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Abstract

Controlled g-atomic subspace for a bounded linear operator is be-

ing presented and a characterization has been given.We give an ex-

ample of controlled K-g-fusion frame.We construct a new controlled

K-g-fusion frame for the Hilbert space H ⊕ X using the controlled

K-g-fusion frames of the Hilbert spaces H and X. Several useful res-

olutions of the identity operator on a Hilbert space using the theory

of controlled g-fusion frames have been discussed. Frame operator for

a pair of controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences has been introduced.
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1 Introduction

Frame for Hilbert space was first introduced by Duffin and Schaeffer [8] in
1952 to study some fundamental problems in non-harmonic Fourier series. Later on,
after some decades, frame theory was popularized by Daubechies et al. [6].For more
details on frame theory one can go through the book [5]. For special applications,
many other types of frames viz.K-frame [10], fusion frame [4], g-frame [22], g-
fusion frame [13, 20] and K-g-fusion frame [1] etc. were proposed.P. Ghosh and T.
K. Samanta [11] have studied the stability of dual g-fusion frame in Hilbert space
and also they have discussed generalized atomic subspace for operator in Hilbert
space and presented the frame operator for a pair of g-fusion Bessel sequences [12].

Controlled frame is one of the newest generalization of frame. I. Bogdanova et
al. [3] introduced controlled frame for spherical wavelets to get numerically more
efficient approximation algorithm. Thereafter, P. Balaz [2] developed weighted and
controlled frame in Hilbert space. In recent times, several generalizations of con-
trolled frame namely, controlledK-frame [17], controlled g-frame [18], controlled fu-
sion frame [15], controlled g-fusion frame [21], controlled K-g-fusion frame [19] etc.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01467v2
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have been appeared.At present, frame theory has been widely used in signal and
image processing, filter bank theory, coding and communications, system modeling
and so on.

In this paper, we introduce controlled g-atomic subspace for a bounded linear
operator and establish that a family ΛT U is a controlled g-atomic subspace if and
only if it is a controlled K-g-fusion frame in Hilbert space.We construct some useful
results about resolution of the identity operator on a Hilbert space using the theory of
controlled g-fusion frame. The frame operator for a pair of controlled g-fusion Bessel
sequences are discussed and some of it’s properties are going to be established.

Throughout this paper, H is considered to be a separable Hilbert space with
associated inner product 〈 · , · 〉 and {Hj }j ∈ J are the collection of Hilbert spaces,
where J is subset of integers Z. IH is the identity operator on H.B (H 1, H 2 )
is a collection of all bounded linear operators from H 1 toH 2. In particular B (H )
denotes the space of all bounded linear operators on H. For S ∈ B (H ), we denote
N (S ) and R (S ) for null space and range of S, respectively. Also, PM ∈ B (H )
is the orthonormal projection onto a closed subspace M ⊂ H.G B (H ) denotes the
set of all bounded linear operators which have bounded inverse. If S, R ∈ G B (H ),
then R ∗, R− 1 and S R are also belongs to G B (H ).G B+ (H ) is the set of all
positive operators in G B (H ) and T, U are invertible operators in G B (H ).

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some necessary definitions and theorems.

Theorem 2.1. (Douglas’ factorization theorem ) [7] Let S, V ∈ B (H ). Then
the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) R (S ) ⊆ R (V ).

(ii) S S ∗ ≤ λ 2 V V ∗ for some λ > 0.

(iii) S = V W for some bounded linear operator W on H.

Theorem 2.2. [5] The set S (H ) of all self-adjoint operators on H is a
partially ordered set with respect to the partial order ≤ which is defined as for
R, S ∈ S (H )

R ≤ S ⇔ 〈Rf, f 〉 ≤ 〈S f, f 〉 ∀ f ∈ H.

Definition 2.3. [16] A self-adjoint operator U : H1 → H1 is called positive if
〈U x , x 〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H1. In notation, we can write U ≥ 0. A self-adjoint
operator V : H1 → H1 is called a square root of U if V 2 = U . If, in addition
V ≥ 0, then V is called positive square root of U and is denoted by V = U1 / 2.

Theorem 2.4. [16] The positive square root V : H1 → H1 of an arbitrary
positive self-adjoint operator U : H1 → H1 exists and is unique. Further, the
operator V commutes with every bounded linear operator on H1 which commutes
with U .
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In a complex Hilbert space, every bounded positive operator is self-adjoint and
any two bounded positive operators can be commute with each other.

