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Abstract—Consider the task of sampling and reconstructing a
bandlimited spatial field in R? using moving sensors that take
measurements along their path. It is inexpensive to increasthe
sampling rate along the paths of the sensors but more expensi
to increase the total distance traveled by the sensors per itn
area, which we call thepath density. In this paper we introduce
the problem of designing sensor trajectories that are mininal
in path density subject to the condition that the measuremets
of the field on these trajectories admit perfect reconstruabn of
bandlimited fields. We study various possible designs of sguting
trajectories. Generalizing some ideas from the classicahtory of
sampling on lattices, we obtain necessary and sufficient cditions
on the trajectories for perfect reconstruction. We show tha a
single set of equispaced parallel lines has the lowest pattedsity
from certain restricted classes of trajectories that admitperfect
reconstruction.

We then generalize some of our results to higher dimensions.

We first obtain results on designing sampling trajectories

higher dimensional fields. Further, interpreting trajectories as
1-dimensional manifolds, we extend some of our ideas to highe
dimensional sampling manifolds. We formulate the problem 6

designing x-dimensional sampling manifolds for d-dimensional

spatial fields that are minimal in manifold density, a natural

generalization of the path density. We show that our results
on sampling trajectories for fields in R? can be generalized to
analogous results ond — 1-dimensional sampling manifolds for
d-dimensional spatial fields.

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Problem description

Consider the problem of sampling &dimensional time-
invariant spatial fieldf(r) : » € R?, wherer represents a

(a) Static sampling on points (b) Mobile sampling on a curve

Fig. 1. Two approaches for sampling a field&?

The scenario is different in some practical cases. Consider
for instance the problem of samplingdadimensional spatial
field (whered = 2 or 3) using a mobile sensor that moves
along a continuous path through space and takes measugement
along its path. An example of the path of a sensor moving
in R? is shown in Figurd I(b). In such cases it is often
inexpensive to increase the spatial sampling rate along the
sensor’s path. Hence it is reasonable to assume that thersens
can record the field values at an arbitrarily high but finite
resolution on its path. The objective now is to reconstrbet t
d-dimensional field using only the values of the field at clgsel
spaced points on the path of the sensor throRghFor such
a sampling scheme, the density of the sampling poinfRdn
is no longer a relevant performance metric. Instead, a more
relevant metric is the average distance that needs to baldchv

d-dimensional spatial location. If is bandlimited, results by the sensor per unit spatial volume (or area,des 2). We
from classical sampling theory (see, e.¢.l [3]l [4]) pr@vidcy|| this metric thepath density Such a metric is relevant
schemes for sampling and reconstructing the field based iANapplications like environmental monitoring using mayin

measurements of the field at a countable number of spatighsors (5], [[B], where the path density directly measures

locations, e.g., points on a lattice or a non-uniform cdaitec

the distance moved by the sensor per unit area. This metric

of points like the one depicted in Figure J(a). The perforaeanis a5 useful in designing-space trajectories for Magnetic
metric used in designing such sampling schemes is the saf@sonance Imaging (MRI)[7], where the path density capture
pling density - i.e., the number of sampling locations peit Unhe total length of the trajectories per unit areakispace

spatial volume. Such a metric is motivated by the fact thgihich can be used as a proxy for the total scanning time per
one typically employs static sensors to measure the field @it grea ink-space.

their locations and hence the sampling density is equaldo th Now consider a different related problem. Suppose we

spatial density of the sensor deployment.

Some of the results presented here were published in angabribrm in

[ and [2].

want to reconstruct 8-dimensional bandlimited spatial field
using measurements of the field alahgimensional surfaces.
Such a scheme is employed in applications like Transmission
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ourselves to specific classes of straight line trajectoas
main results for straight line trajectories are the follogyi

o Necessary and sufficient conditions on a uniomok 2
sets of equispaced parallel lines that admit perfect recon-
structions of bandlimited fields iR? (see Theorern 2.4).

o Optimality of a single set of equispaced parallel lines
(a) Sampling lattice  (b) Sampling lines  (c) Sampling planes from among unions of sets of equispaced parallel lines

_ _ o _ _ for sampling bandlimited fields ii? (see Theorerm3.2).
Fig. 2. Three approaches for sampling a fieldRif: sampling on a lattice, « Optimum configuration of a uniform set of parallel lines
along lines, and along planes. . L . .

for sampling bandlimited fields iR? (see Corollary
B.41).

Electron Microscopy (TEM)[[8] and MRI]9]. In these cases « Optimality of a uniform set of parallel lines from among

it may be relatively inexpensive to increase the sampling all trajectory sets that visit all points in a sampling leeti

resolution on the2-dimensional measurement surfaces but (see Propositions 3.3 and B.5).

it may be more expensive to increase the total area of H@ also consider non-affine trajectories such as concentric
measurement surfaces. Thus it may be reasonable to assdfiges and interleaved spirals and discuss some knowitsesu
that the measurements reveal the value of the field at anibitragnd some new results on sufficient conditions for perfect
high resolutions on the surfaces. The objective now is f@construction. These results are based on an applicafion o
design measurement surfaces that admit perfect recotistrucBeurling’s theorem on sufficient conditions for non-unifor

of bandlimited fields and are simultaneously minimal in aregampling.

Motivated by such problems we introduce a generalization\ye then consider higher dimensional sampling manifolds
of the classical theory of sampling didimensional fields on corresponding tox > 1. We introduce amanifold density
countable sets of points to a theorydof sampling on countabifstric for sampling manifolds that generalizes the patfsitgn
sets ofx-dimensional manifolds ofk” wherer < d. Some  metric for sampling trajectories. We generalize our rasaft
_examples (_)f sgmpllng sch(_ames for sampl_lng a f|elmﬁmre sampling on lines inR? to sampling on hyperplanes iR¢
illustrated in Figure I-A. Figur¢ 2(r) depicts sampling on @hich are x-dimensional manifolds where = d — 1. Our

lattice, Figure 2() sampling on a set of equispaced parallgain results for hyperplanes are:
lines, and Figurg 2(F) sampling on a set of equispaced pérall

planes, corresponding to= 0, k = 1, andx = 2 respectively.
Initially we focus on thex = 1 case since our primary

motivation comes from the problem of mobile sensing. The

trajectory of a mobile sensor can be interpreted as-a

dimensional manifold, or in other words, a curve, through

space. Mobile sensing has an advantage over classical stati . . .

sensing in that a single sensor can be used to take measure- hyperplanes for sampling bandlimited fields it (see

ments at several positions within an area of interést [10]. Theoren{ 4.4).

Moreover, in some applications [11] moving sensors caihe dependencies between various results is summarized in

sample the fields along their paths at high spatial freqesncthe form of a table in Tablg | in the conclusion section of the

thereby reducing the amount of spatial aliasing introduced paper.

the samples. Furthermore, as we point out[in [12] [13],

a moving sensor admits filtering over space in the direction

of motion of the sensor whereas no such spatial filtering & Related work

possible in the case of static sampling. Such spatial filteri

helps in reducing the amount of aliasing and the contriloutio Although there has _noF been_any past _vvork sp_euﬂcally
o ' on the problem of designing optimal sampling manifolds or
of out-of-band noise in the reconstructed field.

trajectories, some reconstruction schemes based on mneeasur
. ments taken along concentric circular trajectories hawnbe
B. Main results proposed by Tewfik et al_[14] and Myridis et al. [15]. Various

Our results fork = 1 provide guidance for designingsampling trajectories have also been studied in the context
trajectories for mobile sensors moving through space. Fof Magnetic Resonance Imaging (see, e.gl, [BI. [16].) [17],
cusing initially on straight line trajectories we identif§pme [18]). However, the literature on trajectory design for MRI
configurations of straight line trajectories that admitfeer is of a different flavor from ours, since the primary focus
reconstruction of bandlimited fields. This can be interpdeds in these works is to suppress noise in the reconstruction and
a generalization of the classical Nyquist sampling critefior they do not aim for exact reconstruction. To the best of our
sampling on a lattice to sampling on lines. We also formulakmowledge this paper is the first to introduce the notion of
the problem of designing sampling trajectories with minimaath density and manifold density and the notions of optimal
path density that admit perfect reconstruction of bandéchi sampling trajectories and optimal sampling manifolds faat
fields and obtain partial solutions to this problem, resitigc  reconstruction of bandlimited fields.

o Necessary and sufficient conditions on a uniomoK d
sets of equispaced parallel hyperplanes that admit perfect
reconstructions of bandlimited fields & (see Theorem
4.3).

o Optimality of a single set of equispaced parallel hyper-
planes from among unions of sets of equispaced parallel



D. Notations and conventions A. Preliminaries

Most of the notations and conventions we use are describedVe use the following terminology in this section.tfajec-
where they first arise. In AppendiX A we provide a detailet lisory p; in R? refers to a curve ifiR¢. We represent a trajectory
of symbols. Here we present some commonly used notatiobg.a continuous functiop(.) of a real variable taking values

We denote a field ini-dimensional space by a complex-on R%:
valued mappingf : R — C. For a field f(.), we define its p:R— RY.

Fourier transformf’ as . . . . : )
A simple example of a trajectory is a straight line defined by

F(w)= [ f(r)exp(=i(w,r))dr, weR? (1) p(t) = w+ vt for somew,v € R% A trajectory setP is
R4 defined as a countable collection of trajectories:
where i denotes the imaginary unit, ang,v) denotes the .
scalar product between vectarsandv in R?. We useBq, to P={pi:icl} (4)

denote the CO||eCti0n Of fleldS W|th f|n|te energy SUCh th&t thNhere]I is a countable set of indices and for each H’ Di
Fourier transformi” of f is supported on a s& C R% i.e., s a trajectory in the trajectory sé®. A simple example of a
Bo = {f € L2(R%) : F(w) = 0 for w ¢ Q). ) E\jectory set is a countable collection of parallel lineotigh

ForQ C R we use( to denote its interior iR?. Also for ~ We introduce a natural generalization of the sampling
anys € R? we usef)(s) to denote the set obtained by shiftinglensity metric that characterizes the sampling efficienty o
Q by s, defined as sampling lattices. In a sampling scheme using mobile sensor

4 it is much more difficult to increase the spatial density of
Qs) ={z eRT:w -5 €Q}. (3)  trajectories than to increase the sampling rate along #ectr

We use the following notations for order statistics. Whel®ries. Hence, unlike in classical sampling theory, thesign

a — oo we say that a real-valued functidna) € O(a) if of sampling points in space is no longer an appropriate metri

there existsk, A € R such that for alla > A4, we have, for quantifying the efficiency of a mobile sampling scheme. A
more reasonable metric is the total length of the trajeesori

|h(a)] < ka. required to span a field of given spatial volume. 2% and
Similarly, we sayh(a) € o(a) if for every e > 0 there exists Bd(z) denoted-dimensional spherical balls of radiicentered
A € R such that for alla > A, we have, respectively at the origin and at a point R?. For any given
trajectory setP we denote itgath density by ¢(P) defined
|h(a)| < ea. as follows:
We use §(.) to denote the Dirac-delta function id- sup, cpe DF (a, 2)

/(P):=lim s
(P):=Hm sup == )

®)

dimensions. The value af is understood from context. We

used;; to denote the Kronecker delta function. For vectors P ) )
v,w € RY, we use|v|| to denote the Euclidean norm ofand where D" (a, z) reprgsents the total arc-length of trajectories
(v, w) to denote the Euclidean inner product. from P located within the balB¢(z) and Vol;(a) represents
the volume of the ball. Clearly, Vola) = wa? and Vok(a) =
4

E Outline §7Ta3. For a trajectory set composed of differentiable functions

. _ _ _p; we note thatD” (a, ) can be explicitly calculated as
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section api()
’ Pi

[Mwe formally define the notion of sampling trajectories and DP(a,2) = /

introduce the Nyquist criterion for sampling trajectori¥de teTy(ae) Il dt
describe various designs of sampling trajectories andigeov
conditions on these trajectories for perfect reconstoncti
of bandlimited fie_lds. We prqvide results on trajectory sets Ty(a,z) := {t € R : ||ps(t) — z|| < a}

composed of straight lines, circles, and spirals. In Sadfib

we study the problem of optimizing sampling trajectories iFePresents the portion of trajectasy.) that lies withinB{ (z).
terms of the path density metric and present some optimal-\We say that a set of points C R? is uniformly discrete
ity results from certain restricted configurations of sampl if we haveinf{|z — y|| : z,y € A,z # y} > 0, i.e., there
trajectories. In Sectiof IV we discuss sampling on higheXistsr > 0 such that for any two distinct points,y € A
dimensional manifolds. We generalize our results on sargpliwe havellz —y|| > r[l For a setQ ¢ R, let By denote
on straight line trajectories to sampling on hyperplanes he class of fields bandlimited t® as defined in[{2). Let
high-dimensional spaces. We discuss reconstruction sehentte denote the collection of all uniformly discrete setsc

H i ©
i€l

where ||z represents the Euclidean normof R and

in Section ¥ and conclude in SectiealVI. R? which have the property that any fieltl € B, can be
reconstructed exactly from its values dn i.e. f € Bq is
[I. SAMPLING TRAJECTORIES uniquely determined fronif (z) : « € A}. Classical sampling

We now discuss the problem of designing trajectories fgpeory is primarily concerned with the elements.4, e.g.,

sar_nplmg. We .Con3|der natl_"ral ggnerallzathns Of S‘amplmglFor example lattices iR are uniformly discrete, but a sequenceRiA
lattices and unions of sampling lattices to trajectories. converging to a point ik? is not.



