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1. Introduction. The fast Fourier transform (FFT) is widely used in the applied sciences
for the numerical approximation of the Fourier transform

(1.1) f̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
f(x)e−2πixξdx

from sampled values of f . Despite the overwhelming success of this approximation, there are
surprisingly few rigorous investigations and, in our view, still substantial theoretical gaps when
it comes to error estimates. As the FFT is a fast algorithm that computes the discrete Fourier
transform, we are actually asking: how well does the discrete Fourier transform approximate the
Fourier transform [8]?

Engineers and numerical practitioners compute the Fourier transform of a function f on the
real line as follows:

(i) Sample f on an interval of length p at n equispaced points hj, for j ∈ Z, −n
2 < j ≤ n

2 ,
with step size h.

(ii) It is then taken for granted that the scaled discrete Fourier transform of length n provides
an approximation for the values of the continuous Fourier transform of f at k/p, i.e.,

(1.2) f̂
(
k
p

)
≈ h

∑
−n

2 <j≤n
2

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n , k ∈ Z, −n

2
< k ≤ n

2
.

This practice is usually unquestioned and works like a charm. It is motivated by following approx-
imations with quadrature and truncation,

(1.3) f̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
f(x)e−2πiξxdx ≈ h

∑
j∈Z

f(hj)e−2πiξhj ≈ h
∑

−n
2 <j≤n

2

f(hj)e−2πiξhj .

For ξ = k
p = k

hn , the right-hand side is the scaled discrete Fourier transform (1.2). Yet one must

ask what is the precise relation between the computed values h
∑

−n
2 <j≤n

2
f(hj)e−2πi kj

n and the

samples f̂(kp ) of the actual Fourier transform. Ideally one can provide reasonable error estimates
for this approximation, and we formulate two questions:

(Q1) The numerical procedure depends on the number of samples n, the step size h, and the
length p of the sampled interval via the identity p = hn. How should h, n and p be chosen
in dependence of the function class of f?

(Q2) What can be said about the asymptotic decay of the deviation in (1.2) when n, p → ∞
and h → 0?
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State-of-the-art. To the best of our knowledge, there are surprisingly few investigations and
even fewer quantitative error estimates in the literature.

The “Owner’s Manual for the Discrete Fourier Transform” [4, Section 6] contains a substantial
chapter on the error of the discrete Fourier transform. There the error is quantified for rather
special function classes, e.g., functions with compact support or functions on R with exponential
decay with some type of finite order of smoothness conditions [4, Theorem 6.6] that are rarely met,
see also our Section 3.5.

Epstein [8], whose title we borrowed, investigates the approximation of Fourier coefficients of
periodic functions rather than the Fourier transform itself. The article [2] focuses on very narrow
classes of functions, namely splines of order k on equispaced nodes with compact support (called
“canonical−k functions”). An interesting variation was studied by Auslander and Grünbaum [1].

They consider functions f ∈ L2(R) and approximate averaged values of f̂ from local averages of f
via the discrete Fourier transform. The resulting error estimate is not explicit enough to yield any
form of asymptotics.

Since the right-hand side of (1.2) approximates the integral
∫ p/2

−p/2
f(x)e−2πikx/ndx by means of

a Riemann sum or the trapezoidal rule, one should mention the recent error analyses [7,11,23–25] for
the trapezoidal rule as relevant in this context. However, these error estimates require exponential
decay and analyticity and do not even mention the Fourier transform.

In this paper we derive estimates for the error between the Fourier transform on the real line
and the discrete Fourier transform for a large class of functions with polynomial or sub-exponential
decay and finite smoothness. Our results confirm that, even under such very mild assumptions
on the decay and smoothness, the folklore procedure works well and is successful. Our analysis
also provides the new insight that the optimal spacing should depend on the decay of f and f̂ .
In view of (Q1), we identify an optimal relation between the step size h, the number of samples
n, and the length of the sampling interval p (the step size 1

p in frequency). To answer (Q2), we
derive precise error estimates with explicit constants for function classes that are significantly larger
than exponentially decaying, analytic functions. These error estimates are confirmed by numerical
simulations utilizing the FFT which yield the precise asymptotics predicted by our theoretical
estimates.

Our contribution. We proceed with a formal presentation of the numerical procedure and
an explicit exposition of our results.

We first introduce the appropriate notation. For n ∈ N, set

[n] := {j ∈ Z : −n
2 < j ≤ n

2 } .

The discrete Fourier transform F : Cn → Cn of y = (yj)j∈[n] ∈ Cn is

(1.4) Fy =

(
1√
n

∑
j∈[n]

yje
−2πi kj

n

)
k∈[n]

.

Define the scaled sampling of a function f with step size h and length n as

fh,n :=
(√

hf(hj)
)
j∈[n]

∈ Cn .

Throughout the text we use the relation p = hn between the interval length p, the step size h and
the number of samples n.

Our aim is to bound the approximation error

(1.5) E
[n]
h (f) :=

(
1

p

∑
k∈[n]

∣∣∣f̂(kp )− h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

∣∣∣2)1/2

=
∥∥f̂ 1

p ,n
−Ffh,n

∥∥ .
The normalization of fh,n and the factor 1

p in the definition of the error may seem artificial,
but they are justified and natural in view of the time-frequency symmetry of the error

E
[n]
h (f) = E

[n]
p−1(

¯̂
f) .
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See Appendix A for the proof. The symmetry between f and f̂ will also appear in the error
estimates.

The following error estimate is a simple consequence of our main result for polynomial decay.

Theorem 1.1. Let a, b > 1. If f and f̂ are continuous and satisfy polynomial decay of the
form1 |f(x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)−a and |f̂(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b, then for all α < a− 1

2 , β < b− 1
2

E
[n]
h (f) ≲ p−α sup

x∈R
|f(x)|(1 + |x|)a + hβ sup

ξ∈R
|f̂(ξ)|(1 + |ξ|)b ,

where the constants in ≲ are independent of h, n, p.

The error bound is balanced if p−α ≍ hβ ≍ n− αβ
α+β , and for this choice E

[n]
h (f) ≲ n− αβ

α+β . This is the
optimal choice for the relation between h, p, and n, see Corollary 3.5. Our numerical simulations
in Section 2 using the FFT suggest that the bounds in Theorem 1.1 are sharp.

For the approximation procedure to make sense, we need the Fourier transform to be defined
pointwise and continuous, so that f ∈ L1(R) is a reasonable minimal assumption. One may argue

that we also make certain assumptions on f̂ , which is the very object we want to compute. If one
does not like the polynomial decay condition of f̂ in Theorem 1.1, one can replace it by a stronger
condition on smoothness of f . Precisely, if the derivatives f (l) are in L1(R) for l = 0, . . . , b with

b ∈ N, then it follows that |f̂(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b.
Sub-exponential decay in time and in frequency occurs importantly in the theory of test func-

tions and distributions (under the name of Gelfand-Shilov spaces or ultra test functions) [3]. In
that case, we offer the following version.