Theorem 2.5. [9] Let M ⊂ H be a closed subspace and T ∈ B (H ). Then
PM T ∗ = PM T ∗ PT M . If T is an unitary operator ( i . e T ∗ T = IH ), then
PT M T = T PM .

Definition 2.6. [4] A family of bounded operators {Tj }j ∈ J on H is called a
resolution of identity operator on H if for all f ∈ H, we have f =

∑

j ∈ J
Tj ( f ),

provided the series converges unconditionally for all f ∈ H.

Definition 2.7. [20] Let {Wj }j ∈ J be a collection of closed subspaces of H

and { vj }j ∈ J be a collection of positive weights and let Λj ∈ B (H, Hj ) for
each j ∈ J . Then the family Λ = { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J is called a generalized
fusion frame or a g-fusion frame for H respect to {Hj }j ∈J if there exist constants
0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that

A ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
( f )

∥

∥

2 ≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H. (1)

The constants A and B are called the lower and upper bounds of g-fusion frame,
respectively. If A = B then Λ is called tight g-fusion frame and if A = B = 1
then we say Λ is a Parseval g-fusion frame. If Λ satisfies only the right inequality
of (1) it is called a g-fusion Bessel sequence in H with bound B.

Define the space

l 2
(

{Hj }j ∈ J

)

=







{ f j }j ∈J : f j ∈ Hj,
∑

j ∈ J

‖ f j ‖ 2
< ∞







with inner product is given by

〈 { f j }j ∈ J , { g j }j ∈ J 〉 =
∑

j ∈ J

〈 f j , g j 〉Hj
.

Clearly l 2
(

{Hj }j ∈J

)

is a Hilbert space with the pointwise operations [1].

Definition 2.8. [12] Let K ∈ B (H ) and {Wj }j ∈ J be a collection of closed
subspaces of H, let { vj }j ∈ J be a collection of positive weights and Λj ∈ B (H, Hj )
for each j ∈ J . Then the family Λ = { (Wj, Λj, vj ) }j ∈J is said to be a general-
ized atomic subspace or g-atomic subspace of H with respect to K if the following
statements hold:

(i) Λ is a g-fusion Bessel sequence in H.

(ii) For every f ∈ H, there exists { f j }j ∈ J ∈ l 2
(

{Hj }j ∈ J

)

such that

K ( f ) =
∑

j ∈ J

vj PWj
Λ ∗
j f j and

∥

∥

∥
{ f j }j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥

l 2( {Hj }j ∈ J )
≤ C ‖ f ‖

for some C > 0.
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Definition 2.9. [12] Let Λ = { (Vi, Λi, vi ) }i∈ I and Λ ′ = { (V ′
i , Λ

′
i , v

′
i ) }i∈ I

be two g-fusion Bessel sequences in H with bounds D 1 and D 2, respectively. Then
the operator SΛΛ ′ : H → H, defined by

SΛΛ ′ ( f ) =
∑

i∈ I

v i v
′
i PVi

Λ ∗
i Λ ′

i PV ′

i
( f ) ∀ f ∈ H,

is called the frame operator for the pair of g-fusion Bessel sequences Λ and Λ ′.

Definition 2.10. [21] Let {Wj }j ∈ J be a collection of closed subspaces of H

and { vj }j ∈ J be a collection of positive weights. Let {Hj }j ∈ J be a sequence of
Hilbert spaces, T, U ∈ G B (H ) and Λj ∈ B (H, Hj ) for each j ∈ J . Then the
family ΛT U = { (Wj, Λj, vj ) }j ∈J is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H

if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that

A ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H. (2)

If A = B then ΛT U is called (T, U )-controlled tight g-fusion frame and if A =
B = 1 then we say ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled Parseval g-fusion frame. If ΛT U

satisfies only the right inequality of (2) it is called a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion
Bessel sequence in H.

Definition 2.11. [21] Let ΛT U be a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence
in H with a bound B. The synthesis operator TC : KΛj

→ H is defined as

TC

(

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J

)

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f,

for all f ∈ H and the analysis operator T ∗
C : H → KΛj

is given by

T ∗
C f =

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J
∀ f ∈ H,

where

KΛj
=

{

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J
: f ∈ H

}

⊂ l 2
(

{Hj }j ∈ J

)

.