Nyquist sampling lattice$ [19]. We now introduce the ddsiza "»\é{w : (w,v) =7}

properties of sampling trajectory sets. mﬁﬂ
Definition 2.1: A trajectory setP of the form [4) is called v
aNyquist trajectory sefor Q c R¢ if it satisfies the following AN
conditions: N AN

(C1) [Nyquist There exists a uniformly discrete
collection A of points on the trajectories iR S
such thatA admits perfect reconstruction of ) RN
fields in Bq, i.e., A C {pi(t) : i € I,t € R} {wsfw,v) =pb =5

andA € Ag. Fig. 3. lllustration of the result of Lemnfa2.1 for fields k2. The vector
(CZ) [Non-degeneradyFor anyz € R% there is v represents the velocity vector in the spatial domain arathd 5 represents

. the limits of the spectrum o .)) in the frequency domain.
a continuous curve of length no more than P Fw() duency

DFP(a,z) + o(a?) that contains the portion N T\
of the trajectory set” that is located within
Bi(x). \
We also introduce a special notation for the collection &f al \\ \\ @
Nyquist trajectory sets: \ \ \
Definition 2.2: We useN,, to denote the collection of all \ \ \
Nyquist trajectory sets fof2, i.e., N is the collection of all () Uniform set  (b) Union of uniform (c) Concentric circles
trajectory setsP of the form [4) that satisfy conditiongJI) sets
and (CIZ) Fig. 4. Three choices of sampling trajectory setsidr uniform sets, union

The condition(dI) ensures that the entire field can bef uniform sets, and concentric equispaced circular trajes.
reconstructed exactly from samples taken on the trajexgori
This is the direct analogue of the Nyquist condition for i _ _ .
sampling on points. The restriction that only uniformlyatiste (K1) For any fieldf € Bq, the 1-dimensional signal
collections of samples are allowed is a standard one in non-  /(®i(.)) is bandiimite for all p; € P.
uniform sampling theory (see, e.gl, [20[, [18]). There is Fhe following lemma shows that trajectory sets composed of
subtle reason for adopting this restriction in this work. Watraight lines satisfy conditio(Kl).
know that a bandlimited signal is an entire function and keenc Lemma 2.1:For w,v € R? let p(t) = w + vt denote a
can be completely recovered (see, elg.] [21]] [22]) usiag gtraight I|_ne trajectory para_m(_eterlzed byThen for f € Bq
values on an interval or using its values on a convergdhe functionf(p(.)) is bandlimited to the sefp, p] where
sequence of points. Such results can be used to construct g 1nin{(w, v) : w € Q} andp = max{(w,v) : w € Q}.
trajectory inR? with finite total length such that bandlimited ~
fields can be perfectly reconstructed using the field values o O

the trajectory. However, in reality it is impossible to acately \We do not prove this lemma since it follows easily from
measure the field values on an interval or on a convergeiémentary properties of the Fourier transform (see, [28]).
sequence of points. The conditi¢a2) ensures that the pathThe limits of the spectral suppopt andp are illustrated in
density metric does indeed capture the total length thads\egrigure[3. Because of this desirable bandlimitedness ptpper
to be traversed by a single moving sensor using the trajestorof f(j(.)) for straight line trajectories, almost all the trajectory

in P for sampling. This avoids degenerate static cases like t§éts that we study in this paper are collections of straigkt |
situation in which every trajectory; corresponds to a single trajectories.

point in a sampling lattice for the field. Such a degenerate

trajectory set has path density equal to zero, but it is ngt sampling trajectories foR2

possible to visit all of these points by using a single sensor We now present some simple examples of trajectory sets on
In fact, we know from Nyquist sampling theory that if w

d : . . . R? and compute their path densities. We discuss conditions
had O(a%) sensors available for sampling spherical region3 quired to ensure that these trajectory sets are Nyqajgttr
of radiusa, it may be possible to sample bandlimited field q J y yqay

. ?ory sets for specific choices 6f C R?. These results can be
without any movement at all. . o ..
. i . interpreted as a generalization of known results on catti
In a practical deployment, it is not possible to take me

¥ sampling lattices [19] and unions of sampling latti 2
surements of the field at all points along a continuous p Ping 1139] ping =l

. s : perfect reconstruction of bandlimited fields.
because a continuous path has an infinite number of pointSyy" ynitorm set: The most natural choice of a trajectory set
Howeve_r, !f the sensor moylng_al_ong a t_rajectory is exposed ih R? is a collection of equispaced straight line trajectories of
a bandlimited function of time it is possible to reconstrtict the form
entire field along its path from uniformly spaced samplessTh
motivates the following additional desirable conditig¢l) of P={pi:i€Z} with pi(t)=w+idvt+uvt (7)

a trajectory setP :
I y 2j.e. has compact support in the Fourier domain



where A € R,, andw,v are fixed vectors ifR? with v+
denoting the unit vector orthogonal ta These trajectories
are lines oriented parallel to and are spacedh units apart.
We refer to such a set of equispaced parallel line trajexsas
uniform setsn R2. Uniform sets form a periodic configuration
of straight lines and hence can be interpreted as a natural
generalization of sampling lattices to sampling trajegtests.

It is also immediate from Lemnia 2.1 that uniform sets satisfy

the desirable conditio(KH). Wa
As an example lef” be a uniform set parallel to the x-axis
with the spacing between adjacent lines equal\todefined
by P = {p; : i € Z} where
pi(t) = (t,A))T,i € Z,t € R. (8)
Such a uniform set is shown in Figure 4(a). Suppfisis a (@) Sampled spectrum (b) Limit ase — 0

compact convex subset &f. Let Fig. 5. Sampled spectrum of a two-dimensional field bandtichto a circle

Q. The support of the sampled spectrum is composed of periegietitions

T
A* :=sup{A: QNQ <(O, QKW) ) is empty} of §2 on the plane.

where we use the convention @ (3) for a shifted version of a |t is straightforward to generalize the results[df (9) &n@) (1
set. It can be easily shown via classical sampling theory [1& general uniform sets of the foril (7) by interpreting these
that P forms a Nyquist trajectory set fde if A < A*. More sets as shifted and rotated versions of the simple example

precisely, it can be shown that we considered in[{8). The exact conditions can be explicitly
PeNgif A< A @) obtained from Theorein 2.4 which is stated in the next §ect|0n
In the following lemma we characterize the path density of a
and uniform set.
P ¢ Nqgif A> A" (20) Lemma 2.2:The path density of a uniform sd® of the

.. formin is given b
These results, as well as analogous results for generaromif @is g y

sets, follow as special cases of Theofen 2.4 which we prove oP) = 1 (12)
later in the paper. We now illustrate the main idea behind the A
result via a simple visual proof. Since the sensors can measkurthermore P satisfies conditior{C2). O

the field at high resolutions, we can assume that foramy0 We provide a proof in AppendixiB

the sensors can measure the field value at points of the for he analyses for uniform sets can be extended to a more

Pi(]é)a? GTZ-, 'r.‘ this case, we have access to field sampl @neral configuration of straight line trajectories congubef
f((je,iA)"),i,5 € Z, which correspond to samples on

g : . nions of uniform sets which we discuss next.
rectangular lattice. We know from classical sampling tigeor 2) Union of uniform sets:For vectorsw;, v; € R let P,
that the sampled impulse stream, ’ oo !

denote the uniform set defined B = {p; ; : j € Z} where
_ AT L ANT
fs(’r)_ Z f((jE,ZA) )6(T_(.7652A) ) pi,j(t):wi‘FinviL"'t'Ui,jGZ,teR, (13)
i,JEZ
herev' is a unit vector inR? orthogonal tov and A; > 0.
husP; is a uniform set oriented parallel t¢ with the spacing
between adjacent lines equaldq apart. The vectow; is just

has a Fourier spectruif; composed of spectral repetitions o
F over a reciprocal lattice of points in the Fourier domain:

or 2r\" an offset from the origin. We define the vector € R? as
Fy(w) = ZF(W—(]—,ZK) ) N
i,jEL W — 27TU1' (14)
1 Al .

Such a spectrum with repetitions is illustrated in Figura)5(
where Q is chosen to be a circle. Now, can be made If we assume that we are given samples of the fjelt points

arbitrarily small. In the limit as — 0, the sampled spectrum©f the form p; ;(ke),j,k € Z, then the sampled spectrum
satisfies from these samples corresponds to repetitions of the field

T spectrumF. As in the example we considered in SecfionTIFB1
Fy(w) = Z Flw- (072-2_”) L w e Q. (11) if we choose a small enough value @fthen it can be shown

A via classical sampling results 19] that the sampled spattr
comprises spectral repetitions in one direction. We obiaén
following spectrum analogous tb (11):

i€z
This means that the spectral repetitions along dtkexis no
longer overlap, leading to Figufre 5[b). Now perfect recgisr

possible whenever the spectral repetitions along,tdeection Fl(w) = Z exp(i{ju;, w;))F(w + ju;),w € Q. (15)
do not overlap, or equivalently wheft < A*. jez



Now suppose we hav& such uniform set{ P, : 1 <: < The conclusion shows that it is possible to recover the field
N7} of the form [I3B). LetP denote the union of all the sets: completely using readings on multiple uniform sets evenrwhe
N the measurements on each individual uniform set may be
po— U P. (16) aliased. The result of TheordmR.4 can be generalized t&high
= dimensions where sampling on lines is replaced with samplin

An example of such a trajectory set foF — 2 is depicted in on hyperplanes. This generalization is contained in Thaore

Figure[4(D). It follows from Lemm& 212 that the path density The results of Theorem 2.4 can be interpreted as special

of this trajectory set is given by cases of classical sampling on a discrete collection oftpoin
Noq Since uniform sets are composed of straight line trajegsori
(Py=>" v (17) we know from Lemmd2]1 that the restrictiof(p; ;(.)) of
i=1"" the bandlimited fieldf to any line p; ; in the uniform set
We now seek the conditions under whighforms a Nyquist of (I3) is bandlimited. Clearly, for a fixedl the bandwidths
trajectory set forQ2. Since we now have samples frond of the f(p;;(.)) are identical for allj. Now suppose that
different uniform sets, it may be possible to reconstruet tithe sensors moving along each of the lines in the Bet
field although the sampled spectrufit from each individual take uniform spatial samples that aeg apart. It follows
uniform set given by[(15) is aliased. L& C R? denote the via the bandlimitedness of (p;;(.)) that the field values

set of points {f(pi;(t)) : t € R} can be recovered exactly from the
N samples{ f(pi j(me;)) : m,j € Z} providede; is small
_ _1)ke Ui ki€ {0,1L1<i<NV. 1g) €nough. Itis also clear that the poirts; ;(me;) : m,j € Z}

< {;( ) 2 {0.1h1=sis } (18) lie on a shifted version of a rectangular lattice. Thus for

N = 1, the conditions given in Theordm 2.4 can be interpreted

The following proposition gives a necessary condition tha yhe condition for perfect recovery under a special case
must be satisfied by any Nyquist trajectory setfbthatis a ¢ sampling on a shifted rectangular lattice, viz., when the

union of uniform sets represented in the fofml(16). sampling interval along one direction of the lattice is adyily

Proposition 2.3:Let @ C R? be a compact convex set.gmaii e have already seen this interpretation in Section
SupposeQ C Q(s) for somes € R2. ThenP ¢ Nj,. O [=BI] where we illustrated the idea using Figure TiB1. We
o o o . can extend this interpretation to thé = 2 case. ForN = 2,
Here() denotes the interior df and{2(s) denotes the shifted ¢ collection of sample locations from the two uniform sets
version of the interior as defined il (3). The above result &Y., the collection{p; ;(me;) : m,j € Z,1 < i < 2} defines
be proved by constructing a sinusoidal field that vanishes gnnion of two shifted rectangular lattices. Hence the tesul

all the Iineos inP, and has a Fourier transform supported 0§ Theorem[Z4 can be interpreted [2] as the condition for
Q(—s) C Q. We provide a proof in Appendix]C. The resultperfect recovery under a special case of sampling on a union

is equivalent to the fact that evely € N, must satisfy of two shifted lattices[[24], when the sampling intervalsre
o ) arbitrarily small. We note that in this example, the samples
Q ¢ Q(s) forall s € R®. taken on each individual shifted lattice are aliased buemiv

This necessary condition must be satisfied by all unions %|1! sets ogsamilesd, gerfe_ct rde:c:ove?r/] |sbp033|p(ljet>. Th_e_ value
uniform setsP that form Nyquist trajectory sets f&2. When © required can be determined from the bandwidt Gf; ;(.))

ja LemmaZ1L.

N < 2, it can be shown that the tightest necessar conditidff .
. o . ghtes Y We also note that the result of Theorém]2.4 on unions of
given by Propositiod 213 is also sufficient. Our main result . S >
niform sets is similar in spirit to known works on the retiate

in two dimensions is the following theorem which provide%l

. o blem of sampling on the union of shifted versions of a
necessary and sufficient conditions to ensure fhdorms a PO
Nyquist tryajectory set fof? when N < 2. lattice (see, e.g.[[25][[26][[27]). These works (e.§.7,[2

Theorem 2.4:Let  C R? be a compact convex set. LetExampIe 2)) pr(_)wde necessary an_d sufficient c_ondmons for
. . . s?mplmg on unions of shifted versions of a lattice, whereas
P denote a union of uniform sets expressed in the form

(8) with N = 1 or 2. For N = 2 assume that; and v, are as we argued in the previous paragraph, our results provide
non-collinear_Then \'Ne have_ ! 2 conditions for sampling on certain unions of shifted non-

identical lattices. Furthermore, as can be seen from thefpro

o

P e Ngif Q¢ Q(s) for all s € R? (19) of Theoren 2}, the condition
and, Q ¢ Q(s), for all s € R?
P¢Ngif QC 5(8) for somes € R? (20) is equivalent to the condition for invertibility of a lineaystem
where Q is defined in[IB). of equations relating the values of the Fourier transform of

the field. This is analogous to the invertibility conditiofi o
The result of [2D) clearly follows from Propositién P.3. ThePapoulis [27].
rest of the theorem is proved in Appendik D. We conclude this section on unions of uniform sets with an
Theorem[ 24 gives us necessary and sufficient conditiomsample that illustrates the result of Theoleni 2.4 for milstua
on unions of uniform sets that admit perfect reconstructioarthogonal uniform sets under two different choicesof



-]
i

T

(a) Orthogonal sets of trajectories.