Theorem 1.2 (sub-exponential decay). Let r, s > 0 and 0 < α, β ≤ 1. If f and f̂ are

continuous and satisfy the decay conditions |f(x)| ≲ e−r|x|α and |f̂(ξ)| ≲ e−s|x|β , then for all
r′ < r,s′ < s,

E
[n]
h (f) ≲ e−r′( p

2 )
α

sup
x∈R

|f(x)|er|x|
α

+ e−s′(2h)−β

sup
ξ∈R

|f̂(ξ)|es|ξ|
β

.

For r′ → r and s′ → s the error is balanced if e−r( p
2 )

α ≍ e−s(2h)−β

, which is satisfied for h =

n− α
α+β

(
s
r

) 1
α+β 2

α−β
α+β . This condition on h is the optimal choice for the relation between h, p, and

n, see Corollary 3.8.
We also provide bounds for mixed decay.

Theorem 1.3 (mixed decay). Let r > 0 and 0 < α ≤ 1. If f and f̂ are continuous and

satisfy |f(x)| ≲ e−r|x|α and |f̂(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b with b > 1, then, for all r′ < r and β < b− 1
2 ,

(1.6) E
[n]
h (f) ≲ e−r′( p

2 )
α

sup
x∈R

|f(x)|er|x| + hβ sup
ξ∈R

|f̂(ξ)|(1 + |ξ|)b .

For all practical purposes, the length of the sampled interval p is sufficiently large, so that e−r′( p
2 )

α

is negligible (and may for instance even be close to machine precision). Then the error is dominated
by the polynomial term hβ .

In the main theoretical part in Section 3, we will derive more general results by quantifying the
decay of a function by means of its membership in a Wiener amalgam space. This is the canonical
function class when sampling is involved [9, 10,12].

Software to plot the discrete Fourier transform commonly performs interpolation of the com-
puted data vector Ffh,n. In order to simulate this process, we use three representative interpolation

procedures and derive bounds on their deviation from f̂ on the real line. One of them is based on

the cardinal sine function sinc(x) = sin(πx)
πx that is widely used in digital signal processing. The

1We write ≲ if the left-hand-side is bounded by a constant times the right-hand-side. If ≲ and ≳ both hold, then
we write ≍. The dependency of the constants on other parameters shall be clarified or is clear from the context.
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computation of Ffh,n gives rise to the approximation of f̂ on the real line by

f̂(ξ) ≈ √
p
∑
k∈[n]

(Ffh,n)(k) sinc(pξ − k) = h
∑

k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n sinc(pξ − k) .

So the error is then ∥f̂ − h
∑

k,j∈[n] f(hj)e
−2πi kj

n sinc(p · −k)∥L2(R). We will show in Section 5,
Theorem 4.1, that this error obeys the same bounds as in Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3. The proof

uses the estimates for E
[n]
h (f).

Outline: Section 2 is dedicated to numerical experiments using the FFT and fully supports
the theoretical results of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. The full versions of the theoretical results on the
approximation rates for spaces of polynomial and sub-exponential decay in time and in frequency
are derived in Section 3. The approximation of f̂ on the real line is discussed in Section 4. We
investigate minimal requirements on f and f̂ for convergence in Section 5.

2. Numerical experiments for polynomial decay. Since our priority is the practical
impact of the error estimates, we first offer numerical evidence that the error bounds of Theorem 1.1
are sharp for polynomial weights.

2.1. Polynomial decay in time and in frequency. In view of Theorem 1.1, we construct
a family fa,b of functions with exact polynomial decay a in time and b in frequency such that each
function and its Fourier transform can be numerically evaluated with sufficient accuracy.

We use linear combinations of shifts of the cardinal B-splines defined by B1 := 1[− 1
2 ,

1
2 )
, and

Bb+1 := Bb ∗B1, b = 1, 2, . . . .

Each Bb is a piecewise polynomial function of degree b− 1 that is b− 2-times continuously differ-
entiable with support [− b

2 ,
b
2 ], see [20] and also [19, Section 9.1].

Consider (ck)k∈Z ⊆ C given by its nonzero entries

c0 =
1

2
, ck =

1

kπi
, for k ∈ 2Z+ 1 ,

so that c2k = 0. We study the family of functions

(2.1) fa,b(x) :=
∑
k∈Z

cak Bb(x− k), a, b = 1, 2, . . . ,

which consists of locally finite sums. Therefore the point evaluations can be evaluated accurately
in numerical experiments, and they satisfy |fa,b(x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)−a.

To compute the Fourier transform of fa,b, we define the Fourier series ua(ξ) :=
∑

k∈Z c
a
ke

−2πikξ.

As B̂b = sincb, we observe

f̂a,b(ξ) = sinc(ξ)b
∑
k∈Z

cake
−2πikξ = sinc(ξ)bua(ξ) .

The estimate | sincb(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b implies |f̂a,b(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b, thus fa,b satisfies the assump-
tions of Theorem 1.1.

By a short computation we find u1(ξ) = 1(− 1
2 ,0)

(ξ) + 1
21{− 1

2 ,0}
(ξ) for ξ ∈ [− 1

2 ,
1
2 ), and then

ua+1 is the cyclic convolution of ua and u1, i.e.,

ua+1(ξ) =

∫
R/Z

ua(η)u1(ξ − η)dη, a = 1, 2, . . . .

For a = 2, 3 we have u2(ξ) = |ξ| ua for ξ ∈ [− 1
2 ,

1
2 ), and u3(ξ) = sign(ξ)ξ2 − 1

2ξ +
1
8 . Thus, we can

evaluate the point evaluations of fa,b and f̂a,b exactly, both analytically and numerically, and the

decay is labeled by a and b. For the numerical simulations we compute the samples f̂a,b(k/p) and
compare them with the discrete Fourier transform of a sampled version of fa,b.
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Fig. 2.1. Logarithmic plots of E
[n]
h (fa,b) for various a and b. Points are computed numerically for n = 2l,

l = 10, . . . , 20. Reference lines represent the theoretical slopes from Theorem 1.1 listed in Table 2.1.

Since the error estimates of Theorem 1.1 work for every parameter α < a−1/2 and β < b−1/2,
we will plot the error curves with the values α = a− 1

2 and β = b− 1
2 and compare our numerical

observations with the error rate n− αβ
α+β for h = n− α

α+β . The infinitesimal difference between
α < a− 1/2 and α = a− 1/2 is not visible.

To compute the discrete Fourier transform, we choose n = 2l, l = 10, . . . , 20 in Theorem 1.1
and then apply the FFT to the samples fa,b

h,n. The FFT is taken from the Julia package FFTW.jl

with 64-bit floating point arithmetics. The package provides a binding to the C library FFTW [13].