The frame operator SC : H → H is defined as follows:

SC f = TC T ∗
C f =

∑

j ∈J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f ∀ f ∈ H

and it is easy to verify that

〈SC f, f 〉 =
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

∀ f ∈ H.

Furthermore, if ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame with bounds A and
B then AIH ≤ SC ≤ B IH . Hence, SC is bounded, invertible, self-adjoint and
positive linear operator. It is easy to verify that B−1 IH ≤ S −1

C ≤ A−1 IH .
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Definition 2.12. [19] Let K ∈ B (H ) and {Wj }j ∈ J be a collection of closed
subspaces of H and { vj }j ∈ J be a collection of positive weights. Let {Hj }j ∈ J be
a sequence of Hilbert spaces, T, U ∈ G B (H ) and Λj ∈ B (H, Hj ) for each
j ∈ J . Then the family ΛT U = { (Wj, Λj, vj ) }j ∈ J is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-
fusion frame for H if there exist constants 0 < A ≤ B < ∞ such that

A ‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H.

Throughout this paper, ΛT U denotes the family { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J .

3 Controlled g-atomic subspace

In this section, we define controlled generalized atomic subspace or controlled
g-atomic subspace of a Hilbert space with respect to a bounded linear operator.At
the end of this section, a controlled K-g-fusion frame for the Hilbert space H ⊕ X,
using the controlled K-g-fusion frames of the Hilbert spaces H and X will be
constructed.

Definition 3.1. Let K ∈ B (H ) and {Wj }j ∈ J be a family of closed subspaces
of H and { vj }j ∈ J be a family of positive weights. Let {Hj }j ∈ J be a sequence
of Hilbert spaces, T, U ∈ G B (H ) and Λj ∈ B (H, Hj ) for each j ∈ J . Then
the family ΛT U = { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J is said to be a generalized atomic subspace
controlled by the operators T, U or (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with
respect to K if the following statements hold:

(i) ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence in H.

(ii) For every f ∈ H, there exists

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f

}

j ∈J

∈

K 2
Λj

such that K f =
∑

j ∈ J
v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f , and

∥

∥

∥

∥

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥

∥

K 2

Λj

≤ C ‖ f ‖

for some C > 0.

The next theorem provides a characterization of a controlled g-atomic subspace.

Theorem 3.2. Let K ∈ B (H ) and {Wj }j ∈ J be a family of closed subspaces
of H, let { vj }j ∈ J be a family of positive weights. Let T, U ∈ G B (H ) and Λj ∈
B (H , Hj ) for each j ∈ J . Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) ΛT U = { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H

with respect to K.

(ii) ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frame for H.
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Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) Suppose ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H

with respect to K. Then ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence in
H. Then for each f ∈ H, there exists constant B > 0 such that

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2.

Now, for any f ∈ H, we have

‖K ∗ f ‖ = sup
‖ g ‖=1

| 〈K ∗ f , g 〉 | = sup
‖ g ‖=1

| 〈 f , K g 〉 | ,

by definition ( 3.1 ), for g ∈ H, there exists

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

g

}

j ∈ J

∈

K 2
Λj

such that K g =
∑

j ∈J
v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U g, and

∥

∥

∥

∥

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

g
}

j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥

∥

K 2

Λj

≤ C ‖ g ‖

for some C > 0. Thus

‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 = sup
‖ g ‖=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

f,
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U g

〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= sup
‖ g ‖=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

j ∈ J

〈

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f, v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

g
〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ sup
‖ g ‖=1

∑

j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥
v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥

∥

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

g
}

j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

K 2

Λj

≤ sup
‖ g ‖=1

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

C 2 ‖ g ‖ 2

⇒ 1

C 2
‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 ≤

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

.

Thus, ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frame for H with bounds
1

C 2
and

B.

(ii) ⇒ (i) Suppose that ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frame for H

with the corresponding synthesis operator TC . Then obviously ΛT U is a (T, U )-
controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence in H. Now, for each f ∈ H,

A ‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

= ‖T ∗
C f ‖ 2
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gives AKK ∗ ≤ TC T ∗
C and by Theorem (2.1), there exists L ∈ B

(

H, K 2
Λj

)

such

that K = TC L. Define

L ( f ) =
{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J
,

for every f ∈ H. Then, for each f ∈ H, we have

K ( f ) = TC L ( f ) =
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f, and

∥

∥

∥

∥

{

v j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
)1 / 2

f
}

j ∈ J

∥

∥

∥

∥

K 2

Λ j

= ‖L ( f ) ‖K 2

Λj

≤ C ‖ f ‖,

where C = ‖L ‖. Thus, ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with
respect to K.