(b) Sampled spectra from the two sets.

(c) Critical sampling.

Fig. 6. Two sets of mutually orthogonal uniform sets and th@led spectra from samples taken on these trajectoriesssiad in the first part of Example

Example 2.1 (Mutually orthogonal uniform sets):
Consider a trajectory se” composed of the union of
two uniform sets, one oriented parallel to theaxis spaced
A7 units apart and another parallel to theaxis spaced\,
units apart.

(i) SupposeA; = Ay = A. Such a set of trajectories
is illustrated in Figur¢ 6(f) with the trajectories parhlle
to xz-axis (y-axis) colored in black (red). Suppose
is a circular disc of radiugp centered at the origin.
The sampled spectra corresponding to the samples from
each set of trajectories is illustrated in FigJre p(b).
From Theoreni 214 it follows that in order to guarantee
perfect recovery we must have at least one point of
the form (+%,+£%)" must lie outside2. Hence the
maximum value ofA required to ensure that the field
can be perfectly reconstructed i&* V2T From
simple geometry it can be seen that whAn= A*,
the first spectral repetitions along theaxis touch the
first spectral repetitions along theaxis as illustrated in
Figure[6(c). Thus whem\ < A*, these first repetitions

A* := 27 perfect reconstruction is possible. In this case,
it can be verified that the sampled spectra at the different
portions of() satisfy the following relations

Fllw) = Fw), weQus
Fllw) = Fw)+Flw+u), weQUQy
Ff(w) F(w), w e N UQUQ3

where F'} and F? denotes the sampled spectra from the
trajectories parallel to the-axis andy-axis respectively.
Thus the original spectrum can be recovered as

Fw)

F82 (w)XQ1 UQ2UQ3 (Ld) + Fsl (M)XQ4U525 (QJ)
+H(F; (W) = F(w + u1)xeeue; (@)
where y4(.) denotes the indicator function of set.

Hence the original field can be recovered by inverting
the Fourier spectrum. a

The two cases considered in Examplel 2.1 are distinctly dif-
ferent. In the first case, we saw that the conditions for perfe
recovery is the same as the requirement that every part of

along the two axes do not overlap and thus every point() is unaliased in at least one of the two spectra. Whereas,

w € Q) satisfies eithel”(w) = Fl(w) or F(w) = F?(w)
and thus the whole spectrufi’(w),w € 2 can be
recovered using both sampled spectra.

(iiy If Q is not a circular disc, the conditions are a bit
more complex to state. Suppodg = 2A, = 2A. Such

in the second case, we saw that perfect recovery is possible
even when some portions of the spectrum are aliased in both
sampled spectra.

3) Concentric equispaced circular trajectoriede now

consider an example of a set of non-affine trajectories. 8spp

a set of trajectories is illustrated in Figyre T(a) with the Q is a circular disc of radiug centered at the origin. Let

trajectories parallel tac-axis (y-axis) colored in black

C ={c; :i € NU{0}} wherec; denotes a circular trajectory

(red). Consider this example from [2, Example 3.2] when of radiusiA centered at the origin. Such a trajectory set is

Q) has the shape of a right-triangle given y:= {w €
R? .

shown in Figurg 4(¢). It is easily verified that conditi¢@2)
wy > 0,|ws| + |wy| < p}. The sampled spectra is satisfied by this trajectory set. It is also known from| [t

corresponding to the samples from each set of trajectorieany field bandlimited td? is reconstructible from its values
is illustrated in Figurd 7(). In this case Theorém] 2.4 on these trajectories whenevé&r < Z. However, this does
predicts that perfect reconstruction is possible whenevenot verify whether conditior{CfI)) is satisfied because exact
A < A* := 2% _WhenA = A* the sampled spectra are reconstruction of the field using the schemel[in| [15] requires

as shownin Ipzigwmc). We have partitiorfeéhto seven

the field values at all points on the continuous circular eurv

distinct portions, each portion being characterized by theNevertheless, one can use the Beurling frame theorem to show
nature of spectral overlap in the two sampled spectra. Wahat indeed conditio(I)) is also satisfied whem\ < ~.

see that the portions &2 such as()¢ and 27 in Figure

Below we give a version of Beurling’s theorem for isotropic

are aliased in the spectra from both the uniform setsbandlimited fields inR?, i.e., fields bandlimited to a circular

Nevertheless, Theorem 2.4 shows that whenevek

disc in the Fourier transform. This version of the theorem is
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(a) Orthogonal sets of trajectories. (b) Sampled spectra from the two sets.

(c) Critical sampling.

Fig. 7. Two sets of mutually orthogonal uniform sets and thmgled spectra from samples taken on these trajectoriesissisd in the second part of

Example[2.1L.

taken from [18]. The slight difference from the statement idisc of radiusa with center at the origin contains a total of
[18] is due to the different definition of the Fourier transfo K ~ & concentric circles separated by a radial distanca of
This leads to a total trajectory length A K (K + 1) whence
Theorem 2.5 (Beurling’s Covering Theorenet ) C R?  we get/(C) = %. Since we requird < T to ensure that
be a circular disc of radiug centered at the origin. For anyC € Ny, it follows that the lowest possible path density among
uniformly discrete set C R? let trajectory sets that satisfy this condition is achieved nvide
meets the upper bound and is given by
We also note that this trajectory set does not satisfy condi-
- . . : tion (K@) in SectiorII=A because the signals along the circles
getge(?n)]i:ed?’%r;ﬁr}év)e- ;42 /,x][.e., anyf € Ba is umque&y are not bandlimited. Nevertheless, these signals haveta fini
' ' essential bandwidth as established in Lenimé 2.6 below.
We can now use this theorem to verify that condit{Gff) is Lemma 2.6:Let f € By whereQ2 C R2. Consider a sensor
satisfied byC'. For e > 0 small enough we note that on eaclmoving at a constant angular velocity of along a circle
circle ¢; we can choose a discrete collection of equispaced radius a centered at the origin. The time-domain signal
points such that the arc-length between nearest neightorss¢t) = f((a cos(vt),asin(vt))) is essentially bandlimited to
the circle lies in the intervalie, e]. Let A denote the set of [—p;, p] wherep, = v(1 + asup,cq ||lwl])- O
all such points together with the origin. It follows thatis
uniformly discrete and satisfiegA) < 3 (A+e¢). Now if A <
I we can choose small enough to ensure thatA) < 35"

A) = sup inf ||z — y]|.
o(A) Ieﬂgdy@ll yll

We provide a proof in AppendiX]E.
We note that the signal(¢) in Lemmal2.6 is periodic in
time. Hence it can be represented by a Fourier series expansi
hus by Beurling’s covering theorem it follows thét e J\/ -
y g g s(t) = Yoo skexp(ikvt). The coefficientss, can be

wheneverA < I, p o a B 't . )
We now compute the path density for this trajectory setomputed explicitly using Bessel functions as:

Clearly, the maximum density of trajectories is at the arigi 1 :
and hence the supremum {d (5) is achieved at the origin. A % = 7 /R2 F(w) exp(ikf) Ji () dw (21)



where o = aflw| and 8 = tan—' Z*. The Fourier series
coefficients are negligible fdk| > k := [2:]. Thus the signal
s(t) can be approximated as

k
s(t) = Z s exp(ikvt). (22)

k=—Fk

Hence if we have measurements €f) at a finitely many
points of time, then we can use the approximation[of (22)
estimate the periodig(¢) from these samples.

4) Union of spiral trajectories:Another type of non-affine
trajectories are spirals. The geometry of spiral trajeetoare
particularly convenient to use in MRI applications and henc
they have been studied extensively in the field of MRI (se
e.g, [28], [18]). For example the work [18] contains som
results on perfect reconstruction of bandlimited fieldsnfro
their measurements taken on spiral trajectories and umions
spiral trajectories. Suppoge is the circular disc of radiug
centered at the origin. Consider a trajectory set composed

N interleaved spirals of the form
Fig. 8. A trajectory set inR? composed of a union of three interleaved

SP={sp;:i€{0,1,...,N —1}} (23) Archimedean spirals.

wheresp; are Archimedean spirals of the form
ctcos(2(t — i/N)) equispaced orthogonal uniform sets satisfying the caomti
spi(t) = ( ctsin(2n(t — i /N)) ) ,t € RT, of Beurling’s theorem we need to have < %. This proves
the existence of Nyquist trajectory sets that do not satiséy
fori e {0,1,..., N —1}. An example of such a trajectory setconditions of Beurling’s theorem.
for N = 3 is shown in Figuré&l8. It follows via [18, Example
3] that SP satisfies condition(Cl) whenevers: < Z. This
. ) . . P
result is established by applying Beurling’s covering tieao _ _
(TheoreniZ) to identify a uniformly discrete setof points ~ For d > 3, we consider only trajectory sets composed of
on the spirals satisfying\ € .Aqg. Moreover, sinceSP is periodically spaced parallel straight lines analogoushe t
composed of a finite number of continuous trajectories Whiform sets we considered in Sectibn TiB1 far = 2.

C. Sampling trajectories foR¢ whered > 3

follows trivially that the condition(Cl3) is satisfied by this Let {vi,v2,...,v4} denote a basis foR? such thatvg
trajectory set. Hence it follows tha§P € AN whenever iS @ unit vector orthogonal to the hyperplane spanned by
L oz {v1,v2,...,v4-1}. In other words(v;, v4) = d;4 for all i < d.

In the following lemma we compute the path density of theonsider trajectories,, of the form

trajectory set of interleaved spirals. d—1

Lemma 2.7:The path density of the union of spiral trajec- Pm(t) =) miv;+tva,  tER (24)
tories of [2B) satisfieg(SP) = £. O P
We provide a proof in Append&IF. Since we requife< Z  wherem = (my,ma, .. .,mq_1)T € 7471, Let P denote the
to ensure thalSP € Ng it follows that the lowest possible trajectory set
path density among trajectory sets that satisfy this cadit P={pn:mezi "} (25)

is achieved whem meets the upper bound and is given by We refer to such a set of periodically spaced parallel line

for all values of V. . . . T .
. . , tfrajectories asuniform sefd in R A simple example of a
Before we conclude this section, we mention a caveat Qniform set inR? is illustrated in Fi ur¢]9 corresponding to
the use of Beurling’s covering theorem (Theorgml 2.5) for 9 P 9

identifying optimal spacings in trajectory sets. This tresn Aq 0 0
gives only a sufficient condition on sampling sets. Although v, = 0 yuou=1| Ag J,us=1| 0 |. (26)
we used the conditions for this theorem to find conditions 0 0 1

on the trajectory sets of Sectiohs [IB3 ahd [[}B4 required
to ensure that they are Nyquist trajectory sets, these dye on We useFqo C Ny to denote the collection of all uniform
sufficient conditions. Some trajectory sets that do nosBati sets that form Nyquist trajectory sets for In other words,
these conditions may also be Nyquist trajectory sets. Férn is the collection of uniform sets iR’ that satisfy
instance, in Example2.1 (i) of Sectibn 11-B2, we saw that the

3For an exact generalization of uniform setsRR, we have to include an

maximum p05_5|ble spac_lng pO?/_SQIEle for a union of eq_UISpaC§ itive shift of some vectow € R¥ to p,,, (t). We avoid it here to keep the
orthogonal uniform sets iA* = R However, for a union of presentation simple. Generalization of the results to zemo- shifts is trivial.
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P suppose thaf is a spherical ball of radiug centered at the
/| origin. Then(,, is just a circular disc so that the condition
/| to ensure perfect reconstruction becomes

max{Al, Ag} < K
P

O
The path density of uniform sets iR? is characterized in
z y the following lemma.
¥ / Lemma 2.9:The path density of the trajectory setdefined
Ay A, % in (25) is given by
T «P) 1

~ |detG)}

where defG) denotes the determinant of thle— 1 x d — 1
Gram matrix defined by+;; = (v;,v;),1 <4, <d—1. O

Fig. 9. A simple example of a uniform set k3.

conditions (A1) and (d2). The following theorem provides
conditions on the vectorguy, va, ..., v4} and on the sef so
that P ¢ ./\/Q.

Theorem 2.8:Let P denote the uniform set defined [0 {25)
Let {u1,...,uq—1} denote vectors iiR? satisfying(u;, v;) =
2mé;; for1 <i<d-1andl < j <d and letQ C R?
denotes a compact convex set with a point of symmetry at t
origin. Then we have? ¢ N, if

We provide a proof outline in Appendix]H.

