G = {g_j}_{j≥1}, but we lack stability.

Let H = ℓ^2 and consider the dynamical system (1.1) with A = I (the identity operator) and measurements given by projecting onto the vectors g_j :=^1_j e_j for j ≥ 1 where {e_j }_{j≥1} form the standard orthonormal basis for ℓ^2. In this case, G = {^1_j e_j }_{j∈N}

22 AKRAM ALDROUBI, ROCIO DIAZ MARTIN, LE GONG, JAVAD MASHREGHI, IVAN MEDRI

is a Bessel sequence for ℓ^2 but it is not a frame for ℓ^2. Consider R : B(ℓ^2, C^2 ) → ℓ^2 defined by R(D) = ∞∑ j=1 j (d_{1j} − d_{0j} ) e_j , D = [d_{nj}]_{n∈[2], j≥1} ∈ B(ℓ^2, C^2 ).

Then, given the data matrix D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n∈[2], j≥1}, we have

R(D(x_0, w)) = ∞∑ j=1 j⟨x_1 − x_0, 1 j e_j ⟩e_j = ∞∑ j=1 ⟨w, e_j⟩e_j = w. In conclusion, although R is a linear map and allows source reconstruction, it is an unbounded operator.

8.2. Generalizations of the source recovery problem.

8.2.1. Time-dependent source term. If the source term depends on time, that is, if the dynamical system (1.1) is replaced by one of the form x_{n+1} = Ax_n + w_n, n ∈ N, where for each n ∈ N, w_n ∈ H, the reconstruction formula provided by Theorem 3.2 can be adopted in this framework. Indeed, assume that the spatial sampling vectors G = {g_j}_{j≥1} form a frame for H. Then, for recovering each source term w_n, two iterations of the dynamical system are needed: Given the measurements {⟨x_n, g_j⟩, ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩}_{j≥1}, the source term w_n can be linearly recovered by

w_n = ∞∑ j=1 ( ⟨x_{n+1}, g_j⟩ − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} ⟨x_n, g_i⟩ ) ~g_j (8.1)

where {~g_j}_{j≥1} is a dual frame for G and the coefficients a_{ij} are given according to formula (5.11) (i.e., a_{ij} = ⟨A^∗g_j, ~g_i⟩) (cf. (5.13)). Notice that if the reconstruction formulas (8.1) are used, then we need all the measurements D(x_0, w) = [⟨x_n, g_j⟩]_{n≥0, j≥1} for recovering the source terms {w_n}_{n∈N} . The exploration of natural conditions on the measurements D(x_0, w), as well as necessary and sufficient on G to guarantee stable recovery in this case, are part of future work.

8.2.2. Continuous-time dynamical systems. As part of future work, we aim to explore a continuous version of the source recovery problem and address some similarities with the discrete version. Precisely, consider the continuous-time dynamical system on a separable Hilbert space H

(8.2) { ẋ(t) = Ax(t) + w, t ∈ R_{≥0} , x(0) = x_0

where A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup T : R_{≥0} → B(H), x_0 ∈ H, and the source term is an unkwown vector w in H. In the particular case

REFERENCES 23

when A ∈ B(H), then T (t) = e^{tA}, where e^A :=^∞ ∑ n=0 1 n! A^n. As before, let G = {g_j}_{j≥1} be a Bessel sequence for H, and let us denote by D_c = [⟨x(t), g_j⟩] the continuous time-space samples of the dynamical system (which depend on x_0 and w). In this setting, D_c can be viewed as a curve of observations D_c : [0, t_0) → ℓ^2 D_c(t) := (d_1(t), d_2(t), . . . ) := (⟨x(t), g_1⟩, ⟨x(t), g_2⟩, . . . ). (8.3)

If G = {g_j}_{j≥1} is a frame for H, then the ideas from Theorem 3.2 can be adapted so that one can reconstruct w by considering the continuous time-space samples D_c = [⟨x(t), g_j⟩]_{t∈[0,t0), j≥1} for some 0 < t_0 ≤ ∞. Indeed, by having access to such a curve (8.3), we know in particular its value at t = 0, i.e. D_c(0) = (d_1(0), d_2(0), . . . ) = (⟨x_0, g_1⟩, ⟨x_0, g_2⟩, . . . ), and to its derivative, which using (8.2) turns out to be D^′(t) = (d^′_1(t), d^′_2(t), . . . ) = (⟨Ax(t), g_1⟩ + ⟨w, g_1⟩, ⟨Ax(t), g_2⟩ + ⟨w, g_2⟩, . . . ) In particular,