Remark 3.3. Let K1, K2 ∈ B (H ). If ΛT U is an (T, U )-controlled g-atomic
subspace of H with respect to K1 and K2, then for any scalars α and β, ΛT U

is an (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with respect to αK1 + β K2 and
K1 K2.

In the next theorem, we will see that every controlled g-fusion frame is a con-
trolled g-atomic subspace with respect to it’s frame operator.

Theorem 3.4. Let ΛT U = { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J be a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion
frame for H. Then ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with respect
to it’s frame operator SC .

Proof. Since ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H, we have R (TC ) =
H = R (SC ), so by Theorem (2.1), there exists some α > 0 such that αSC S ∗

C ≤
TC T ∗

C and therefore for each f ∈ H, we have

α ‖S ∗
C f ‖ 2 ≤ ‖T ∗

C f ‖ 2 =
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2
.

Thus, ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled SC-g-fusion frame for H and hence by Theorem
(3.2), ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with respect to SC .

Now, we construct another controlled g-atomic subspace from given controlled
g-atomic subspaces under some sufficient conditions.

Theorem 3.5. Let ΛT U = { (Wj , Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J and ΓT U = { (Wj, Γj, vj ) }j ∈ J
be two (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspaces of H with respect to K ∈ B (H )
and let V, W ∈ B (H ) such that V + W be an invertible operator on H with
K (V + W ) = (V + W ) K. Suppose (V +W ) ∗ commutes with T and U . Then

∆T U =
{ (

(V + W )Wj , (Λj + Γj ) PWj
(V + W ) ∗ , vj

) }

j ∈ J

is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with respect to K, if for all j,
〈

Γj PWj
(V + W ) ∗ U f, Λj PWj

(V + W ) ∗ T f
〉

= 0,
〈

Λj PWj
(V + W ) ∗ U f, Γj PWj

(V + W ) ∗ T f
〉

= 0, f ∈ H. (3)
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Proof. Since ΛT U and ΓT U are (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspaces with respect
to K, by Theorem (3.2), they are (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frames for H. So,
for each f ∈ H, there exist positive constants (A, B ) and (C, D ) such that

A ‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2, and

C ‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PWj
U f, Γj PWj

T f
〉

≤ D ‖ f ‖ 2.

Also, V + W is invertible, so

‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 =
∥

∥

∥

(

(V + W )− 1
) ∗

(V + W ) ∗ K ∗ f
∥

∥

∥

2

≤
∥

∥

∥
(V + W )− 1

∥

∥

∥

2

‖ (V + W ) ∗K ∗ f ‖ 2
. (4)

Take R = V + W . Now, for each f ∈ H, using Theorem 2.5, we have
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj + Γj ) PWj
R ∗ PRWj

U f, ( Λj + Γj ) PWj
R ∗ PRWj

T f
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj + Γj ) PWj
R ∗ U f, (Λj + Γj ) PWj

R ∗ T f
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj + Γj ) PWj
U R ∗ f, (Λj + Γj ) PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

{ 〈

Λj PWj
U R ∗ f, Λj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

+
〈

Γj PWj
U R ∗ f, Γj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉 }

+

+
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

{ 〈

Λj PWj
U R ∗ f, Γj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

+
〈

Γj PWj
U R ∗ f, Λj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉 }

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

{ 〈

Λj PWj
U R ∗ f, Λj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

+
〈

Γj PWj
U R ∗ f, Γj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉 }

≤ B ‖R ∗ f ‖ 2 + D ‖R ∗ f ‖ 2 = (B + D ) ‖ (V + W ) ∗ f ‖ 2

≤ (B + D ) ‖V + W ‖ 2 ‖ f ‖ 2 [ as V + W is bounded ].

On the other hand,
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj + Γj ) PWj
R ∗ PRWj

U f, ( Λj + Γj ) PWj
R ∗ PRWj

T f
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

{ 〈

Λj PWj
U R ∗ f, Λj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

+
〈

Γj PWj
U R ∗ f, Γj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉 }

≥
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U R ∗ f, Λj PWj

T R ∗ f
〉

≥ A ‖K ∗ (V + W ) ∗ f ‖ 2

= A ‖ (V + W ) ∗ K ∗ f ‖ 2
[ using K (V + W ) = (V + W ) K ]

≥ A

∥

∥

∥ (V + W )− 1
∥

∥

∥

− 2

‖K ∗ f ‖ 2 [ using (4) ].
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Thus, ∆T U is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frame for H and hence by the
Theorem (3.2), it is a (T, U )-controlled g-atomic subspace of H with respect to
K. This completes the proof.