As we did with Theorerii 214, the results of Theofen 2.8 can
also be interpreted as a special case of sampling on lattices
Since uniform sets ifR? are composed of straight line trajec-
tories we know from Lemm@a2.1 that the restrictif(p..(.))
ﬁgthe bandlimited fieldf to any line in the uniform set is

andlimited. It follows that the field along each line can be
perfectly reconstructed using uniform sampling along the, |

. a1 i provided the sampling intervalis small enough. If we further
2 Zmiui ¢ Q, forallmeZ* "\ {0}. (27)  assume that the sampling locations on the lines are aligned
i=1 with each other, then the collection of the sampling loaatio
The condition[(2l7) is also necessary in the sense that iethen all lines can be expressed 8s,,(n¢) : n € Z,m € Z471}
existsm € 241\ {0} such that} Zd_l M € f’) Wherefoz where e is small enough. Clearly, this collection of points
) ] ) S Luj=1 "Mt , . L e d
denotes the interior of in R%, then P ¢ N g formsasampling lattice iRR“. Thus the results of Theordm 2.8

can be interpreted as the conditions for perfect reconsbuc
We provide a proof in AppendiXIG. The crux of the proof liesinder a special case of sampling on a lattic®when the
in the fact that the sufficient condition to ensure tRagatisfies Samp”ng interval a|ong one direction is Sufﬁcienﬂy smahe
condition(CI) is that fore small enough the lattice of pointsvalue ofe required can be determined from the bandwidth of
defined by{Zf;ll mv; +mgevg : m € Z4} forms a sampling f(pm(.)) via LemmaZ1L.
lattice for , i.e., admits perfect reconstructidn [19] of fields
in By from its samples on the lattice. Sin€eis convex and I1l. OPTIMAL SAMPLING TRAJECTORIES

symmetric about the origin this condition is equivalen{Zd)( As we argued earlier, the path density of a trajectory set

We illustrate the result for a simple example below. . . )
captures the total distance required to be traveled peraneé

Example 2.2 (Rectangular uniform setgJonsider the uni- . T : . .
form set shown in Figurg] 9 corresponding to the basis vect fﬁsr sampling spatial fields using a mobile sensor moving on
? e trajectory set. Hence it is of interest to characterize t

of (28). I this case it is easily verified that optimal trajectory set for sampling fields that are bandfahi

= 0 to a given sef2 C R?. We seek a solution to the following
up = 0 |, u= 2—’; . (28) problem:
0 0 min {(P). (29)
PeNg

Hence, for this trajectory set, the conditioninl(27) is eaient |, his section we identify partial solutions to the problem
to the condition that the vectors solving it exactly for trajectory sets restricted to sombsais

Al and 0 of ./\/Q.
0 AD We introduce some notation. Suppogés,bs,...,bs}
forms a basis folR?. A lattice b generated by the vectors

generate a sampling lattice for the $kt,, the intercept of

with the zy plane defined a8),, = {(z,y) : (x,y,0) € Q}.

It is easily verified from classical sampling results][19th { d }
b= .

{b1,ba,...,ba} is a collection of points irR? of the form

for compact convex set@ with a point of symmetry this is > mibi:m € Z¢ (30)
exactly the condition required to ensure that there is rasalg =1
in the samples of the field measured at points of the forRor any latticeb, it is known that (see, e.gl. [29, p. 276]) it is

{myvy + mave + emavs : m € Z3} for ¢ small enough. Now always possible to define a badig;, cz, .. ., cq} of R? such
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thatb is generated bycy, co,...,cq} and the basis vecta, ~ A. Optimality forR?

is a vector with shortest length i i.e., It is difficult to solve [29) exactly because it is difficult to
characterize all the trajectory sets that satisfy conalg{@fI])
and(d2). However, as we show below, it is possible to identify
the optimal trajectory set among those that can be written as
A lattice b is called asampling latticefor a setQ c R¢ if @ finite union of uniform sets like in(16). Such trajectory
every bandlimited fieldy : R? — R with Fourier transform sets have the added advan_tage that they satisfy the desirabl
supported on) can be recovered perfectly using only th@roperty of(KI), as proved in Lem_m.l. _ _
values of the fieldg at points in the lattice. The sampling L€t &a C No denote the collection of trajectory sefsin
density of a sampling lattice of the forfi{30) is defined as th¥e such that@ is a finite union of uniform sets of the form

¢y € argmin ||x||.
zeb\{0}

average number of points per unit volumeRA. n
In the following lemma we present a simple result that Q= U Qi
identifies the shortest strategy for visiting all points in a i=1
sampling lattice for2 ¢ R<. where for each, @; is a uniform set. We need the following

Lemma 3.1:Let b be a lattice of points ilR? of the form definitions. For a nonempty compact convex Qet R? and
(B0) such thab, € argmin,c;, oy ||| is @ shortest vector of any u € R? let B”(Q) denote the distance betweerj the two
the lattice. Let\'® denote the set of trajectory sefsof the Parallel supporting hyperplanes @fthat are perpendicular to

form (@) that visits all points irb: the vectoru. We refer toB*(2) as the breadth of) in the
directionu. The width of(2 is defined by the relation
b . (1) -4
N° = {P:bcC{pit):ieltecR}and W(Q) = min B4(Q). (32)
P satisfies conditiorfCi2)}. u€R?

A chord of2 is defined as the nonempty intersectiorf ofvith

Then the minimum in the following problem a line inRY. Foru € RY, W*(Q) is defined as the maximum
. length of a chord of2? parallel tou. The widthW(2) can
Prg}bﬁ(P ) (31) alternately also be interpreted as (see, €.gl, [30])
, . . . - . W(2) = min W*(Q). (33)
is achieved by the uniform set given by = {p,, : m € u€Rd

271} where In the following theorem, we identify the union of uniform
sets with minimal path density such that the trajectory set i
a Nyquist trajectory set fof2.

Theorem 3.2:For any nonempty compact convex $etC
R?, let & be the minimizer in[(32), and far > 0 let P¢ denote

Proof: Let P € A* andz € R? be arbitrary. SinceP @ uniform set given by> = {pf : j € Z} where
satisfies conditio(C2) it follows that there is a continuous o
curveq of lengthD” (a, z) + o(a?) that contains all the lattice ~ p5(t) =Jj KW(Q)
points inb N Bl(x). If one follows the curvey starting at
one of its end-points, one will eventually visit all points i wherea" € R? is orthogonal toi. Then P¢ € &, for all
b Bl(x) before reaching the end qf By construction the ¢ € (0, y37;) and is optimal in path density as— 0, i.e.,
shortest path connecting any two pointstim BZ(z) has a W(Q)

length no less thatjb;||. Hence the total length of should lim £(P¢) = inf £(Q) =
satisfy =0 Qeéo 2

Length(q) > (#(b N Bil(x)) — 1)bs]

d—1

ﬁm(t) = Zmibi+1 + tbl,t € R.
=1

—e) i} +att,teR,jeZ

[l

O
The widthWW(Q2) and the optimizer; appearing in the state-

where# denotes cardinality. This further implies that ment of the theorem are illustrated in Fig{ire Ip(a). Thisltes
p is established by identifying the union of uniform sets with
(P)> lim sup (#(b N By (x)) = 1lba]| minimal path density that satisfies the conditions of Theore
a—500 ;. cRd Vol g(a) [2.4. We provide a proof for the theorem in Appenfix I. This
. optimality result can be generalized to the case of sampling
By the definition of P it is easily verified that choosing =  d-dimensional fields on unions of uniform sets of hyperplanes
P achieves equality in the above relation. The desired restliis result is the topic of Theorem 4.4.
follows. | In short, Theorerh 312 establishes the optimality of a unifor

An immediate corollary of this lemma is the fact that foset P from all trajectory sets irf,. In particular, we have
any setQ2 a uniform set has the shortest path density amordentified a sequence of uniform sets of trajectories indexe
all trajectory sets containing a sampling lattice forIn this by e with path densities converging to the infimum path
section we use this lemma together with results from Sectidensity from&g ase tends to zero. The limiting uniform set
[Mto establish some optimality properties of uniform sets. corresponding to critical sampling is obtained by pluggimg
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the best known path densities from the examples in Sections
[[-B3land[l-B4 also match the best path density of a uniform
set when() is a circular disc. However, it is not easy to
verify whether this is indeed the optimal value 6f1(29). We
recall that in the classical case of sampling field$3in on a
uniformly discrete collection of points, the best known &w
bound on the sampling density is obtained from Landau’s
necessary conditions [81] (see alsol[20, Corollary 1] Hlso
known that one can identify a collection of sampling points
with a sampling density that is arbitrarily close to this hdu
[32], [33, Cor. 4.5]. It may be possible to extend Landau’s
() Width W(€2) of a convex se2 (b) Optimal uniform set fox2 corre- ~ cONditions and the constructions 6f [32] andl[33, Cor. 4.5]
and the directiond along which © sponding to critical sampling obtained to Nyquist trajectory sets and thus obtain a solution to the
ﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ%ﬂeﬁfﬁf orientatiof is the g?ﬁé‘é%?;”rg&é: 0 in the solution problem [29) of identifying the Nyquist trajectory set with
minimal path density.
Fig. 10. The widthW(Q2) of a convex set?, and the limiting optimal In the following section we generalize some of the above

uniform set corresponding to critical sampling given by dieen[3.2. The gptimality results for sampling trajectories in two dimims
optimal uniform set is oriented orthogonal to the directi@rn which  is . . .
to higher dimensions.

narrowest.

imali d
e = 0. This critically sampled uniform set is a set of parallel?' Optimality forR® whered > 3

lines oriented parallel ta and space% apart, as shown For fields in R? with d > 3, we consider only unifom

in Figure[I0(0). sets of the form[(25). We also restrict ourselves to fields
In addition to the optimality property of Theordm 3.2, unibandlimited to sets$) that are compact convex subsetsRsf

form sets satisfy a different optimality property. In pediiar, and have a point of symmetry at the origin. As in Section

uniform sets are optimal among all trajectory sets\in that [=Cl let 7, C ANy denote the collection of all uniform sets

contain all the points on a sampling lattice féx, as the in R? that form Nyquist trajectory sets f&2. From Theorem

following result shows. 2.8 we know the necessary and sufficient conditions on the
Proposition 3.3:For any setQ) C R?, let Q € N be a vectors{vy,vs,...,vs} required forP € Fo. We now seek

trajectory set that visits all points in a sampling lattioe £2.  the solution to the problem

Then there exists a uniform sét € Ny such that/(P) < )

Q). ip 4P) (34)

Proof: Let b denote the sampling lattice fél that is vis- . ) )

ited by Q. It is immediate from LemmB&3.1 that the minimumvhere & C R? is a compact convex set with a point of

path density in the collection of all trajectory sets thaith, Symmetry at the origin. In this section we outline a procedur

is achieved by a uniform set. This uniform set automaticalf" Solving the above problem. In our approach we relate this

satisfies conditiofCf)) since it contains a sampling set far ~ Problem to the problem of designing optimal sampling latic

Since uniform sets further satisfy conditi¢6Z) by lemma for static sampling irR*~".

22, the result follows. m Let P be a uniform set as defined ifi_{25) wherg, is
We now revisit the original probleni{R9) that we wished tgefined in [2Z#) with the vectorguv;, vs, ..., vq} forming a

solve. The results of Theordm B.2 and Proposfiioh 3.3 stiggBasis forR? with (v;, va) = d;q for all i € {1,...,d}. LetU

that the uniform set given in TheordmB.2 is optimal from genote ad x d unitary matrix such that/vq = e, the unit

wide class of trajectory sets. It is tempting to consider théector along thel-th principal axis. Define

possibility that this optimality extends to a wider class so R s

that this uniform set also solvels {29). Some further evidenc OV i={seR": U < 0 ) €Q} (35)

for this is obtained by identifying the trajectory sets with

minimal path densities among those studied in SecfionSlI-R\Iso let 7; := Uv; and lets; € R4~! be the vector obtained

andI=B4. Assume tha® a circular disc? of radiusp. In this from @; by omitting its last component. We have the following

case, we know from Theorem 8.2 that the best path densigsult that relates the problem of designing optimal umifor

possible with a uniform set i§. We also see that among all thesets to the well-studied problem of designing optimal samgpl

configurations of equispaced concentric circular trajeeso lattices.

in Bq discussed in Sectidn 1I-B3, the lowest path density is Proposition 3.4:Let Q C R¢ be a compact convex set with

given by £ achieved whem\ is equal to the upper limit of .  a point of symmetry at the origin and |€tbe a uniform set in

A similar conclusion also holds for the union of interleave@®? as described above. L&t, QU andv; be as defined above.

spiral trajectories in Section 1-B4. The lowest path dgnsi Then the uniform se satisfiesP € A if and only if the

among all configurations of interleaved spiral trajectsrie lattice of points defined by” := {3"¢" m;v; : m € Z41}

Bg, discussed in Section I[-B4 is also equal foachieved forms a sampling lattice foRV. Furthermore the path density

when the parameteris equal to the upper limit of%. Thus ¢(P) is equal to the sampling density 6f .



13

Proof: Consider the fieldf defined by Corollary 3.4.1: Let Q c R denote a compact convex set
s . 4 with a point of symmetry at the origin. Among all possible
f(r)=fUr),r € R choices ofd x d unitary matrices letU be the one such

Clearly the Fourier transform of is supported on the set that the set2V defined as in[(35) admits a sampling lattice

v with minimal sampling density irR¢~!. Also suppose that
Q" ={Us:s€Q}. the vectors{wy, ws, ..., wq_1} C RI! generate an optimal

Now the problem of sampling the fieltialong the linep,, (t) sampling lattice for fields bandlimited tol. Let P be a

is equivalent to sampling the field along the linep,,(¢) Uniform set as defined il (25) where the vectorsre given

defined by by

vi:ﬁfl ( Wi >,1 <i<d-1 andvd:ﬁfled. (39)

d—1
Pm(t) =Y mibi +tia, tER (36) 0
=1

~ ThenP € F, and solvedé the optimization probleni{34). 0
whered; = Uwv;. Hence if P := {p,, : m € Z4~1} then it o _ , . .
follows that The problem of identifying sampling lattices with minimal

5 density is well studied in literature (see, e.d..1[19],1[34]
PeNo & PeNow [35]). Such results can be used in conjunction with the above
and that the path density oP is identical to that ofP. corollary to design optimal uniform sets iR?. Below we
We know from Theorerf 218 that the necessary and sufficigamesent some examples@fc R? for which we can explicitly
condition for P € Nqu is given by solve for the optimal uniform set.