The approximation rates, predicted by Theorem 1.1, are n− αβ
α+β ≍ hβ , see Table 2.1 for some

combinations of a and b. To stick to L1(R) functions, we skip a = 1. Our numerical experiments

a b α = a− 1
2 β = b− 1

2 h = n− α
α+β p = nh = n

β
α+β E

[n]
h (fa,b) ≍ hβ = n− αβ

α+β

2 2 3/2 3/2 n−1/2 n1/2 n−3/4

2 3 3/2 5/2 n−3/8 n5/8 n−15/16

2 4 3/2 7/2 n−3/10 n7/10 n−21/20

3 2 5/2 3/2 n−5/8 n3/8 n−15/16

3 3 5/2 5/2 n−1/2 n1/2 n−5/4

3 4 5/2 7/2 n−5/12 n7/12 n−35/24

Table 2.1

List of the relevant values of Theorem 1.1 for fa,b, so that E
[n]
h (fa,b) is bounded by hβ = p−α = n

− αβ
α+β .

as illustrated in Figure 2.1 align with the theoretical bounds in Theorem 1.1 and suggest that they
are sharp.

Remark 2.1. The closed form expressions for ua(ξ) =
∑

k∈Z c
a
ke

−2πikξ are key to our numerical
results: Without a closed form expression of ua the series in (2.1) would need to be truncated for
evaluation. The truncation error is accompanied by competing floating point errors due to the
summation. We found it difficult to identify a sufficiently accurate truncation that yields reliable

numerical estimates for E
[n]
h (fa,b).

2.2. Polynomial decay in frequency. To test Theorem 1.3, we consider f(x) = e−2π|x|.

Its Fourier transform is f̂(ξ) = 1
π(1+ξ2) , so that r = 2π, α = 1, and |f̂(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b with b = 2.
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Fig. 2.2. Logarithmic plots of E
[n]
h (f) for f(x) = e−2π|x|. Points are computed numerically for n = 2l,

l = 7, . . . , 23. We choose p = n
1
2 , p = 6n1/10, and p = 10. Reference lines represent the theoretical slope hβ with

β = 3
2
that leads to n− 3

4 , n− 27
20 , and n− 3

2 , respectively. Points align well with theoretical predictions.

For increasing values of n in numerical experiments with the FFT, we choose successively
p = n1/2, p = 6n1/10, and p = 10, so that h = n−1/2, h = 6n−9/10, and h = 10n−1, respectively.
Note that p is sufficiently large, so that the error bound in Theorem 1.3 is expected to be governed
by the polynomial term for a large range of n. Hence, we expect to observe the decay rate h

3
2 , which

is n− 3
4 , n− 27

10 , and n− 3
2 , respectively. Figure 2.2 shows the results of our numerical experiments.

Again, they match the theoretical prediction perfectly.

3. Approximation rates. In this section we derive general and explicit bounds on the ap-

proximation error E
[n]
h (f) = ∥f̂ 1

p ,n
− Ffh,n∥ in (1.5) by decomposing the error into a time and a

frequency component that are estimated separately. These components arise from approximating
f̂(kp ) first by a Riemannian sum and then truncating it as in (1.3),

(3.1) f̂
(
k
p

)
≈ h

∑
j∈Z

f(hj)e−2πi kphj ≈ h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n =

√
hn(Ffh,n)(k) .

The left-hand side is the sampled (continuous) Fourier transform, the right-hand side is its ap-
proximation by the discrete Fourier transform. The idea is to estimate the discretization error

f̂
(
k
p

)
− h

∑
j∈Z f(hj)e

−2πi kphj by the decay of f̂ , and the truncation h
∑

j∈Z\[n] f(hj)e
−2πi kphj by

the decay of f .

3.1. Error decomposition into time and frequency components. The continuous func-
tions on the real line are denoted by C = C(R). We consider the Wiener amalgam space W (C, ℓ1)
that consists of all continuous functions f such that

(3.2) ∥f∥W (C,ℓ1) :=
∑
l∈Z

sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x+ l)|

is finite, cf. [9, 10, 12]. If f ∈ W (C, ℓ1), then the sampling operator f 7→ (f(hj))j∈Z ∈ ℓ1(Z) is
bounded for all h > 0, and consequently the p-periodization

Ppf(x) =
∑
l∈Z

f(x+ pl)
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converges absolutely and uniformly for every p > 0. For f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), the Poisson summation

formula
∑

l∈Z f(x+ pl) = 1
p

∑
k∈Z f̂(

k
p )e

2πi k
px holds pointwise for all x ∈ R, cf. [14, Lemma 4].

The following identity provides the foundation of our approach and will facilitate the error
decomposition in a time and a frequency component.

Lemma 3.1. If f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), then, for k ∈ [n],

(3.3) h
∑
j∈Z

f(hj)e−2πi kphj = h
∑
j∈[n]

(Ppf)(hj)e
−2πi kj

n = (Ph−1 f̂)(kp ) .

We may also write the second identity in terms of (Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

= F(Ppf)h,n.

Proof. The first identity is the Poisson summation formula applied to the h−1-periodization
of f̂ . For the second identity, we partition Z into residue classes modulo n and use p = hn. Then

h
∑
j∈Z

f(hj)e−2πi kphj = h
∑
j∈[n]

∑
l∈Z

f(hj + hnl)e−2πi k
hn (hj+hnl)

= h
∑
j∈[n]

∑
l∈Z

f(hj + pl)e−2πi k
hnhj

= h
∑
j∈[n]

Ppf(hj)e
−2πi kn j .

Lemma 3.1 enables a reinterpretation of the two step approximation strategy via quadrature and
truncation (3.1). The quadrature step compares the samples of the Fourier transform f̂(kp ) to

samples of the periodization of the Fourier transform (Ph−1 f̂)(kp ), which coincide with the discrete

Fourier transform of samples of the periodization of f , i.e., F(Ppf)h,n(k). The truncation compares
the latter with the discrete Fourier transform Ffh,n. Symbolically,

(3.4) f̂ 1
p ,n

≈ (Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

= F(Ppf)h,n ≈ Ffh,n .

More precisely, we split the pointwise error in two components,

(3.5) | 1
√
p
f̂(kp )−Ffh,n(k)| ≤

1
√
p
|f̂(kp )− Ph−1 f̂(kp )|+ | F

(
(Ppf − f)h,n

)
(k)| .

Taking norms and using the unitarity of F we arrive at

E
[n]
h (f) = ∥f̂ 1

p ,n
−Ffh,n∥ ≤∥(f̂ − Ph−1 f̂) 1

p ,n
∥+ ∥F

(
(Ppf − f)h,n

)
∥

= ∥(f̂ − Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

∥+ ∥(Ppf − f)h,n∥ .
(3.6)

On the right hand side of this inequality we have (i) eliminated F and (ii) split the error in a time
component and a frequency component. Note that the symmetry of this decomposition matches

the symmetry of the error E
[n]
h (f) = E

[n]
p−1(

¯̂
f), cf. Appendix A. To derive approximation rates,

we must ensure that the samples of f − Ppf and f̂ − Ph−1 f̂ decay sufficiently fast. This can be

accomplished by specifying decay conditions on f and f̂ .