3.1 Example

Let H = L 2 [ 0, 2π ]. Then H is a Hilbert space with respect to the inner product

〈 x, y 〉 =

2π
∫

0

x ( t ) y ( t ) d t, x, y ∈ L 2 [ 0, 2π ]

equipped with the induced norm given by

‖x ‖ 2 =

2π
∫

0

|x ( t ) | 2 d t, x ∈ L 2 [ 0, 2π ].

Consider the orthonormal basis {un }, where

un ( t ) =
e i n t

√
2π

, t ∈ [ 0, 2π ], n ∈ Z.

Then

x =
∞
∑

n=−∞

x′ (n )un, ‖x ‖ 2 =
∞
∑

n=−∞

|x′ (n ) | 2,

where

x′ (n ) =
1√
2π

2π
∫

0

x ( t ) e− i n t d t.

Let Wn = span {un } and vn = 1 ∀n. Now, we define the bounded linear op-
erators K : H → H by K u 1 = u 1, K u 2 = u 2, K un = 0 for n 6= 1, 2
and

Λ1 (x ) =

m
∑

k=1

x′ ( k )u k, Λj (x ) = 0, j 6= 1.

It is easy to verify that K ∗ u 1 = u 1, K ∗ u 2 = u 2 and K ∗ un = 0 for n 6=
1, 2. Consider two operators T and U on H defined by T x = αx and U x = β x

for x ∈ H and α, β are positive real numbers. It is easy to see that T and U are
positives. Now, for each x ∈ H, we have

‖K ∗ x ‖ 2 =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∞
∑

n=−∞

x′ (n )K ∗ un

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

=
∣

∣ x′ ( 1 )
∣

∣

2
+

∣

∣x′ ( 2 )
∣

∣

2
,

and

∞
∑

n=−∞

v 2
n 〈Λn PWn U x, Λj PWn T x 〉 = αβ

∞
∑

n=−∞

〈Λn PWn x, Λn PWn x 〉
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= αβ

∞
∑

n=−∞

‖Λn PWn x ‖ 2 = αβ ‖Λ1 PW1
x ‖ 2 = αβ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

k=1

x′ ( k )u k

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

= αβ

m
∑

k=1

|x′ ( k ) | 2 ≥ αβ ‖K ∗ x ‖ 2
.

Thus, for each x ∈ H, we have

αβ ‖K ∗ x ‖ 2 ≤
∞
∑

n=−∞

v 2
n 〈Λn PWn U x, Λj PWn T x 〉 ≤ ‖x ‖ 2.

Hence, { (Wn, Λn, vn ) }∞
n= −∞ is a (T, U )-controlled K-g-fusion frame for H =

L 2 [ 0, 2π ].

Let H and X be two Hilbert spaces with inner products 〈 ·, · 〉H and 〈 ·, · 〉X .
Then the space define by

H ⊕ X = { f ⊕ g = ( f, g ) : f ∈ H, g ∈ X }

is a linear space with respect to the addition and scalar multiplication defined by

( f 1, g 1 ) + ( f 2, g 2 ) = ( f 1 + f 2, g 1 + g 2 ) , and

λ ( f, g ) = (λ f, λ g ) ∀ f, f 1, f 2 ∈ H, g, g 1, g 2 ∈ X and λ ∈ K.

Now, H ⊕ X is an inner product space with respect to the inner product given by

〈

( f ⊕ g ), ( f ′ ⊕ g ′ )
〉

=
〈

f, f ′
〉

H
+

〈

g, g ′
〉

X
∀ f, f ′ ∈ H and ∀ g, g ′ ∈ X.