) -1 " i Example 3.1:Suppose? is the spherical balB? c R<. In
2 Zmiui ¢ ", forallm e Z% "\ {0} (37) this case it is easy to see that’ defined in [(3b) is al — 1-
i=1 dimensional spherical ball of radiysin R%~! for all choices

where; are defined as vectors iR that satisfy(ii;,v;) = of the unitary matrixUU. Hence without loss of optimality
2mé;; for 1 <i<d—1andl < j < d. Now sincei; = e¢, we chooseU in Corollary[3.4.1 to be the identity matrix.
it follows that (i;, e?) = 0 for i < d — 1. This fact together Now suppose thafw:,ws,...,wq—1} C R4~1 generate a
with the fact that is convex and symmetric about the origirsampling lattice with minimal sampling density for fields in
implies that the conditiof (37) is equivalent to R*! bandlimited toB¢~!. Define

d—1 R (o . d

2> omyii; ¢ QU, forallm e z471\ {0} (38) Ui i= ( 0 )alﬁzﬁd—l Ud = €.
i=1

y 1 _ B o Then it follows via Corollary(3.4]1 that the uniform sét
whereii; € R is the vector obtained from; by omitting qefined in [Z5) with the above choices for vectorsichieves

its last component. By construction it is clear thaf, v;) =  the minimum in [3%). Forl = 3 the vectors; can be chosen
(@i, 05) = 2mé;; for 1 < 4,5 < d— 1. Thus it follows from g

[19] that condition[(3B) is exactly the necessary and siffici

condition to ensure thdt” forms a sampling lattice fofV. o \}g 27 (1) B 8

~ We now consider the path densityP). Sinced, = elit V1T V3p 0 e Vap\ o) v 1

is clear that the collection of points
de1 This follows from the fact that a sampling grid based on
{Zmz‘f}i Y t5g:meZht € R} a hexagonal lattice is the optimal lattice [19] for two-
Py dimensional isotropic fields. This optimal configuration af

uniform set and the associated hexagonal sampling latice i
illustrated in Figurd_11. The exact choices of vectoysor

b ( Uy ) fields bandlimited to spherical balls ¢ for all d < 8 can
L0 be obtained from the above result using the results on optima
lattices for isotropic fields presented in [19, Table C.Is A
mentioned in[[1B], these results are based on results oastlos
packing of spheres iR 0

remains unaltered if we replade by

for 1 <i < d— 1. Thus it follows via Lemma 2|9 that the
path density/(P) satisfies

{(P) = |det(G)| 2
Example 3.2:Now suppos€ is a cuboidal region irR?

where G is ad — 1 x d — 1 matrix with entriesG, ; = given by Q = {(z,y,2) : |z| < pa, |y| < py. |2| < p-} where

(9;,0;) = (¥;,9;). Since the sampling density &' is equal
—1 =~
to [det(G)| ™= (see[19]) and/(P) = £(P) the result follows  4we are being imprecise here to keep the presentation sifmpleality the
from LemmaZ.b. W optimal orientation/ can be found. But the optimal uniform sEtcan only be
As an immediate consequence of the above result we h%xg@roached since an optimal sampling lattice(#f can only approached. To

the followi I ti | l traiect t e precise, one would have to consider a series of uniformFesatisfying
€ Tollowing coroliary on optumal sampling trajectory Sety;,, L(P¢) = infger,, £(Q) akin to the statement of Theordm B.2. The

from Fq. P mentioned here is the limit aPe.
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P /\q the process of measuring &dimensional field involves the
’ process of recording the field values on severdimensional

A" manifolds at a fine resolution. For example consider the prob
\ A lem of sampling and reconstructing 3adimensional object

) A/ from its views along severa?-dimensional sections. Such
Y| n = = | a sampling and reconstruction scheme is often employed in

Ny applications like Transmission Electron Microscopy (TEM)
\4; x A =2 [8] and Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) [9] where one

V3p . . : .
x tries to recreate thg-dimensional structure of an object after

. . I . — . imaging or scanning the surfaces of several cross-sectibns

Fig. 11. Optimal configuration of a uniform set for sampling iaotropic . . . . .

field in R%. The cross-section forms a hexagonal sampling lattice asrsh the object. In such cases, it may be of interest to identiéy th
optimal orientations along which the images should be taken
S0 as to minimize the total area of the images taken while stil

pz < py < p.. We are interested in choosing the vectorseing able to reconstruct th&dimensional structure of the

v1,v2,v3 iN @ uniform setP of the form (25) such that it object.

solves[(3H). In this case it can be seen thattHementionedin ~ We use the following terminology. As-manifold in R?

Corollary(3.4.1 admits a lattice with minimal sampling diéns will mean a topological manifold// embedded ik¢ such

when we havey; = €. In this caseU is the identity matrix that every point in}M has a neighborhood in/ that is

and the seV = {(z,y) : |z| < p, ly| < p,}. Therefore, by homeomorphic toR*. E.g., al-manifold in R? is a curve

the corollary it follows that[(34) is solved by in R? and a2-manifold inR? is a surface irR?. Generalizing
B 0 0 the concept of a trajectory set, we definesananifold set
P . in R? as a countable collection ef-manifolds inR? of the

v = 0 , U2 = E , U3 = 0 .

1 form P = {p; : i € I} where p;, denotes ax-manifold
0 0 in RY andI C Z. We also define a generalization of the
Such a trajectory set is illustrated in Figlile 9 whéve= pL path density metric to manifolds. If one assumes that it is
andA, = &, 0] inexpensive to increase the sampling density on the samplin
Py . . . .

In the followi - diff .manifolds, the metric of interest is the total volume of tile a

n the following proposition we present a difierent optiy, sampling manifolds per unit spatial volume. We call this
thetric themanifold densityof the manifold set. For a sd?

are optimal among all sets IV, that contain all points in of k-manifolds inR?, the manifold density is defined by

a sampling lattice for2. This result is theR¢ analogue of
Propositior 3.8 foiR2.

Proposition 3.5:Let ¢ R¢ denote a compact convex set
with a point of symmetry at the origin, an@ € N, be any
trajectory set that visits all points in a sampling lattice ©. WhereV,(a, z) represents the total-dimensional volume of
Then there exists a uniform sé& € N such that/(P) < the portions of the manifolds fron? that are located within
Q) the ball B¢(z) and Vol;(a) represents the volume of the ball.

éketch of proof: This follows from Lemma[3]1 and For example, whem = 1 the manifold density is exactly the
LemmaZ2 via the same argument used in proving Propositié#me as the path density defined i (5), and when: 2
B3. m andd = 3, the manifold density,(P) represents the total
The above result implies that the optimal uniform set givedfea of the sampling surfaces per unit volume. Similarly, we
by Corollary[3:41 is optimal among all trajectory sets th&t€neralize Nyquist trajectory sets to rrjjamfolds.
visit all points in a sampling lattice fof2. However, we  Definition 4.1: A x-manifold set inR® of the fOFde_Z
have not solved[{29). Nevertheless, as we mentioned in i : € I} is called a Nyquist-manifold set for2 C R® if
case of trajectories irfR2, it may be possible to extendit satisfies the following conditions:
Landau’s necessary conditions [31] and the results on @ptim (M1) [Nyquisi There exists a uniformly discrete

. sup, cpa VI (a,z)
<(P):=1
1 (P) i Sup =0

(40)

configurations of points [32]/[33, Cor. 4.5] for sampling in collection A of points on the manifolds i®
R? to Nyquist trajectory sets ilR? and thus obtain a solution such thatA admits perfect reconstruction of
to (29). fields in Bq, i.e., A C {r:r € p;,i € I} and
A€ Ag.
IV. GENERALIZATION TO HIGHER DIMENSIONAL When the value of; is clear from context, we just say Nyquist
SAMPLING MANIFOLDS manifold set. We use a special notation for collections of

In Sectiondl andll we studied the problem of samplindlyquist x-manifold sets:
bandlimited fields inR¢ on trajectories. Trajectories can Definition 4.2: For 2 c R? we defineVy as the collection
be regarded as one-dimensional manifoldsRifh We now of all Nyquist x-manifold sets for.
consider a generalization of this problem in which we replad@he examples of Nyquist trajectory setsRf that we consid-
trajectories with generat-dimensional manifolds iR¢ for ered in Sectiofd! are Nyquidgtmanifold sets, or equivalently,
k < d. Such a setting is relevant in applications wherelements of\; for x = 1. We now seek generalizations of
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these examples ta > 1. The other problem of interest issome point from the lattice. For such a lattice, it follows vi

a generalization of (29). However, we note that the probleafassical sampling theory [19] that the spectral repetgim
minpens f1s(P) is in general ill-posed under the current defithe sampled spectrum obtained from the samples taken on such
nition of N since it is possible to construct a set of manifolda lattice are spaced arbitrarily far apart in all directiersept

with vanishing manifold density, e.g., the degenerate daseone. In this case if) is a compact set, the sampled spectrum
which each manifold; is confined to a small neighborhoodfrom observations orP; satisfies:

of some point in a sampling lattice f&. This problem can . o )

be madepmore meaningfulgif further restrictigns are placed Fiw) = ZeXp('<jui’wi>)F(w +ju),w e (44)

on the elements ofV§; by imposing a condition analogous iez
to condition (C2) in the definition of N, in Section[I-A. whereuw; := % This is the analogue td (fL5) and is derived
However, we do not consider such a definition in this papexplicitly in Lemma[A.4 in AppendiXK.

to keep the presentation simple. Instead, restrictingedves Let Q c R? denote the set of points

to hyperplanes, we establish a generalization of Thegré&n 3. N

for sets of hyperplanes, i.e., affine manifolds of dimension o vk Wi .

pely Q_{zjl)z.memﬂhuggN}.

For someh € R? with ||h| = 1, let H denote the
hyperplane? := {r € R%: (r, h) = 0}. Generalizing uniform
sets of straight line trajectories we definaraform hyperplane
setin R? to be a collection of equispaced parallel hyperplan
of the form P = {p; : i € Z} where

i=1
Then we have the following results that generalize Projmosit
2.3 and Theoreni_2.4. The following proposition gives a
Jecessary condition that must be satisfied by any union of
uniform hyperplane sets that forms a Nyquist manifold set fo
Q.
pi=w+iAh+ H Proposition 4.2:Let Q ¢ R? be a compact convex set and

is a shifted versidh of the hyperplane. Thus P is a let P denote a union of uniform hyperplane sets of the form

collection of hyperplanes parallel t& located at intervals (43). Suppose@ C Q(s) for somes € R%. ThenP ¢ N5~ ".

of A units. The manifold density of the uniform hyperplane O
setP is given in the following result. _ As in the case of Propositin 2.3 the above proposition can be
Lemma 4.1:The manifold density of the uniform hyper-proved by constructing a sinusoidal field that vanishes on al
plane setP defined above is given by the hyperplanes iP, and has a Fourier transform supported
11 (P) = 1 on Q(—s) C Q. We provide a proof in Appendi¥ J. In other

A words, this proposition implies that every € J\/g’l must

whereA is the spacing between adjacent parallel hyperplanegcessarily satisfy
Sketch of proof: This lemma can be proved in exactly

the same way as LemrhaR.2 by considerdngl-dimensional Q ¢ Q(s) for all s € R”.
rectangular regions located within cadimensional spherical This necessary condition must be satisfied by all uniform hy-
ball. We skip the details. |

. . L _ erplane set$ that form Nyquist manifold sets fdr. When
W first obtain generalizations of Propositlon|2.3 and The e vectorsh; are linearly independent (which automatically

rem2.4 to uni(])vns of gniform hypes\pf)lane sets. Given fijr\}ite S&brces the constrainy < d), it can be shown that the tightest
loftv;cgors{zfi tihzl’ ur};t vec;ors{hi]ii:l, antd scalargAi}iz,. necessary condition given by Proposition| 4.2 is also sefiici
et I denote the uniform hyperpiane se In that scenario, the following theorem provides necesaady

Pi={pi;j:j€Z} (41) sufficient conditions to ensure th&tforms a Nyquist manifold
set for (2.
where , Theorem 4.3:Let & C R? be a compact convex set. Let
pij i=wi+ jAihi + H; (42) " p denote the union of uniform hyperplane sets defined in

represents a shifted version of hyperplaie:= {r € R? : (@3). Suppose that the vectof#,, hs,...,hy} are linearly
(r,h;) = 0}. The union of theN uniform hyperplane sets independent. Then we have the following generalization of

P,:1<i< N is defined as Theoren[ 2.4
N PeNEif Q¢ Q(s) for all s € RY, (45)
P:=||P. (43)
i_Ul and moreover,
Wg_e}re interested in finding the con_ditions Bnso thatP € Pé¢ Ng_l if OcC ("2(5) for somes € RY. (46)
NG . Since we assume that the field can be sampled at a
fine resolution on each of the sampling manifolds we can O

construct a sufficiently fine lattice iR? composed of points

W id fin A dikIK. Th f of the first
from P; such that every point orP; is arbitrarily close to € provide a proof in Appendikl] © proot ot e frs

result [4%) is very similar to that of the analogous result

5 .
5We avoid using the notational convention Bl (3) here which reserve (@9) for R*. We also n(_)te that the second _resdIIII (46) IS a
for sets in the frequency space. restatement of Propositidn 4.2. As we saw in the discussion



following Theorem 2}, these results can also be interdrete
as the conditions for sampling on a union of shifted lattices
[24] under special case in which each of the lattices is finely
sampled in all directions except one. We do not repeat the
discussion here since the argument is very similar to that fo
uniform sets inR2.
Below, we illustrate the theorem using a simple example of
sampling a field inR3. In such a case, the hyperplaneskif
are just planes.
Example 4.1:Suppos&? C R? is a spherical ball of radius
p centered at the origin. FoA\; > 0 let s, ; = (QA—’:,O,O),
syi = (0,25,0), ands.; = (0,0,%%). We consider three
examples of unions of uniform hyperplane sets.
1) Uniform set of plane€onsider a uniform set of planes
parallel to theyz plane spaced at intervals df; units
given by P = {p; : i € Z} where

Pi = {(iAlvya Z) ‘Y,z € R}

Such a configuration is illustrated in Figlire T2(a). In this
case, we have spectral repetitions alongaxis. Hence
it follows from Theoreni 413 that the maximum value of
A to ensure that? € N3~ ' is Af = T, It is easily
verified via elementary geometry that; < A7 is the
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spaced at intervals of\; units given byP = U_, P,
whereP; = {p; ; : j € Z} where

P1j {(jAs,y,2) 1y, 2z € R}
b2, = {(x,y,]A3) XL,y € R} and
ps; = {(,5A3,2): 2,2 € R}

Such a configuration is illustrated in Figlire I2(c). In this
case, we obtain spectral repetitions along theaxis
from P, alongw, axis from P and alongw, from Ps.
Hence it follows from the theorem that the maximum
value of A; to ensure that? € N ™" is Ay = ¥3r,

It is easily verified thatAs < A% is the condition to
ensure that the intersection of four spheres,

QN Q(sg,3) N Qsy.3) NQs,,3) IS empty

In other words, for eaclv € () there is at least one
set among2(s; 3), (s2,3), and)(s, 3) that does not
containw. It follows via (44) that this is exactly the
condition required to ensure that for every € Q,
there is at least onee {1,2,3} such that the sampled
spectrumF?(w) = F(w), the true spectrum.