3.2. General weights. We quantify the decay of a function by the use of a weight function
v : R → (0,∞). We consider weights v that satisfy

v is even: v(−x) = v(x) ,(3.7a)

v is nondecreasing, i.e., v(x) ≤ v(y), for |x| ≤ |y| ,(3.7b)

v is submultiplicative, i.e., v(x+ y) ≤ v(x)v(y) for x, y ∈ R ,(3.7c)

v is inverse square-summable,
∑
l∈Z

|v(l)|−2 < ∞ .(3.7d)
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The standard examples of weights that satisfy conditions (3.7a) to (3.7d) are the polynomial weights
vα = (1 + |x|)α for α > 1

2 , and the (sub-)exponential weights vr,α = er|x|
α

, for 0 < α ≤ 1 and
r > 0.

Associated to v are the weighted sequence spaces

ℓqv := ℓqv(Z) := {(cl)l∈Z ⊆ C :
∑
l∈Z

|cl|q|v(l)|q < ∞} ,

and the weighted Lebesgue space L2
v := L2

v(R) of all functions f such that ∥f∥L2
v
= ∥fv∥L2 is

finite. For a constant weight v ≡ 1 we omit the subscript and write ℓp and Lp.
The Wiener amalgam space W (C, ℓqv) consists of all continuous functions f such that

(3.8) ∥f∥W (C,ℓqv) :=

(∑
l∈Z

sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x+ l)|q |v(l)|q
)1/q

is finite, cf. [9, 10,12].
If v satisfies (3.7d) then ℓ2v ⊆ ℓ1, and we derive the continuous embeddings W (C, ℓ2v) ⊆

W (C, ℓ1) ⊆ L1(R).
In order to bound the right hand side of the error functional E

[n]
h (f) in (3.6), we need to

estimate the deviation of f and f̂ from their respective periodizations. We derive such bounds in
terms of the function

(3.9) Φv(p) :=

(
2

∞∑
m=0

|v(pm+ p
2 )|

−2

)1/2

.

Observe that limp→∞ Φv(p) = 0 always holds for a weight v satisfying (3.7). For polynomial and
sub-exponential weights we obtain quantitative bounds on the decay of Φv(p) in Lemma 3.4 and
in Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.2. If f ∈ W (C, ℓ2v), and v satisfies (3.7) then

∥f − Ppf∥L2(− p
2 ,

p
2 )

≤ v(1)Φv(p)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v),(i)

∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥ ≤ v(1)Φv(p)(1 + h)
1
2 ∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) .(ii)

Part (i) is used only in Section 4 on interpolation, but Part (ii) is crucial for bounds on E
[n]
h .

Proof. (i) We bound (f − Ppf)(x) by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

(3.10)

∣∣∣∣ ∑
0̸=l∈Z

f(x+ pl)

∣∣∣∣2 ≤
∑

0̸=m∈Z
|v(x+ pm)|−2

∑
0 ̸=l∈Z

|f(x+ pl)|2 |v(x+ pl)|2 .

Since v is even (3.7a) and nondecreasing (3.7b), for |x| ≤ p
2 , the first sum can be majorized by∑

0̸=m∈Z
|v(x+ pm)|−2 ≤

∑
0̸=m∈Z

|v(p|m| − p
2 )|

−2

≤ 2

∞∑
m=1

|v(pm− p
2 )|

−2 = |Φv(p)|2 .
(3.11)

Integration of (3.10) yields∫ p
2

− p
2

∣∣∣∣ ∑
0̸=l∈Z

f(x+ pl)

∣∣∣∣2dx ≤ |Φv(p)|2
∫ p

2

− p
2

∑
0 ̸=l∈Z

|f(x+ pl)|2 |v(x+ pl)|2dx

= |Φv(p)|2
∫
|x|> p

2

|f(x)|2 |v(x)|2dx

≤ |Φv(p)|2∥f∥2L2
v
.
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Direct computations lead to ∥f∥L2
v
≤ v(1)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v).

(ii) We use (3.10) and (3.11) for x = hj and sum over j ∈ [n], so that p = nh yields∑
j∈[n]

( ∑
0̸=l∈Z

|f(hj + pl)|
)2

≤ |Φv(p)|2
∑
j∈[n]

∑
0̸=l∈Z

|f(hj + pl)|2 |v(hj + pl)|2

= |Φv(p)|2
∑

j∈Z\[n]

|f(hj)|2 |v(hj)|2

≤ |Φv(p)|2
∑
j∈Z

|f(hj)|2 |v(hj)|2 .

Since v satisfies (3.7a) – (3.7c), we derive 2∑
j∈Z

|f(hj)|2 |v(hj)|2 ≤ ⌈h−1⌉
∑
l∈Z

sup
x∈[l,l+1]

|f(x)|2 |v(|l|+ 1)|2

≤ ⌈h−1⌉|v(1)|2
∑
l∈Z

sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x+ l)|2 |v(l)|2 .

The observation h⌈h−1⌉ ≤ (1 + h) concludes the proof.

After these preparations we can now formulate our main result. This is an error estimate for
the approximation of the Fourier transform by the discrete Fourier transform with very general
conditions on the decay of the function and its Fourier transform.

Theorem 3.3. Let f ∈ W (C, ℓ2v) and f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ2w). If the weights v, w satisfy (3.7), then

(3.12) E
[n]
h (f) ≤ v(1)Φv(p)(1 + h)

1
2 ∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) + w(1)Φw(h

−1)(1 + 1
p )

1
2 ∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2w) .

Note that for 0 < h ≤ 1 ≤ p the first term does not depend on h and the second term not on p.
Therefore

(3.13) E
[n]
h (f) ≤ 2

1
2 v(1)Φv(p)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) + 2

1
2w(1)Φw(h

−1)∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2w) .

We now prove Theorem 3.3.

Proof. We apply Lemma 3.2 (ii) to both f and f̂ . Recall the bound E
[n]
h (f) ≤ ∥(f̂ −

Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

∥ + ∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥ in (3.6). Lemma 3.2 estimates ∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥ and yields the first

term of the error in (3.12). Applying Lemma 3.2 to ∥(f̂ − Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

∥ by interchanging the roles

of f , p, and h with f̂ , h−1, and p−1, yields the second term. This concludes the proof.

Theorem 3.3 asserts a bound on the error E
[n]
h (f) in terms of Φv(p) and Φw(h

−1). For poly-
nomial and sub-exponential weights the error estimates can be made much more explicit.