D^′(0) = (d^′_1(0), d^′_2(0), . . . ) = (⟨x_0, A^∗g_1⟩ + ⟨w, g_1⟩, ⟨x_0, A^∗g_2⟩ + ⟨w, g_2⟩, . . . ). Therefore, w = ∞∑ j=1 ( d^′_j(0) − ∞∑ i=1 a_{ij} d_i(0) ) ~g_j. where {~g_j}_{j≥1} is a dual frame for G, and the coefficients a_{ij} are given by (5.11). Notice that the values d^′_j(0) are in place of d_{1j} = ⟨x_1, g_j⟩ in (5.14).

The exploration of natural spaces for the measurements D_c, as well as necessary and sufficient on G to guarantee stable recovery in this case, are part of future work. References [1] Juri Ranieri et al. “Sampling and reconstruction of time-varying atmospheric emissions”. In: 2012 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). 2012, pp. 3673–3676. doi: 10.1109/ICASSP.2012.6288713.

[2] Akram Aldroubi, Rocio Diaz Martin, and Ivan Medri. “Dynamical Sampling for the Recovery of Spatially Constant Source Terms in Dynamical Systems”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.01462 (2023).

[3] Roza Aceska, Armenak Petrosyan, and Sui Tang. “Multidimensional signal recovery in discrete evolution systems via spatiotemporal trade off”. In: Sampl. Theory Signal Image Process. 14.2 (2015), pp. 153–169. issn: 1530-6429.

[4] A. Aldroubi et al. “Iterative actions of normal operators”. In: J. Funct. Anal.

272.3 (2017), pp. 1121–1146. issn: 0022-1236. doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2016.10.027. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfa.2016.10.027.

24 REFERENCES

[5] Akram Aldroubi et al. “Dynamical sampling”. In: Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis 42.3 (2017). doi: 10.1016/j.acha.2015.08.014, pp. 378–401. issn: 1063-5203. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2015.08.014. url:

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520315001177.

[6] Akram Aldroubi, Jacqueline Davis, and Ilya Krishtal. “Dynamical sampling: timespace trade-off”. In: Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 34.3 (2013), pp. 495–503. issn: 1063-5203. doi: 10.1016/j.acha.2012.09.002. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2012.09.002.

[7] A. Aldroubi, J. Davis, and I. Krishtal. “Exact Reconstruction of Signals in Evolutionary Systems Via Spatiotemporal Trade-off”. English. In: Journal of Fourier Analysis and Applications 21.1 (2015), pp. 11–31. issn: 1069-5869. doi: 10.1007/s00041-014-9359-9. url: http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00041-014-9359-9.

[8] A. Aguilera et al. “Frames by orbits of two operators that commute”. In: Appl.

Comput. Harmon. Anal. 66 (2023), pp. 46–61. issn: 1063-5203,1096-603X. doi:

10.1016/j.acha.2023.04.006. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2023.04.006.

[9] Akram Aldroubi et al. “Sampling the Flow of a Bandlimited Function”. In: The Journal of Geometric Analysis 31.9 (2021), pp. 9241–9275. doi: 10.1007/s12220-021-00617-0. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s12220-021-00617-0.

[10] Akram Aldroubi and Armenak Petrosyan. “Dynamical sampling and systems from iterative actions of operators”. In: Frames and other bases in abstract and function spaces. Appl. Numer. Harmon. Anal. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, 2017, pp. 15–26.

[11] C. Cabrelli et al. “Dynamical Sampling on Finite Index Sets”. In: ArXiv e-prints (Feb. 2017). arXiv: 1702.03384 [math.FA].

[12] Carlos Cabrelli et al. “Dynamical sampling on finite index sets”. In: J. Anal.

Math. 140.2 (2020), pp. 637–667. issn: 0021-7670. doi: 10.1007/s11854-020-0099-2. url: https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1007/s11854-020-0099-2.

[13] Cheng Cheng, Yingchun Jiang, and Qiyu Sun. “Spatially Distributed Sampling and Reconstruction”. In: CoRR abs/1511.08541 (2015). arXiv: 1511.08541. url:

http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.08541.

[14] Nabin Kumar Sahu, Shalini Chauhan, and Ram N. Mohapatra. “Representations of frames via iterative actions of operators in tensor product spaces”. In: J. Pseudo-Differ. Oper. Appl. 14.4 (2023), p. 72. issn: 1662-9981,1662-999X. doi:

10.1007/s11868-023-00566-y. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11868-023-00566-y.