O

We now present a generalization of the optimality result of

condition to ensure that the intersection of two sphereppeorenf3P. We denote 8/} the collection of manifold sets

QN Q(sg,1) is empty

in J\/gfl that are unions of uniform hyperplane sets. We have
the following optimality result for a uniform hyperplanetse

It follows that this is exactly the condition to ensure that | heorem 4.4:For any nonempty compact convex $etc

there is no aliasing i (44).

R4, letd be the minimizer in[(32), and far> 0 let P¢ denote

2) Union of two orthogonal uniform sets of plan@ensider & uniform hyperplane set given by = {p§ : j € Z} where

a union of two uniform sets of planes one parallel to
theyz plane spaced at intervals df; units and another
parallel to thexy plane spaced at intervals df; units

given by P = U?_, P, whereP; = {p; ; : j € Z} where With H; = {r € RY

(r,a) = 0}. Then P¢ € &} for all

e > 0 and is optimal in manifold density as— 0, i.e.,

{(jA2,y,2) 1y, € R} and
{(z,y,7A2) : z,y € R}.
Such a configuration is illustrated in Figure 12(b). In

this case, we obtain spectral repetitions along ¢he
axis from P, and alongw, axis from P,. Hence it F

P15
b2; =

follows from Theoreni4]3 that the maximum value o
A, to ensure thaP € N3 is A} = @. It is easily
verified thatA, < Aj is the condition to ensure that
the intersection of three spheres,

QN Qsz,2) NQs,2) IS empty

inf /’LN(Q) = W(Q)

lim p,. (P€) =
t (P€) ook 5,

e—0

O

This result is established by identifying the union of umnifo
yperplane sets with minimal manifold density that satisfie
he conditions of Theoreri 4.3. We provide a proof in Ap-
pendix[D. In short, Theorein 4.4 establishes the optimality o
a uniform setP from all trajectory sets igl. In particular, we
have identified a sequence of uniform sets of hyperplanes in-
dexed bye with manifold densities converging to the infimum
manifold density from&} as e tends to zero. The limiting

In other words, for eachy € Q there is at least one uniform set corresponding to critical sampling is obtaitbgd
set amongQ(s,2) and (s, ») that does not contain plugging ine = 0. This critically sampled uniform hyperplane
w. It follows via (@3) that this is exactly the conditionset is a set of parallel hyperplanes oriented paralle &nd
required to ensure that for evexye (2, there is at least SpaCEd% apart.

onei € {1,2} such that the sampled spectrufij(w)
from the samples o, matches the true spectrufi(w).

For fields inIR3, this result implies that for sampling 3
dimensional field it is more efficient to sample along one $et o

3) Union of three mutually orthogonal uniform sets o&quispaced parallel planes rather than along severaketiffe

planesConsider a union of three uniform sets of planesets of equispaced parallel planes. In particular, in Examp
one parallel to theyz plane, another parallel to they [47, this result implies that the first configuration of plane
plane and a third parallel to thez plane, with each has a lower manifold density than the other two examples.
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Aq A, As
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(a) Uniform set (b) Two orthogonal uniform sets (c) Three orthogonal uniform sets

Fig. 12. Three configurations of sampling on planes dischgs&Exampld 4.1

This conclusion can be verified by calculating the optimadoints on the circular trajectories. For an approximat@mec
manifold densities in the three cases using Lerhimé 4.1. Téieuction from samples taken by sensors moving at constant
minimum manifold densities in the first, second and thirdesasangular velocity one can use the approximation provided in
are respectivelyy, @, and@. (22) in conjunction with the reconstruction scheme [of| [15].
In addition, if one is interested in reconstructing the field
accurately only over a finite number of lines through the
V. RECONSTRUCTION SCHEMES origin, then it is sufficient to sample the field at all points
intersection between these lines and the circles andhgse t

We now consider schemes for reconstructing bandlimite . )
' : , . reconstruction scheme of [15]. Alternatively, as we showed
fields using measurements of the field taken along the variguso =" o . ’ X

9 g Section 1I-B3, it is possible to reconstruct the field frem

sampling trajectories and manifolds proposed above. THE: X . . N
pling traj brop gormlydlscrete collection of points on the concentiicles

reconstruction schemes we propose can be broadl classiHﬁ . " . .
prop y osen to satisfy the conditions of Beurling’s coveringothe

_ . . c
into two types. For trajectory sets and manifold sets coragos . : . X

yp ) y o rem. The reconstruction algorithm is based on a frame aisalys

and is described in [18]. The same reconstruction algorithm

of affine sets such as lines and hyperplanes, we use resu
from sampling on lattices and unions of lattices. For ndimaf . . : i )
trajectories and manifolds, we use schemes for non-unifo 0 agpr::ﬁzl:lle LO;:\hfo:JgL%ntrZ: S'rjl'cr)il_;rﬁa.“neecfgzitg; ?fgt
sampling based on the Beurling frame theoren [18]. imrarly, even irary ! I 1
) . . . . the one shown in Figure I{b) it is possible to identify a set
We first consider sampling trajectories. We know frorre)f sampling points and a corresponding exact reconstmctio
Lemma[2.1 that uniform sets of the forml (7) for fields in ping p P 9

R? and [25) for fields inR? satisfy condition(KI). Hence scrl\lleme via Fge Bﬁurlmg thiorem.ll i h |
the field values at all points on these straight line trajéeso ow consider the case of sampling on uniform hyperplane

can be reconstructed from samples taken at uniform spaﬁgfs' We can make an argl_.lment analog_oqs o that of .S‘f"mp"”g
uniform sets of trajectories. The restriction of a bamdkd

intervals. The maximum spacing allowed between adjace(m

samples on the lines can be calculated from Lenima ofigld to the hYperg'a”e is also bandlimited. Like [n}(42) any
Suppose that the sensors on each of the parallel lines tg}ygerplaneH in R® can be expressed in the form

samples at uniform intervals and that the sample locations o
the various parallel lines are aligned with each other. lchsu
a case the collection of all samples obtained on all thess lin .
effectively corresponds to a collection of samples of thii fiefor Some vectors:,b € R”. Now if we let A denote ad x
taken over a periodic lattice of points. Hence, for uniforrd — 1 matrix with linearly independent columns that are also
sets of trajectories, any reconstruction algorithm used fgrthogonal ton, then the hyperplanél can be expressed as
reconstructing bandlimited fields on lattices is sufficigsee, 1 = {Az +b: z € R} In the following lemma we
e.g., [19]). For unions of uniform sets like Ii{16) the ramg identify the bandwidth of the field restricted toH.
set of points forms a union of sampling lattices. In this case Lemma 5.1:Let { f(r) : » € R?} denote a field bandlimited
reconstruction schemes for sampling on unions of latticé® some set? C R¢. Consider any hyperplan& c R¢
are applicable (see, e.gl, [24]). Alternatively, more gahe €xpressed in the forntl = {Az +b : 2 € R?~'} where
schemes for non-uniform sampling such as the projection ¢his ad x d — 1 matrix. Then the restricted fielgl defined by
convex sets (POCS) algorithin_ [36] can be used.

Reconstruction schemes for the circular trajectories idens g(x) = f(Az +b), zeR"!
ered in Sectiof II-BB are provided in [14] arid [15]. However,
since these trajectory sets do not satisfy condi¢ii), these is bandlimited toQg := {A"w : w € Q} C R4
reconstruction schemes require the exact field values at all Proof: Using F' and G to denote the Fourier transforms

H={r+b:(rn)=0rcR%}
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. Lines Hyperplanes inR?
of f andg respectlvely, we have Unions of uniform | Uniform sets inR? Unions of uniform hy-
. sets inR2 perplane sets
g(x) = / F(w) exp(i(w, Az + b)) dw Prop[2.8 (Nec) Thm[Z2:8 (Nec & Suf)| Prop[4:2 (Nec)
we Thm[2.4 (Nec & Suf) | Prop[3.4 (Nec & Suf)| Thm[4.3 (Nec & Suf)
whence Thm[3.2 (Opp) Cor[3.4.1 (Opi) Thm[4.4 (Opt)
) TABLE |
G(s) = / / F(w) exp(i({w, Az + b) — (s, x)))dzdw SUMMARY OF SOME RESULTS EACH RESULT USES THE ONE ABOVE IT
we J “NEC” STANDS FOR NECESSARY CONDITIONS ANOSUF” FOR

SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR PERFECT RECONSTRUCTION AN PT"
STANDS FOR OPTIMALITY CONDITIONS UNDER THE SAMPLING SCHEME
SPECIFIED BY THE COLUMN

= /EQ F(w) exp(i{w, b)) (2m) 4 16(ATw — 5)dw
= 0fors¢Qq.

[ |
The conclusion of the lemma above shows that the restriction
of a bandlimited field to a hyperplane is also bandlimitedesults we have so far are Theorém]3.2, Corollary B.4.1,
Hence the field values on all points on the hyperplane can &ed Propositio 313 which establish different sub-optitpal
reconstructed exactly using only the field values measuned roperties of uniform sets. We also made the interesting
a sufficiently fine lattice of points on the hyperplane. Thus @bservation that for isotropic fields bandlimited to a clacu
sampling scheme using a uniform hyperplane set of the fomisc  of radius p in R?, the minimum path density for
in @J) can be practically implemented by using measureseniform sets inN, matches the minimum path density for
on ad — 1 dimensional lattice of points for each of the hythe sets of concentric circles that we considered as well as
perplanes. If the sampling lattices on each parallel hypag the minimum path density for the set of interleaved spirags w
are aligned with each other then the collection of all sangpli considered. This minimum value is given By It remains to
points from all the hyperplanes forms a lattice®f. Thus be seen whether this can be bettered by employing some other
reconstruction schemes for reconstructing bandlimiteldidie trajectory sets, perhaps involving a non-uniform colleati
on lattices can be used in these cases (see, e.g., [19], [36f) sampling trajectories. As mentioned earlier, a poténtia
Similarly, if we consider sampling manifold sets like [0 }j43approach would be to try to generalize Landau’s lower bound
composed of unions of uniform hyperplane sets, reconsructon the minimum sampling density required for sampling
schemes for sampling on unions of lattices are applicakle, (sbandlimited fields on point§ [31] (see al50][20, Corollaryt]
e.g., [24]). Alternatively, the POCS algorithin [36] cancalse  analogous bounds on the minimum path density and minimum
used for non-uniform sampling. manifold density required for sampling on trajectories and
manifolds. It may then be possible to extend known results
V1. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK on sampling configurations with minimal sampling density