3.3. Polynomial weights. In this section we consider the polynomial weights vα(x) = (1 +
|x|)α. To bound Φvα(p) in (3.9), we make use of the Hurwitz zeta function ζ(s, t) =

∑∞
m=0(m+t)−s.

Lemma 3.4. If α > 1
2 , then

Φvα(p) ≤ p−α
√
2ζ(2α, 1

2 ) ≤ p−α2α+1/2
(
1 +

1

4α− 2

)1/2

≲ p−α .

Proof. We factor out p to obtain

|Φvα(p)|2 = 2

∞∑
m=0

(
1 +

∣∣pm+ p
2

∣∣)−2α ≤ p−2α2

∞∑
m=0

(
1
p +m+ 1

2

)−2α

≤ p−2α2

∞∑
m=0

(
m+ 1

2

)−2α
= p−2α2ζ(2α, 1

2 ) .

2Here ⌈·⌉ denotes the ceiling function.
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The integral test for convergence of series provides, for α > 1/2,

ζ(2α, 1
2 ) ≤ 22α +

∫ ∞

0

(x+ 1
2 )

−2αdx = 22α(1 + 1
4α−2 ) .

For polynomial weights Theorem 3.3 takes the following shape.

Corollary 3.5 (polynomial weights). Assume that f ∈ W (C, ℓ2vα) and f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ2vβ ) for

α, β > 1
2 , and 0 < h ≤ 1 ≤ p.

(i) Set cs = 22s+1
(
1 + 1

4s−2

) 1
2

. Then

E
[n]
h (f) ≤ cαp

−α∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vα ) + cβh
β∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2vβ ) .

(ii) If the step size satisfies h ≍ n− α
α+β , then

E
[n]
h (f) ≲ hβ

(
∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vα ) + ∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2vβ )

)
.

Expressed with the number of samples, the error is E
[n]
h (f) ≲ n− αβ

α+β .

Proof. (i) The assumption h ≤ 1 ≤ p implies that
√
1 + h ≤

√
2 and

√
1 + p−1 ≤

√
2. By

definition vα(1) = 2α. Using Lemma 3.4, the constant vα(1)Φvα(p)
√
1 + h in Theorem 3.3 is then

bounded by 22α+1(1 + 1/(4α − 2))1/2. Likewise for the constant involving w = vβ . The error
estimate now follows from Theorem 3.3.

(ii) We balance the terms hβ and p−α. Since h = p
n , the choice h ≍ n− α

α+β leads to hβ ≍ p−α

and the overall error is of order hβ .

Corollary 3.5 answers the questions (Q1) and (Q2) raised in the introduction whenever f decays
polynomially in time and in frequency.

Remark 3.6. In the literature, e.g. [16], one can find the choice h ≍ 1√
n
. It is optimal only for

α = β. If α ̸= β, then h ≍ n− α
α+β leads to better bounds. Our analysis reveals that the spacing

should depend on the decay of f and f̂ , and Corollary 3.5 explains how to choose the optimal
parameters.

In our experience, amalgam spaces are the natural theoretical framework when dealing with
sampling and periodization. Yet one may wish to have conditions that are easier to check in
practice. One such condition is a pure decay condition supx∈R |f(x)|(1+ |x|)a < ∞ as in Theorem
1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Assume that |f(x)| ≲ (1 + |x|)−a and α < a − 1
2 . We show that

f ∈ W (C, ℓ2vα). Hölder’s inequality yields

(3.14)
∑
l∈Z

sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x+ l)|2 (1 + |l|)2α ≲ sup
x∈R

|f(x)|2(1 + |x|)2a
∑
l∈Z

(1 + |l|)−2(a−α) .

Since a− α > 1
2 , the series

∑
l∈Z(1 + |l|)−2(a−α) < ∞ converges, so that

∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vα ) ≲ sup
x∈R

|f(x)|(1 + |x|)a,

and likewise for f̂ . Therefore Theorem 1.1 is a special case of Theorem 3.5.

3.4. Sub-exponential weights. Next, we consider sub-exponential weights of the form
vr,α(x) = er|x|

α

as defined in Section 3.2. We first find a bound for Φvr,α(p) in (3.9). We di-
rectly derive

(3.15) |Φvr,α(p)|2 = 2

∞∑
m=0

e−2r(pm+ p
2 )

α

= e−2r( p
2 )

α

2

∞∑
m=0

e−2r( p
2 )

α((2m+1)α−1) .
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For fixed 0 < α ≤ 1, the series
∑∞

m=0 e
−2r( p

2 )
α((2m+1)α−1) converges for every p > 0. As a function

of p, it is monotonically decreasing, so that

(3.16) |Φvr,α(p)|2 ≤ e−2r( p
2 )

α

2

∞∑
m=0

e−2r( 1
2 )

α((2m+1)α−1) ,

for p ≥ 1. To derive more explicit bounds, we use the incomplete Gamma function Γ(s, u) =∫∞
u

ts−1e−tdt.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that 0 < α ≤ 1 and r > 0.
(i) If p ≥ 1, then

Φvr,α(p) ≤ e−r( p
2 )

α
(
2 +

1

α

er2
1−α

(r21−α)1/α
Γ( 1

α , r2
1−α)

)1/2

.

(ii) If p ≥
(

2α

2rα

)1/α
, then

Φvr,α(p) ≤ e−r( p
2 )

α
(
2 +

2α

2α2rpα

)1/2

≤ e−r( p
2 )

α
(
2 +

1

α

)1/2

.

In particular, the factor
(
2 + 2α

2α2rpα

)1/2
tends to

√
2 when p → ∞.

Proof. According to (3.15), we must bound the series
∑∞

m=0 e
−2r( p

2 )
α((2m+1)α−1). To verify

Part (ii), consider p ≥
(

2α

2rα

)1/α
. For u := 2r(p2 )

α, the integral test for convergence of series yields

∞∑
m=0

e−u((2m+1)α−1) ≤ 1 +

∫ ∞

0

e−u((2x+1)α−1)dx = 1 +
1

2
eu

∫ ∞

1

e−uxα

dx .

A direct check reveals that− 1
αu

− 1
αΓ( 1

α , x
αu) is a primitive of x 7→ e−uxα

and therefore
∫∞
1

e−uxα

dx =

− 1
αu

− 1
αΓ( 1

α , u). Hence, we derive

(3.17)

∞∑
m=0

e−u((2m+1)α−1) ≤ 1 +
1

2α

eu

u1/α
Γ( 1

α , u) .