[15] Alexander Ulanovskii and Ilya Zlotnikov. “Reconstruction of bandlimited functions from space-time samples”. In: J. Funct. Anal. 280.9 (2021), Paper No.

108962, 14. issn: 0022-1236. doi: 10.1016/j.jfa.2021.108962. url: https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1016/j.jfa.2021.108962. [16] Qingyue Zhang, Bei Liu, and Rui Li. “Dynamical sampling in multiply generated shift-invariant spaces”. In: Applicable Analysis 96.5 (2017), pp. 760–770. doi:

10.1080/00036811.2016.1157586. eprint: https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2016.1157586.

url: https://doi.org/10.1080/00036811.2016.1157586.

[17] Roza Aceska and Yeon H. Kim. “Scalability of Frames Generated by Dynamical Operators”. In: Frontiers in Applied Mathematics and Statistics 3 (2017), p. 22.

issn: 2297-4687. doi: 10.3389/fams.2017.00022. url: https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fams.2017.00022.

REFERENCES 25

[18] A. Aguilera et al. “Dynamical sampling for shift-preserving operators”. In: Appl.

Comput. Harmon. Anal. 51 (2021), pp. 258–274. issn: 1063-5203,1096-603X. doi:

10.1016/j.acha.2020.11.004. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2020.11.004.

[19] Jonathan Ashbrock and Alexander M Powell. “Dynamical dual frames with an application to quantization”. In: Linear Algebra and its Applications 658 (2023), pp. 151–185.

[20] Robert Beinert and Marzieh Hasannasab. “Phase retrieval and system identification in dynamical sampling via Prony’s method”. In: Adv. Comput. Math. 49.4 (2023), Paper No. 56. issn: 1019-7168,1572-9044. doi: 10.1007/s10444-023-10059-7. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10444-023-10059-7.

[21] F. Bozkurt and K. Kornelson. “Norm retrieval from few spatio-temporal samples”. In: J. Math. Anal. Appl. 519.2 (2023), Paper No. 126804, 17. issn: 0022- 247X,1096-0813. doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.2022.126804. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2022.126804.

[22] Carlos Cabrelli, Ursula Molter, and Daniel Suárez. “Multi-orbital frames through model spaces”. In: Complex Analysis and Operator Theory 15 (2021), pp. 1–22.

[23] Carlos Cabrelli, Ursula Molter, and Daniel Suárez. “Frames of iterations and vector-valued model spaces”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.01301 (2022).

[24] Ole Christensen and Marzieh Hasannasab. “Frame properties of systems arising via iterated actions of operators”. In: Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 46.3 (2019), pp. 664–673. issn: 1063-5203. doi: 10.1016/j.acha.2018.04.002. url:

https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1016/j.acha.2018.04.002.

[25] Ole Christensen and Marzieh Hasannasab. “Frames and generalized operator orbits”. In: Sampling Theory, Signal Processing, and Data Analysis 21.2 (2023), p. 22. doi: 10.1007/s43670-023-00061-x. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s43670-023-00061-x.

[26] Rocío Díaz Martín, Ivan Medri, and Ursula Molter. “Dynamical sampling: a view from control theory”. In: Excursions in harmonic analysis. Vol. 6. Appl. Numer. Harmon. Anal. Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham, [2021] ©2021, pp. 269–295.

[27] Rocío Díaz Martín, Ivan Medri, and Ursula Molter. “Continuous and discrete dynamical sampling”. In: J. Math. Anal. Appl. 499.2 (2021), Paper No. 125060, 19.

issn: 0022-247X. doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.2021.125060. url: https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1016/j.jmaa.2021.125060. [28] Rocio Diaz Martin, Ivan Medri, and Juliana Osorio. “Error analysis on the initial state reconstruction problem”. In: Sampling Theory, Signal Processing, and Data Analysis 21.1 (2023), p. 18.

[29] Daniel Freeman and Darrin Speegle. “The discretization problem for continuous frames”. In: Adv. Math. 345 (2019), pp. 784–813. issn: 0001-8708,1090-2082. doi:

10.1016/j.aim.2019.01.006. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2019.01.006.

[30] Karlheinz Gröchenig et al. “On minimal trajectories for mobile sampling of bandlimited fields”. In: Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 39.3 (2015), pp. 487–510. issn: 1063-5203. doi: 10.1016/j.acha.2014.11.002. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2014.11.002.