In this paper we have introduced the problem of samplir@{ [33, Cor. 4.5] to Nyquist trajectory sets to sohie](29)
bandlimited fields inR? on trajectories and other lower>'Milar extensions to the problem of designing manifolds

dimensional manifolds. We have presented various exampféd1 minimal manifold density are also of interest. However
of Nyquist trajectory sets and Nyquist manifold sets thaefore proceeding we need to first generalize conditidl)
admit perfect reconstruction of bandlimited fields. We atetd  1© Manifolds in such a way that the class of allowed sampling
necessary and sufficient conditions on a union of uniforfanifolds can be restricted to a meaningful set that does not
hyperplane sets to be able to reconstruct bandlimited fiel@IMit trivial solutions composed of degenerate manifolds.
We also introduced the path density and manifold density Many results in this paper can potentially be extended to
metrics and illustrated some optimality properties of selemore general settings. For instance, most of our results are
trajectory sets and manifold sets in terms of these me'ﬂms_under the aSSUmption that the field is bandlimited to a convex
particular, we established the fact that a uniform hypemplasubset ofR. Ideas from the proofs of these results can
set achieves the minimum manifold density among unions B¢ used to extend these results to more general classes of
uniform hyperplane sets that admit perfect reconstructibn fields, e.g., bandpass fields bandlimited to non-convexoregi
bandlimited fields. Some of our main results are summariz&fd non-bandlimited fields that form shift-invariant spmace
in Table[]. Besides these results, we also have Propositiohfe results on sampling on circles and spiralsRA can
B3 and 3B which show that uniform sets? andR¢ are be extended to analogous results on sampling on concentric
optimal from among all Nyquist trajectory sets that visit alspherical shells, concentric cylindrical shells, and @origc
points in a sampling lattice for a giveéd. In addition, we have helixes inR? for d > 2. The Beurling theorem can be applied
considered non-affine trajectories such as concentrigesircto design sampling and reconstruction schemes for such non-
and interleaved spirals and discussed some known res@féne manifolds.
and some new results on sufficient conditions for perfect An important practical aspect that we have ignored in this
reconstruction. work is ambient noise which affects the measurement process
This paper opens numerous avenues for future work in terimsthe presence of noise, perfect reconstruction is notipless
of extensions and generalizations. We have not completétysuch a case, it would be of interest to study the tradeoff
solved the general problem that we posed’if (29) which seddetween path (manifold) density and SNR in the reconstelcte
the trajectory set inV, with minimal path density. The bestfield and to identify optimal sampling trajectories (mailg)
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that optimizes the tradeoff at a given noise level. Thiseaiti Fa Collection of all uniform sets that are in

is also relevant in sampling non-bandlimited parametriciie Na ) _ _
such as diffusion fields using mobile sensors. 20 Collection of all trajectory sets inVo

It is also of interest to extend our analysis to the design that can be expressed as a finite union of
of k-space trajectories for MRI. The bandlimited field model umform sets . _
we use in this paper is analogous to using a spatially limited "V(£2) Width of a convex sef2 as defined in[(32)
field model in MRI. However, in MRI literature one typically ~ #x(F) Manifold density of a seP’ of x-manifolds
assumes that in addition to the object being spatially &nhit as defl_ned in[{40) _ _
the object has more energy in the lower frequencidsspace. o Collection of all Nyquistx-manifold sets
It would be interesting to generalize our approach to such a for ©, i.e., manifold sets satisfying condi-
setting wherein one makes assumptions on the field both in tion (MIL)
the spatial and frequency domains. EH Collection of all manifold sets ir]/\/g_1

that can be expressed as a finite union of
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B. Proof of Lemm&2]2

ous version of this work, and Yue Lu for helpful discussions. Let p; be the straight line trajectory defined [ (7). L&t
This research was supported by ERC Advanced Investigatdenote the length of the portion of the lipglocated within the
Grant: Sparse Sampling: Theory, Algorithms and Appliaadio disc B2(x). Let[i_, i, ] denote the range of indicésuch that

- SPARSAM - no. 247006. ¢; > 0. We are interested in the total length of the portions
of the lines within the discB2(z). This total length is as
APPENDIX illustrated in Figurd 13(&) when the lines are horizontadt L
A. List of symbols and definitions i = arg max; £;. Now we can approximate the area of the disc
f:RY— C Field of interest above and below by rectangular regions with sides A to
F:R?— C Fourier transform of the field of interestobtain the inequality:
defined in[(1) N N
o]l Euclidean norm of the vectar . b %
(v, w) Euclidean inner product between vectors D LA —GA <ma® < Y LA+ 20, (47)
andw i=1i_ i=1i_
6(.) Dirac delta function The areas representing the lower and upper bounds are
0ij Kronecker delta function evaluated(@!j) jllustrated respectively in FigureE 13(b) afd IB(c). Now
Uniformly  Any setA ¢ R? satisfyinginf{[|lz — | :  pr(q 4) = S 4,. Hence we have

discrete set
Ba

BY(x)

a

No

Uniform set
in R2
Uniform set
in R4

r,ye Nz £y} >0
Collection of fields bandlimited to a given DP(a,z) — {;
setQ as defined in[{2) e S R AR

i
. _ . A
Collection of all uniformly discrete sets o _ ) ) _
A C R with the property that any field and [12) follows by taking limits. It is also immediate thiad
€ B, can be reconstructed exactly fromSegments of length; for i € [i—,i4] can all be connected by a
continuous curve by connecting portions the ends of adfacen

its values onA ) -
Set( shifted by the vectos as defined in segments via a part of the circumference. The length of such

&) a curve is no more thaP” (a, z) + ma and henceP satisfies
condition (C2).

DP(a, ) + 2a

<
- ma?

<
ma? -

Path density of trajectory sdt defined in
®

The d-dimensional spherical ball of radius:  prof of Propositiofi 213

a centered at the origin iR?: BY := {y .

Re: |ly| < a} By the given condition it follows thaQ(—s) C 2. Now
The d-dimensional spherical ball of radiusconsider the field

a centered at € R%: B(z) := {y e R%: N < >

ly— 2l < a} () = cexp(—i{s, n(ﬁ) reRl
Collection of all Nyquist trajectory sets forf ") p(ils, >)£[1 2 ’

Q, i.e., trajectory sets that satisfy condi-

tions (OT) and (C2) The Fourier transforni’, of the field f. is supported on the set
Trajectory set composed of equispaceé‘z(_s) in the Fourier domain. Although the fields are not
parallel lines as defined ifl(7) in L?(C) they can be approximated by functiopsc L?(C)

Trajectory set composed of a periodic cond€fined by
figuration of parallel lines of the form in

@3 9c(r) = felr) [ sina =)
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where z; denotes thei-th component ofr, and e’ denotes

N
ANNNN . . . . .
M the unit-vector along théth principal axis. A translate of the
A Y unit-cell is any shifted version of th&/’V expressed in the
AR form {x 4+ z : x e U™} for somez € ZV.
R T Lemma A.l:Let N C Z" be a compact lattice-convex set.
mmmnnniiug : . .
Y Associated with each elemente N is a valuev(n). These
AR . H .
AR values satisfy the linear relations
Y
IIONNN NN NN NN NN NN NN NN NN NN NN NN Z 3
gy, = E Timv(m) 1<i<N (48)
meM,, ;

(a) Total length of interest (b) Area representing lower bound in )
wherer; ., € C\ {0} andg, andr, ,, are known, and

NANNNNNNNNNN
NNNINNNNNNNN

N M, :={m € N:m —n = ke', for somek € Z}.

ANNINNNNNNNN
NMSSSINN

RN Suppose that these equations are consistent, i.e., theig adm
Nnnnmnnnnss . .
R R R R R at least one solution. Further suppose tadoes not contain
A mnmnmnnmmnm U+ or its translates.
NANNNNNN AR - - .pe
Y Then the valuegv(n) : n € N} can be uniquely identified
R mmmmmmmiiminam : ;
A i from the relations in[(48).
RN Proof: Since the equations i (48) are known to be
N, : ' ; f ; ;
A R Y consistent, we just have to show that these equations admit
AN ay ; ; S ; ;
a unique solution. This is equivalent to showing that the
AT homogenous system obtained from those equations with the
INNNANND ARRRARR R RS SNANNNN g y q

g. set to zero admits a unique solution. In other words we
%} Area representing upper bound in need to establish the following claim:

Claim: Under the conditions of the statement of LemimalA.1,

Fig. 13. Computing the path density of a uniform set the equations

. sin(ra) , 0= > 7imv(m) 1<i<N (49)
where sin¢r) := =~ andr; denotes the-th component vl
of vectorr. The Fourier transform af. is supported on points m
close toQ(—s). In particular, we have admit a unique solution given by(n) = 0 for all n € N.
Ge(w) =0if w¢ Ueo(—s Re(t) We prove the claim using induction a¥. SupposeV = 1.

] ) ] ) In that case it is easy to see thatNfdoes not contaid/™V
whereR. is the squarg—e, €| and (t) is the setlz. shifted  jis ranslatesN is a singleton and hence the claim holds
by ¢ following our convention from[{3). trivially. Now suppose that the claim holds fof = N° — 1.

Sincee can be made arbitrarily small, it follows from then o et N = NO. SupposeN does not contaid/N’ or its
fact that 9(—s) C Q that there exists am such thatG,. is translates. Define

supported on a subset of the $etin the Fourier domain. It
can also be verified that for atle C, the functionsy. vanish
on the straight line trajectories iR?. Hence, all fieldsy. are and
bandlimited tof2 but they cannot be reconstructed uniquely

based on their values on the linesih Thus it follows that M(N) := [{nyo : n = (n1,n9,...,ny0)" € N}
P does not satisfy conditio@dI) and hence” ¢ N,.

7 :=max{nyo : n = (n1,n2,...,ny50)" € N}

wheren yo denotes theV°-th component of vecton. Let

D. Proof of Theorerh 214 N':={n = (ni,n2,...,ny0)" € N:nyo =7}

We prove only[(ID) since result df (20) clearly follows fromyow let N2 € N! be defined as
Propositio 2.8. We need the following definition and lemma.

The lemma is made more general than what is required for N*:={neN:n- N e N}.
this proof because the general result is required later.
For any setS c Z", we say thatS is lattice-convexf the
following condition holds: ifa,b € S thenda + (1 —0)b € S
for all § € (0,1) such thava + (1 — )b € ZV . For the lattice
ZN we define the unit-cel/V as the subset of points v(m) =

Clearly, by construction, for alln € N! \ N2, we have
M, nyo = {m}. Sinceryo ,, # 0 this implies that

]\]0
Im

TNO m

for m € N\ N?

N
U =33zt iy € {0,1) forall i p € ZN and hence all value$v(m) : m € N' \ N?} are necessarily
P equal to0.
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It is easy to see that there is a 88t ZV"~1 such that one lines in P; can be rewritten as
can define a bijection between elements N? andn € N2

as exp(i{w, wi)) FY (w)
= (n1,na,...,nyo_q1)" = Zexp(i(w + jui, wi))F(w + ju;),w € Q, (52)
jez
andn = (nl,ng, . ,nNO_l,ﬁ)T = (77111,77112, - ,fLNO_l,?)T.

It is also easy to see from this definition that is lattice- for all i € {1,2,..., N}. Evaluating these equations at the

convex, becausé\ was itself lattice-convex. Furthermorepoints{w+Un : n € N} we obtain consistent linear equations

N2 does not contai/N'~! or its translates, sincél does in v(.) of the form [@8) withg’ = exp(i(w+ Un, w;)) Fi(w+

not contain/™’ or its translates. To each elemeft € Un). Applying Lemma[Al to the sell defined in [(B1L) we

N2 we associate a values(7) := wv(n) where n = conclude that for eachv € Q the values of the Fourier

(21,72, ...,7n0_1,7)T. Itis clear by the definition o2 and transform{F(w + Un) : n € N} can be decoded using the

w(.) that the equations i (#9) correspondingitce N> and values{F!(w + Un) : n € N,1 < i < N}. Sincew € Q

i€{1,2,...,N° -1} involve only the valuegwv(m) : m € was arbitrary this proves thdf(w) can be recovered for all

N2} and hence can be rewritten witfim) replaced byw(m) w € . Thus we have verified tha satisfies conditiorf{CII)

wherer is the element ofN2 corresponding ton. Thus it whenever[(50) holds.

follows via the induction assumption fay = N —1 applied We now verify thatP satisfies conditio{C2). For eachi,

to N? that the valuesw(n) : 7 € N?}, or equivalently the it is clear that for any: € R? the portions of the lines in the

values{v(m) : m € N?}, are necessarily equal t Thus we uniform setP; within B2(z) can be connected by a continuous

have shown that(m) = 0 for all m € N*. path containing just these portions as well as portions ef th
In order to complete the proof of the claim, we need toircumference of the circle. Thus the length of such a curve

show thatv(m) = 0 for all m € N\ N'. This follows by is justD%i(a,z)+ O(a). HenceN such curves corresponding

a straightforward induction o/ (N). Since N' = N for to each of the{P;}{’ can be joined into a single curve with

M(N) = 1, we have established that the claim is true fdength 3%, DP(a,2) + O(a) = DF(a,z) + o(a?). Thus

all lattice-convex set$l ¢ ZN" such thatM (N) = 1. Now condition (C) in the definition of \, also holds and hence

with NV still fixed at N = N° assume that the statement® € Ng,. This completes the proof of {IL9).

of the claim is true for all lattice-convex set$ ¢ ZN’

with M(N) = M° — 1. Now consider any lattice-convex set

N c ZN" with M (N) = MP. By the argument presented in thee. Proof of Lemm&a 26

previous paragraph, we havém) = 0 for all m € N! where

N! := {n € N : nyo = 7} as before. It is straightforward e have

to see thatN \ N! is a lattice-convex subset " with 1

M(N\N') = M° — 1. Furthermore, since we havém) =0  s(t) = Dy

for all m € N! the variables{v(m) : m € N!} can be

removed from the linear relatiorls{49) to obtain lineartiel&s whereF is the Fourier transform of. The Fourier transform

involving only the variables{v(m) : m e N\ N'}. By of s is given by

the induction assumption o/ = MY — 1, it follows that

v(m) = 0 must hold for allm € N\ N!. This completes the 1

induction onM (N) and thus the induction oiV. Therefore S€) = 21 Jge F@)K (s, wy, €)dw (®3)

this completes the proof of the claim and hence the lemma.