The condition p ≥
(

2α

2rα

)1/α
implies u = 2r(p2 )

α ≥ 1
α ≥ 1. In that case, the incomplete Gamma

function is bounded by

(3.18) Γ( 1
α , u) ≤

1

α
u

1
α−1e−u ,

see [18, Proposition 2.7 and Page 1275]. For completeness we reproduce the elementary argument:
Set a = α−1. The function h(t) = (a − 1) ln t − t is strictly concave, so it is majorized by its

tangent hu(t) = h(u) + h′(u)(u− x). Therefore

Γ(a, u) =

∫ ∞

u

eh(t) dt <

∫ ∞

u

e−hu(t) dt =
ua−1e−u

1− (a− 1)/u
≤ aua−1e−u ,

where the last inequality is due to (1− (a− 1)/u)−1 ≤ a for u ≥ a ≥ 1. This yields (3.18).
We substitute (3.18) into (3.17), use the assumption u ≤ 1/α, and obtain

∞∑
m=0

e−u((2m+1)α−1) ≤ 1 +
1

2α2u
≤ 1 +

1

2α
.

Inserting u = 2r(p2 )
α and the assumption pα ≥ 2α

2rα lead to

∞∑
m=0

e−2r( p
2 )

α((2m+1)α−1) ≤ 1 +
2α

4α2rpα
≤ 1 +

1

2α
.
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(i) The bound for p ≥ 1 is simpler and follows directly from (3.16) with the choice u = 2r( 12 )
α

and (3.17).

For sub-exponential weights Theorem 3.3 takes the following shape.

Corollary 3.8 (sub-exponential weights). Assume that 0 < α, β ≤ 1, that r, s > 0, and

0 < h ≤ 1 ≤ p. If f ∈ W (C, ℓ2vr,α) and f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ2vs,β
), then the following error estimates hold.

(i) There are constants cr,α, cs,β > 0 such that

E
[n]
h (f) ≤ cr,αe

−r( p
2 )

α

∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vr,α ) + cs,βe
−s(2h)−β

∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2vs,β ) .

If p ≥
(

2α

2rα

)1/α
, then we may choose cr,α = er(4 + 2

α )
1/2, and if h ≤

(
2sβ
2β

)1/β
, then

cs,β = es(4 + 2
β )

1/2.

(ii) If the step size satisfies h = n− α
α+β

(
s
r

) 1
α+β 2

α−β
α+β , then

E
[n]
h (f) ≲ e−s(2h)−β(

∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vr,α ) + ∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2vs,β )

)
.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one for polynomial weights (Corollary 3.5). We only
check the constants. According to Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.7, the constant cr,α can be chosen
as

cr,α = vr,α(1)(2 +
1
α )

1/2
√
1 + h ≤ er(4 + 2

α )
1/2 ,

where we used
√
1 + h ≤

√
2. Likewise, we get the specification of cs,β .

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume that |f(x)| ≲ e−r|x|α and r′ = r−ϵ < r. Then f ∈ W (C, ℓ1r−ϵ,α)
for every ϵ > 0 with the same argument as in (3.14). Therefore the theorem is a direct consequence
of Corollary 3.8 and this embedding.

3.5. Mixed weights. We next discuss sub-exponential decay of f and polynomial decay of
f̂ . Results for sub-exponential decay of f̂ and polynomial decay of f are obtained by switching
the roles of f and f̂ in the results below.

Assume that f ∈ W (C, ℓ2vr,α) and f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ2vβ ). We feed the estimates of Lemma 3.4 and 3.7
into Theorem 3.3 and obtain

(3.19) E
[n]
h (f) ≤ er

(
4 + 2

α

)1/2
e−r( p

2 )
α

∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vr,α ) + 22β+1
(
1 + 1

4β−2

) 1
2hβ∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2vβ )

provided that p ≥
(

2α

2rα

)1/α
. Both terms contribute in a balanced manner if e−r( p

2 )
α

= hβ . Let W
be the Lambert W -function, i.e., the inverse of t 7→ tet. Using p = nh we express h as

h = n−12( β
αr )

1/αW1/α(αn
αr

2αβ ) .

As for direct decay conditions, if f and f̂ are continuous and satisfy |f(x)| ≲ e−r|x|α and

|f̂(ξ)| ≲ (1 + |ξ|)−b with b > 1, then, for all r′ < r and β < b− 1
2 ,

(3.20) E
[n]
h (f) ≲ e−r′( p

2 )
α

sup
x∈R

|f(x)|er|x| + hβ sup
ξ∈R

|f̂(ξ)|(1 + |ξ|)b .

This yields Theorem 1.3 in the introduction.
For the exponential case α = 1, a related bound for the sup-norm of f̂ 1

p ,n
− Ffh,n is derived

by Briggs and Henson [4, Theorem 6.6]. However, they impose extremely restrictive regularity
requirements. For a comparable bound the periodization Pp(f1[− p

2 ,
p
2 )]

) must be b − 2-times con-
tinuously differentiable on R. This holds only for those interval lengths p, where the derivatives at
±p

2 coincide.
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4. Interpolation. So far, we have approximated the Fourier samples f̂(kp ) by the discrete

Fourier transform h
∑

j∈[n] f(hj)e
−2πikj/n =

√
p (Ffh,n)(k), for k ∈ [n]. In this section we change

the point of view: we now interpolate the vector Ffh,n and study how the interpolating function

approximates f̂ on whole real line R. To do so, we use three exemplary interpolation schemes that
are often used in approximation theory.

The standard procedure starts with a cardinal interpolating function: this is a nice function ϕ
on R that satisfies the interpolation condition ϕ(k) = δk. The approximation of f̂ on R from the
discrete Fourier transform is then given by

(4.1) Φh,n(ξ) =
√
p

∑
k∈[n]

Ffh,n(k)ϕ(pξ − k) = h
∑

k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n ϕ(pξ − k) .

This expression is an approximation of f̂ on R that satisfies Φh,n(
k
n ) =

√
pFfh,n(k), and we seek

to estimate the global error ∥f̂ − Φh,n∥2.
As the cardinal interpolating function ϕ we will use the first two B-splines B1 = 1[− 1

2 ,
1
2 )

and

B2(x) = (1− |x|)1[−1,1](x) and the cardinal sine function sinc(x) = sinπx
πx . Clearly, these functions

satisfy ϕ(k) = δk. To keep the notion compact, we set B0 := sinc. For ϕ = B1, then right-hand
side of (4.1) is a step function, for ϕ = B2 we obtain a continuous, piecewise linear function (this
is how many software would plot the approximating vector Ffh,n), and for ϕ = sinc we obtain a
smooth function whose Fourier transform has support in [−1/2, 1/2], which is commonly referred
to as a bandlimited function.

4.1. Convergence rates. We first derive an error bound for the bandlimited approximation
(4.1) with Φ = sinc for general weights. This is then specified to the polynomial and the sub-
exponential weights, resulting in explicit error rates. The approximation rates for the B-splines
(4.1) with i = 1, 2 are restricted to α ≤ 1 and α ≤ 2, respectively.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that 0 < h ≤ 1 ≤ p and that the weights v, w satisfy (3.7). If f ∈
W (C, ℓ2v) and f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ2w), then

(4.2)
∥∥∥f̂ − h

∑
k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n sinc(p · −k)

∥∥∥
L2

≲ Φv(p)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) +Φw(h
−1)∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2w) .