[31] Zaur A. Kasumov and Aydin Sh. Shukurov. “On frame properties of iterates of a multiplication operator”. In: Results Math. 74.2 (2019), Paper No. 84, 8. issn:

1422-6383. doi: 10.1007/s00025-019-1009-8. url: https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1007/s00025-019-1009-8.

26 REFERENCES

[32] Tesfa Mengestie. “Closed range weighted composition operators and dynamical sampling”. In: J. Math. Anal. Appl. 515.1 (2022), Paper No. 126387, 11. issn:

0022-247X,1096-0813. doi: 10.1016/j.jmaa.2022.126387. url: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2022.126387. [33] Tesfa Mengestie. “Closed range Volterra-type integral operators and dynamical sampling”. In: Monatsh. Math. 202.1 (2023), pp. 161–170. issn: 0026-9255,1436- 5081. doi: 10.1007/s00605-022-01768-0. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00605-022-01768-0.

[34] Roxana Alexandru, Thierry Blu, and Pier Luigi Dragotti. “Diffusion SLAM: localizing diffusion sources from samples taken by location-unaware mobile sensors”. In: IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 69 (2021), pp. 5539–5554. issn: 1053-587X,1941- 0476. doi: 10.1109/TSP.2021.3113789. url: https://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2021.3113789.

[35] Roxana Alexandru and Pier Luigi Dragotti. “Reconstructing classes of non-bandlimited signals from time encoded information”. In: IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 68 (2020), pp. 747–763. issn: 1053-587X. doi: 10.1109/TSP.2019.2961301. url:

https://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2019.2961301.

[36] J. Murray-Bruce and P. L. Dragotti. “Estimating Localized Sources of Diffusion Fields Using Spatiotemporal Sensor Measurements”. In: IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing 63.12 (2015), pp. 3018–3031. issn: 1053-587X. doi:

10.1109/TSP.2015.2419187.

[37] John Murray-Bruce and Pier Luigi Dragotti. “A sampling framework for solving physics-driven inverse source problems”. In: IEEE Trans. Signal Process. 65.24 (2017), pp. 6365–6380. issn: 1053-587X,1941-0476. doi: 10.1109/TSP.2017.2742983. url: https://doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2017.2742983.

[38] Akram Aldroubi et al. “Dynamical Sampling with Additive Random Noise”. In:

Sampl. Theory Signal Image Process. 17.2 (2018), pp. 153–182.

[39] Akram Aldroubi and Ilya Krishtal. “Krylov subspace methods in dynamical sampling”. In: Sampl. Theory Signal Image Process. 15 (2016), pp. 9–20.

[40] Jiahui Cheng and Sui Tang. “Estimate the spectrum of affine dynamical systems from partial observations of a single trajectory data”. In: Inverse Problems 38.1 (2022), Paper No. 015004, 42. issn: 0266-5611,1361-6420. doi: 10.1088/1361-6420/ac37fb. url: https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6420/ac37fb.

[41] Sui Tang. “System identification in dynamical sampling”. In: Adv. Comput. Math.

43.3 (2017), pp. 555–580. issn: 1019-7168. url: https://doi-org.proxy.library.vanderbilt.edu/10.1007/s10444-016-9497-5. [42] Ilya Zlotnikov. “On planar sampling with Gaussian kernel in spaces of bandlimited functions”. In: J. Fourier Anal. Appl. 28.3 (2022), Paper No. 55, 24. issn: 1069- 5869,1531-5851. doi: 10.1007/s00041-022-09948-0. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s00041-022-09948-0.

[43] Akram Aldroubi, Le Gong, and Ilya Krishtal. “Recovery of rapidly decaying source terms from dynamical samples in evolution equations”. In: Sampling Theory, Signal Processing, and Data Analysis 21.1 (2023), p. 15. doi: 10.1007/s43670-023-00054-w. url: https://doi.org/10.1007/s43670-023-00054-w.

[44] Akram Aldroubi et al. “Predictive algorithms in dynamical sampling for burstlike forcing terms”. In: Applied and Computational Harmonic Analysis 65 (2023), pp. 322–347. issn: 1063-5203. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acha.2023.03.003. url: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1063520323000246.

REFERENCES 27

[45] Ole Christensen et al. An introduction to frames and Riesz bases. Vol. 7. Springer, 2003.

[46] R. J. Duffin and A. C. Schaeffer. “A class of nonharmonic Fourier series”. In:

Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 72 (1952), pp. 341–366. issn: 0002-9947.