/R2 F(w)exp(i(awy cos(vt) + aw, sin(vt)))dw

m Where
We now proceed to the proof df {119). Suppose
K(wma Wy, 6)
2
Q ¢ Q(s), forall s € R (50) /exp(i(awm cos(vt) + aw, sin(vt) — &t))dt
Let F' denote the two-dimensional Fourier transform of any o
field f bandlimited toQ. Letw € § be arbitrary. Consider the = /eXp('(A sin(vt + B) — &t))dt (54)
following set +o0
= Jn(A) exp(i(n(vt + B) — &t))dt
N:={necZV :w+UncQ} (51) /n_zoo
—+o0

whereU is a2 x N matrix with i-th column given byu; — o Z Jn(A)5(€ — nv) exp(inB)
defined in[(14). It is easy to see via the convexitybthatN S

is a lattice-convex subset @ . Furthermore, conditiori (50)

implies that translates of the unit-cé™ are not contained where J,,(.) denotes the Bessel function of orderand in
within N. To each element of N we associate the value(®d) we useA := a|w| and B := tan™! &=. Using the
v(n) = F(w + Un). Now the expressions if_(IL5) for theapproximation that/,,(z) ~ 0 for |n| > |z| + 1 we get the
spectrumF? of the samples taken on points on the paralléesired result from(33) via the bandlimitednessfof
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F. Proof of Lemm&2]7 Clearly the intersectiofi{;, N B2 (r) is congruent to a ball in

From the geometry of the problem it is clear that th&  of the formB’~" wherei < u. Hence by the induction
spiral trajectories are densest around the origin and hterece NyPOthesis, it follows that there is a continuous cufyethat
supremum in the definition of path density [d (5) is achievetPVerslx with length/;, = /; +_O(GD_2)- Since the longest
at the origin. Now letz;(t) = ctcos(2n(t — i/N)) and distance betw_ee_n any two points B2 (r) is no more than
yi(t) == ctsin(2n(t — i/N)) denote ther andy coordinates 2¢: any two distinct curve€’;, and C; can be joined into a
of the trajectorysp;. Then the total length of the trajectoriesSingle continuous curve of length + /; + O(a). Thus there
located within a disc of radius centered at the origin is given'S & Single continuous curve of length

b _
Y S % + (1K) = 1)0(a) = D (u, 1) + [K|(O(a) + O(aP~2))
N ) - kek
Dap(a0) = Y [ TGP + i) s
i=1 70

that coversyeic I.. SinceD > 3, we haveO(a)+O0(aP~2) =

e 55 O(aP~2). Moreover, by the definition ok it is clear that
- N/ Vet + ciAmittdt IKK| = O(a). Thus the total length of the curve is indeed
CNO DF(u,r) + O(aP~1). Thus the lemma is proved by the

= — {t 2472 + 1 principle of mathematical induction. n

Lemma A.3:Supposé? C R is a compact convex set with
a point of symmetry at the origin. Thédn(2 (Zf;ll miui) #+
02N , 0 for somem e Z4~1\ {0} if and only if 1 %" myu; € Q.
= - +o(a”). Proof: The if part of the statement follows via the
convexity and symmetry of2. Now suppose

1
+ —log(t + /t2 + 1/(4m2))
2m

The result follows.

d—1
G. Proof of Theorerfi 218 s€QNQ (Z mi“l’) for somem & 2\ {0}
=1
Before we proceed we need the following lemmas.
Lemma A.2:For anyd > 2 let P denote a uniform setinIf § = s — Zj:‘ll msu;, it follows by symmetry that
R as defined in[(25). Then for any < a and anyr € RY, {s —s,5, -3} C Q. By convexity thereforel(s — 3) =
there is a continuous curve of lengf’ (u, 7) + O(a?~!) that ! Z;_i:—ll mau; € S -

contains the portions of the straight line trajectoriesrfr&

that are located withirBZ(r). Here D" (u, r) is as defined in ~ Now we proceed to the proof of Theoréml2.8. We first prove

©). the sufficiency of[(27). Supposk satisfies[(27). Lemmia_Al.2

Proof: We prove this claim by induction od. Ford =2 shows thatP satisfies conditio(CZ2). Now let us consider

the uniform setP comprises a set of parallel lines and theondition(Cl). Since the field can be measured at all points

ball B2(r) is a circle for anyr € R2. We assume without loss on the lines inP it follows from the structure off in (25)

of generality that the lines are parallel to theaxis. In this that we can sample the field at points of the form

case it is easy to visualize a non-self-intersecting coiotirs

curve that passes through the portions of these lines withi

B2(r). A possible curve is one that starts with the portion of

the line with the lowest ordinate and then proceeds to pustio

of lines with higher ordinates sequentially, using the jport wheree > 0 is arbitrary. The points in[(35) correspond to

of the circumference of the circle between adjacent postioa lattice with finite density inR? generated by the vectors

as a connection. Hence the total length of such a curve wodld, wa, ..., wq} Wherew; = v;,1 < i < d—1 andwg =

be no more than th®” (u, r) + 27u. Hence the statement ofevy. It follows from [1€] that the Fourier transform of the

the lemma is proved foid = 2. sampled field, sampled at points on the latticd (55) is made up
Now assume that the statement of the lemma is true fotrepetitions of the Fourier transform on the reciproctida

d = D — 1. Under this assumption we will now establistof points of the form{Zle mu; : m € Z4} generated by

d—1
'Z Miv; +Myevy, m = (my,ma,...,my)’ € Z* (55)
i=1

the lemma ford = D. Let r € RP andu < a be arbitrary. the vectors{u;, us, ..., uq} chosen to satisfy
Consider a uniform set of the forni (25). Lét := {k €
Z :3m € ZP~1 ¢t € R such thatmp_; = k andp,,(t) € (uj, wy) = 2md;; (56)

BP(r)). Let pi, == {pm : m € ZP~1 mp_; = k}. Clearly, .
P":(rgak ) k];kZ} {l\]fow Z)Lr eachk en;LCD I(let I 5enote tl}/le whered;; denotes the Kronecker delta function. Clearly, the
intersection of with B2 (r) and let¢, denote the total length firSt @ — 1 vectors{u;} defined above are exactly as defined
of the line segments it Clearly, Y, . £x = D (u, ). By in the statement of the theorem. Now sircand hence|w,||

the definition ofpy it is clear that the points iy lie on a can be m_ade_ arbitrarily small, it follows thug|| can be
hyperplaneX,, in R2 defined by made arbitrarily large. Hence for compact s@tsthe spectral

repetitions in the direction, can be ignored and hence perfect
Hy = kvp_1 + spafvi, va,...,Up_2,0p}. reconstruction is guaranteed provided spectral repestiat
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the points{Zf;l1 miu; : m € Z%'} do not overlap. Or I. Proof of Theoreni3]2

equivalently, _ .
q 4 From Theoreni 2]4 it easily follows thdt‘ € £,. Suppose

a1 Jo1 Pe< is expressed in the forn?, as defined in[(13). Then the
QN Zmi“i =0, m € 25\ {0}. (57)  vectoru; defined in [T4) corresponding ®, = P* is given
i=1 by
Thus it follows via Lemm&Al3 that under the assumptions of

-1
Theoren{ 2B, we hav® € N provided uy = (1 — d/;ﬂ) )
™
d—1

3> miu; ¢ Q, forall m e Z47\ {0}. (58) and hence by the definition éfand by [I9) we havé € &g
i=1 for all ¢ > 0. Also from Lemmd 2.2 we have
Now let us consider the necessary cond|t|on Suppose W)

241\ {0} such thatl 2%~} m,u; € Q. Consider the field lim £(P°) = —-
defined by

" d (r,e")e
fe(r) =sin(3 > " mi(r,u)) [ ] sino(—
i=1 i=1

In order to complete the proof we will establish that for
), 7€ R all P € &, we havel(P) > @ SupposeP € &, is
expressed in the form defined [ {16). Using the notations and
assumptions of Theorelm 2.4 it follows thatffe £, we need

where ¢! denotes the unit vector along théth prin-
cipal axis. The Fourier transform off. is supported o
within a cubic box of width 2¢ centered at the points Q ¢ Q(s) for all s € R

{3 Zf 11 miu;, —% Zl ) ! miu;}. By the condition onm it

follows that there exists some small enough such thatwhere()(s) denotes the interior of s&t(s). Together with the

fe € Ba. Now, from the condition on{u;} given in the relation [33) satisfied by the width of a convex set, it folkow
statement of the theorem, it follows th#t(p,,(t)) = 0 for that there should exist two points { separated by a distance
all t € R and for allm € Z4~! wherep,,(t) is as defined in greater than/V(Q2). This means that

(24). Hencef. cannot be recovered from its samplespon(t)

since it is not distinguishable from the fieljgde Bq that is N _
identically 0 - i.e., g(r) = 0 for all 7 € R%. ThusP ¢ Nj,. I kiugl > W(Q) for somek; € {~1,0,1},1<i < N.
H. Outline of proof of Lemm@a_ 2.9 This means that the path density calculated using Lefma 2.2

LemmalZ® can be proved using the same approach assaiisfies
the proof of Lemm&2]2. Just as we approximated a circle with N
i i i 1
rectangle; in the pro_of of Lemrha 2.2 we will now approximate Py = — Z T Z is |
a d-spherical ball with parallelotopes. As before, Bf (z) 27
denote ad-dimensional spherical ball of radiuscentered at

1, < w(Q
r € R Forr € R? let B;(r) denote the coefficients in the > —| ZkiuZH > ()
basis expansion = "¢ 3;(r)v;. Now form € Z4~! define 2n i
Sy = {r € Bd(z): Bi(r) € [ms,m; +1),1 <i<d—1}.
Let J. Sketch of proof for Propositidn 4.2
M, :={m € Z% " : p,,(t) € B%(z) for somet € R} The result follows via the exact same steps as those followed

s in proving Propositioh 213 by considering the field
with p,,,(t) = >";—] m,v; + tvg as defined in[(24). For each

m € M, let ¢,,(a) denote the length of the line segment N (wi, T — w;)
representing the intersection of the lipg,(.) with S%. We  ge(r) = cexp(—i(s, 7)) [ [ sin (#)
then have i=1
d
Vol(Bl(z)) = Y Vol(S 1), sind™%), reR%
meM, g g
Now we can approximats,, with the parallelotope generated
by the VleCtOVS{vl,vm---_vvdfhﬁm(a)vd} so that Vo[S,,) =~ It is easily verified that the field;. vanishes at points on
|det(G)|z £y, (a). In fact it can be shown that the hyperplanes inP for all values ofc. Henceg. cannot
be uniquely identified from its values aR. Moreover, fore
_ 1 d—1
z]\; VoI(Sim) = % |de(G)| = b (a) + o). small enough the field. has a Fourier transform supported on
meM, meM,

the set(2. Thus P does not satisfy conditioM) and hence
Now Y=, s €m(a) = D (a, ) and hence the result follows. P ¢ NG
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K. Proof of Theoreri 4]3 v(n) = F(w+ Un). Now the conclusion (80) of Lemnia’A.4

We only provel[d5) sincd(@6) follows directly from Propo<an be restated as

sition[4:2. - exp(i{w, wi)) Ff (w)

Let P be the manifold set defined if_(43) with; defined _ . N -
in @). Let{bi,b5,...,b% ,} C R form an orthonormal set N ZeXp('<w g wi) Flw+ jui), - w € Q.
of vectors spanning the subspagl. Suppose that for each Jer
i we are given samples on the parallel hyperplane&iat These equations can be evaluated at the pdints Un : n €
points of the form{w; + jA;h; + ZZ;}"kEbZ L j.ng € Z}. N,1 <i< N}to _obta_un consistent linear equ_at|onsn(1.)
Let F¥ denote the Fourier transform of the following impuls@f the form [48) withg;, = exp(i(w + Un, w;)) Fi(w + Un),

streamf! of samples from theé-th manifold set?; in (Ig):  Where F? represents the spectrum of the samples taken on
points on the manifolds i#;. Applying LemmdA.l to the set

; ) -t ; N defined in [6B) we conclude that for eache Q) the values
fa(r) = Y. flwitilihi+ Y enby) of the Fourier transforni F(w+Un) : n € N} can be decoded
jeznezat k=1 using the valued Fi(w + Un) : n € N,1 < i < N}. Since
d—1

, ; w € Q was arbitrary this proves thdf(w) can be recovered
O(r —wi — jAih; — Zenkbk) (39)  for all w € Q thus completing the proof oF T#5).
k=1
whered(.) represents the Dirac-delta functiondrdimensions. L. Proof of Theorerh 414

We have the following Iergma. _ From Theoreni 413 it easily follows thdt® € £}¢. Suppose
Lemma A.4:Let 2 C R be a compact set. I is small  pe js expressed in the forn?; as defined in[{d1). Then the

enough then the spectrufif of the sampled field iM{39) can vectoru; appearing in Theoref2.3 correspondingio= P*
be expressed in terms of the Fourier transfdrnof the field g given by

as ( EW(Q))I R
. Uy = 1-— u
Fi(w) =Y _exp(i(jus, wi))F(w + ju;), weQ. (60) 2
JEL and hence by the definition afand by [45) we haveé>c € £

whereu; are as defined in the statement of TheoFem 4.3. for all € > 0. Also from Lemmée 4]l we have

Proof: As before, let{bi,bi,..., b5 ,} < R? form an lim o (P) = W(Q)
orthonormal set of vectors spanning the subsgécd etr = e—0" " 2
Aih; andry = ebj,_, for2 < k < d. Thus the sampling points  Now consider anyP € £ expressed in the form of (43).

form a lattice defined by{r, : 1 < k < d} shifted byw;. It yUsing the notations and assumptions of Thedrem 4.3 it fallow
follows from [19] that the sampled spectrum of the impulsgyat if P e EM we need

stream in[(GP) can be expressed as

Q¢ (ol(s) for all s € R?

d d o i i .
Fi(w) = Z eXp(ikaSk’me(eransk) (61) where Q(s) denotes the interior of se®(s). Following the

; — same steps as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 weggtP) >
nez k=1 k=1 W(Q)

wheres; satisfy (s;,ri) = 2md;,,1 < j, k < d. This implies '
that s; = w;. Also, makinge arbitrarily small ensures that REFERENCES
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