If sinc is replaced with Bi, for i = 1, 2, then the estimate (4.2) bounds holds for the polynomial
weights v = vα subject to the restriction 1/2 < α ≤ i.

We note that the error is of the same form as in Theorem 3.3. In particular, for polynomial weights
v = vα and w = vβ with α, β > 1

2 we obtain Φv(p) ≲ p−α and Φw(h
−1) ≲ hβ (see Lemma 3.4).

For sub-exponential weights v = vr,α and w = vs,β with 0 < α, β ≤ 1 and r, s > 0 we obtain

Φv(p) ≲ e−r( p
2 )

α

and Φw(h
−1) ≲ e−s( 1

2h )β (see Lemma 3.7).

Proof. The proof is based on the following three approximation steps:

f̂
(s1)
≈

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)
(s2)
≈

∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)

(s3)
≈ h

∑
k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n Bi(p · −k) .(4.3)

We derive bounds for the steps (s2) and (s3) with respect to general weights simultaneously for
i = 0, 1, 2.

(s3) For i = 0, 1, the system {√pBi(p · −k)}k∈Z is orthonormal in L2(R) and it is still a Riesz
sequence for i = 2 with Riesz bounds independent of p (this can be verified by direct computation).
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Therefore, we conclude that∥∥∥ ∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)− h
∑

k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n Bi(p · −k)

∥∥∥
L2

= ∥
∑
k∈[n]

1
√
p

(
f̂(

k

p
)−Ffh,n(k)

)√
pBi(p · −k)∥2L ≍

∥∥f̂ 1
p ,n

−Ffh,n
∥∥ = E

[n]
h (f) ,

and this is just the discrete approximation error that has been treated in Theorem 3.3.
(s2) Using orthonormality or the Riesz basis property again, we observe∥∥∥∑

k∈Z
f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)−

∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)
∥∥∥2
L2

≍ p−1
∑

k∈Z\[n]

|f̂(kp )|
2 .

The monotonicity (3.7b) of the weight w implies

p−1
∑

k∈Z\[n]

|f̂(kp )|
2 ≲ p−1|w( n

2p )|
−2

∑
k∈Z\[n]

|f̂(kp )|
2|w(kp )|

2 .

The sum on the right-hand side is bounded as in estimates at the end of the proof of Lemma 3.2.
We deduce

p−1
∑

k∈Z\[n]

|f̂(kp )|
2|w(kp )|

2 ≤ p−1⌈p⌉|w(1)|2∥f̂∥2W (C,ℓ2w) .

As |w( n
2p )|

−1 = |w( 1
2h )|

−1 ≤
(
2
∑∞

m=0 |w(
m
h + 1

2h )|
−2

)1/2
= Φw(h

−1) we obtain∥∥∥∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)−
∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)
∥∥∥
L2

≲ Φw(h
−1)∥f̂∥W (C,ℓ2w) .

(s1) The error ∥f̂ −
∑

k∈Z f̂(
k
p )Bi(p · −k)∥L2 relates to classical interpolation of f̂ from its

samples [5, 6]. Since we consider general weights only for B0 = sinc, we carry out the calculations
for B0. Direct computations and Plancherel’s formula lead to∥∥∥f̂ −

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp ) sinc(p · −k)
∥∥∥2
L2

=
∥∥∥f − 1

p

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )e
2πi · k

p 1[− p
2 ,

p
2 ]

∥∥∥2
L2

=

∫
|x|> p

2

|f(x)|2dx+

∫ p
2

− p
2

∣∣∣∣f(x)− 1

p

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )e
2πix k

p

∣∣∣∣2dx .
The first term can be estimated as∫

|x|> p
2

|f(x)|2 dx ≤ |v(p2 )|
−2∥f∥2L2

v
≲ Φ2

v(p)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) ,

where we used the continuous embedding W (C, ℓ2v) ⊆ L2
v and |v(p2 )|

−2 ≤ Φ2
v(p).

For the second term we use the Poisson summation formula and apply Lemma 3.2(i), so that∫ p
2

− p
2

∣∣∣f(x)− p−1
∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )e
2πix k

p

∣∣∣2dx = ∥f − Ppf∥2L2(− p
2 ,

p
2 )

≲ Φ2
v(p)∥f∥2W (C,ℓ2v) .

This provides the required bound∥∥∥f̂ −
∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp ) sinc(p · −k)
∥∥∥
L2

≲ Φv(p)∥f∥W (C,ℓ2v) .
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To treat the case i = 1, 2 of piecewise constant and piecewise linear interpolation for the
polynomial weights v = vα and w = vβ , we use results from [15, Thm 3 and Lemma 3]. For
α ≤ i, i = 1, 2, these imply

(4.4)
∥∥∥f̂ −

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(p · −k)
∥∥∥
L2

≲ p−α∥f∥L2
vα

.

The continuous embeddingW (C, ℓ2vi) ⊆ L2
vi yields ∥f̂−

∑
k∈Z f̂(

k
p )Bi(p·−k)∥L2 ≲ p−i∥f∥W (C,ℓ2vi )

.

The final error is the sum of the three errors (s1), (s2), and (s3).

Remark 4.2. The restriction to α = i, for i = 1, 2, in Part (b) of Theorem 4.1 stems from the
bound (4.4). For stronger polynomial decay α, the splines B1 and B2 need to be replaced by a
suitable function ϕα, see [5] for examples. We need at least that ϕα interpolates on Z and that its
integer shifts form a Riesz-sequence in L2.

The proof for the interpolating function ϕ = sinc works for all polynomials weights vα with
α > 1

2 . Although the sinc-function has a bad reputation in numerical analysis due to its poor decay,
it works well in the context of Fourier approximation. In particular, since we use only finite sums,
the slow decay of sinc does not cause any convergence issues. We refer to [21,22] for sinc-methods
in numerical analysis.

5. Minimal requirements. In this section we investigate under which conditions the error

E
[n]
h (f) tends to zero. Although this question may not be of practical value, it is of fundamental

interest to know for which function class the Fourier transform can be successfully approximated
by the discrete Fourier transform. We answer this question for the norm

√
p∥f̂ 1

p ,n
− Ffh,n∥∞

representing the pointwise error.

Proposition 5.1. If f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), then

lim
h→0
p→∞

sup
k∈[n]

∣∣∣f̂(kp )− h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

∣∣∣ = 0 .

Proof. Following the general approach outlined in Section 3.1 we decompose the error ∥f̂ 1
p ,n

−
Ffh,n∥∞ into a time and a frequency component. As in (3.6), we have

(5.1) ∥f̂ 1
p ,n

−Ffh,n∥∞ ≤ ∥f̂ 1
p ,n

− (Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

∥∞ + ∥F(Ppf)h,n −Ffh,n∥∞ .

Since the discrete Fourier transform satisfies ∥Fy∥∞ ≤ 1√
n
∥y∥1 for y ∈ Cn, we obtain

(5.2)
√
p∥f̂ 1

p ,n
−Ffh,n∥∞ ≤ √

p∥(f̂ − Ph−1 f̂) 1
p ,n

∥∞ +
√
h∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥1 ,

which again splits the error into a time component and a frequency component.
It remains to obtain suitable decay of samples of f̂ − Ph−1 f̂ and f − Ppf . We start with the

frequency component
√
p∥(f̂ −Ph−1 f̂) 1

p ,n
∥∞. The observation |kp | ≤

1
2h , for k ∈ [n], and assuming

without loss of generality that h ≤ 1 lead to

√
p∥(f̂ − Ph−1 f̂) 1

p ,n
∥∞ = sup

k∈[n]

∣∣∣ ∑
l∈Z\{0}

f̂(kp + h−1l)
∣∣∣ ≤ ∑

|l|≥ 1
2h

sup
ξ∈[0,1]

|f̂(ξ + l)| .(5.3)

Since f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), this sum tends to zero for h → 0.
To estimate the time component

√
h∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥1, we compute

√
h∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥1 = h

∑
j∈[n]

∣∣∣ ∑
l∈Z\{0}

f(hj + pl)
∣∣∣ ≤ h

∑
j∈Z\[n]

|f(hj)| .

Since hj ∈ [l, l + 1) occurs for at most ⌈h−1⌉ many integers j, we obtain

√
h∥(f − Ppf)h,n∥1 ≤ h⌈h−1⌉

∑
|l|≥ p

2

sup
x∈[0,1]

|f(x+ l)| .
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Since f ∈ W (C, ℓ1), the series tends to zero for p → ∞. The factor h⌈h−1⌉ ≤ (1 + h) does not
cause any issues because h is small, after all, we let h → 0.

Since ∥y∥2 ≤
√
n ∥y∥∞ for y ∈ Cn, Proposition 5.1 also implies the following ℓ2-error:

lim
h→0
p→∞

√
hE

[n]
h (f) ≤ lim

h→0
p→∞

√
h

√
n

√
p

sup
k∈[n]

∣∣∣f̂(kp )− h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

∣∣∣ → 0 .

for f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1).
In a similar spirit we can ask when the interpolation in (4.1) with the B-splines B1 or B2

converges to zero.

Proposition 5.2. If f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), then

(5.4) lim
h→0
p→∞

sup
ξ∈R

∣∣∣f̂(ξ)− h
∑

k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n Bi(pξ − k)

∣∣∣ = 0 , i = 1, 2.

A similar result under a stronger condition on f and f̂ and the choice p = 1/h =
√
n was derived

in [16] for the piecewise linear interpolation with B2. Proposition 5.2 improves the main result
in [16] by extending the approximation result to a larger class of functions. For the rather non-

trivial comparison of the condition f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1) to the one in [16] we refer to [17, Theorem
2]).

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 4.1 we split the approximation error into discretization,
truncation, and approximation via the discrete Fourier transform as follows:

f̂(ξ)
(a1)
≈

∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)
(a2)
≈

∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)

(a3)
≈ h

∑
k,j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n Bi(pξ − k) .

To estimate the error in (a1), we use the fact that the integer shifts of Bi, i = 1, 2, form a partition
of unity, so that supp(Bi) ⊆ [−1, 1] leads to∣∣∣f̂(ξ)−∑

k∈Z
f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)

∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

(f̂(ξ)− f̂(kp ))Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣ ∑

k∈Z
|ξ− k

p |≤
1
p

|f̂(ξ)− f̂(kp )|Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣

≤ sup
k∈Z

sup
ξ∈R:|ξ− k

p |≤
1
p

(∑
k∈Z

Bi(pξ − k)
)

≤ sup
ξ,η∈R:|ξ−η|< 1

p

|f̂(ξ)− f(η)|

Since f ∈ W (C, ℓ1) is uniformly continuous and p → ∞, we conclude that

lim
p→∞

sup
ξ∈R

∣∣∣f̂(ξ)−∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣ = 0.

For the error in (a2), we use ∥Bi∥∞ = 1 and find for all ξ ∈ R that∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)−
∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣ ∑

k∈Z\[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣

≤ ∥Bi∥∞
∑

k∈Z\[n]
|ξ− k

p |≤
1
p

∣∣f̂(kp )∣∣ ≤ ∑
k∈Z\[n]

∣∣f̂(kp )∣∣ .
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Since p ≥ 1 and |k|
p ≥ n

2
1
nh = 1

2h for k ∈ [n], the last sum is estimated as in (5.3) by∑
k∈Z\[n]

∣∣f̂(kp )∣∣ ≤ ∑
|l|≥ 1

2h

sup
ξ∈[0,1]

|f̂(ξ + l)| → 0 .

Since f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1), we obtain

lim
h→0

sup
ξ∈R

∣∣∣∑
k∈Z

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)−
∑
k∈[n]

f̂(kp )Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣ = 0 .

In order to estimate (a3), we compute∣∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[n]

(
f̂(kp )− h

∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

)
Bi(pξ − k)

∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

k∈[n]

∣∣∣f̂(kp )− h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

∣∣∣ ∣∣∣ ∑
k∈[n]

Bi(pξ − k)
∣∣∣

≤ sup
k∈[n]

∣∣∣f̂(kp )− h
∑
j∈[n]

f(hj)e−2πi kj
n

∣∣∣ ,
were we have used again that the integer translates of the cardinal B-splines form a partition of
unity. According to Proposition 5.1 this term vanishes when p → ∞ and h → 0.

The final error is the sum of the three errors (a1), (a2), and (a3).

Appendix A. Time frequency symmetry of the error functional. We prove the

time-frequency symmetry of the error E
[n]
h .

Lemma A.1. If p = nh, then

(A.1) E
[n]
h (f) = E

[n]
p−1(

¯̂
f), f, f̂ ∈ W (C, ℓ1) .

Hence, the time frequency decomposition of the error matches the time-frequency symmetry of

E
[n]
h .

Proof. To verify (A.1), we recall that (
¯̂
f )̂ = f̄ and that F is unitary, so that

E
[n]
p−1(

¯̂
f) = ∥(f̂h,n)̂ −F ¯̂

f 1
p ,n

∥ = ∥f̄h,n −F ¯̂
f 1

p ,n
∥

= ∥F∗f̄h,n − ¯̂
f 1

p ,n
∥ = E

[n]
p−1(

¯̂
f) .

The discrete Fourier transform also satisfies Fy = F∗ȳ, where conjugation is meant entry-wise.
Conjugation does not affect the norm, so that we obtain (A.1).
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