The norm on H ⊕ X is defined by

‖ f ⊕ g ‖ = ‖ f ‖H + ‖ g ‖X ∀ f ∈ H, g ∈ X,

where ‖ · ‖H and ‖ · ‖X are norms generated by 〈 ·, · 〉H and 〈 ·, · 〉X , respectively.
The space H ⊕ X is complete with respect to the above inner product.Therefore
the space H ⊕ X is a Hilbert space. Also, if R ∈ B (H, Z ), V ∈ B (X, Y ), where
Z, Y are Hilbert spaces then for all f ∈ H and g ∈ X we define

R ⊕ V ∈ B (H ⊕ X, Z ⊕ Y ) by (R ⊕ V ) ( f ⊕ g ) = (Rf, V g )

Now, we state a theorem, for proof of this theorem, one can go through the paper
[14].

Theorem 3.6. [14] Suppose R, R ′ ∈ B (H, Z ) and V, V ′ ∈ B (X, Y ). Then

(i) (R ⊕ V ) (R ′ ⊕ V ′ ) = (RR ′ ⊕ V V ′ ).

(ii) (R ⊕ V ) ∗ = R ∗ ⊕ V ∗.

(iii) If R and V are invertible, then (R ⊕ V ) is invertible and moreover we have
(R ⊕ V )− 1 = R− 1 ⊕ V − 1.



Controlled g-atomic subspace 11

(iv) IH ⊕ IK = IH⊕K , where IH , IK and IH ⊕K are identity operators on H,
K and H ⊕ K, respectively.

(v) PM ⊕N = PM ⊕ PN , where PM , PN and PM ⊕ N are the orthogonal projec-
tion onto the closed subspaces M ⊂ H, N ⊂ X and M ⊕ N ⊂ H ⊕ X,
respectively.

We now construct controlled K-g-fusion frame for the Hilbert space H ⊕ X,
using the controlled K-g-fusion frames of the Hilbert spaces H and X. Assuming
for each j ∈ J, Wj ⊕Vj are the closed subspaces of H ⊕X, Γj ∈ B (X, Xj), where
{Xj }j ∈ J are the collection of Hilbert spaces and Λj ⊕Γj ∈ B (H ⊕ X, Hj ⊕ Xj).

Theorem 3.7. Let ΛT T 1
= { (Wj, Λj, vj ) }j ∈J be a (T, T 1 )-controlled K1-

g-fusion frame for H with bounds A, B and ΓU U 1
= { (Vj, Γj, vj ) }j ∈ J be a

(U, U 1 )-controlled K2-g-fusion frame for X with bounds C, D, where K1, K2 ∈
B (H ) and T1, U1 ∈ G B (H ). Then ΛT T 1

⊕ΓU U 1
= { (Wj ⊕ Vj , Λj ⊕ Γj , vj ) }j ∈ J

is a (T ⊕ U, T 1 ⊕ U 1 )-controlled K 1 ⊕K 2-g-fusion frame for H ⊕X with bounds
min {A, C }, max {B, D }. Furthermore, if SC , SC′ and S are frame operators for
ΛT T 1

, ΓU U 1
and ΛT T 1

⊕ ΓU U 1
, respectively then we have S = SC ⊕ SC′ .

Proof. For each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

(Λj ⊕ Γj)PWj ⊕Vj
(T1 ⊕ U1) (f ⊕ g), (Λj ⊕ Γj)PWj ⊕Vj

(T ⊕ U) (f ⊕ g)
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj ⊕ Γj ) PWj ⊕Vj
(T 1 f ⊕ U 1 g ) , (Λj ⊕ Γj ) PWj ⊕Vj

(T f ⊕ U g )
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

( Λj ⊕ Γj )
(

PWj
T 1 f ⊕ PVj

U 1 g
)

, ( Λj ⊕ Γj )
(

PWj
T f ⊕ PVj

U g
) 〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈 (

Λj PWj
T 1 f ⊕ Γj PVj

U 1 g
)

,
(

ΛjPWj
T f ⊕ Γj PVj

U g
) 〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T 1 f, ΛjPWj

T f
〉

H
+

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PVj
U 1 g, Γj PVj

U g
〉

X

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2
H + D ‖ g ‖ 2

X ≤ max {B, D }
(

‖ f ‖ 2
H + ‖ g ‖ 2

X

)

= max {B, D } ‖ f ⊕ g ‖ 2.

Similarly, for each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, it can be shown that

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

(Λj ⊕ Γj)PWj ⊕Vj
(T1 ⊕ U1) (f ⊕ g), (Λj ⊕ Γj)PWj ⊕Vj

(T ⊕ U) (f ⊕ g)
〉

≥ min {A, C }
(

‖K ∗
1 f ‖ 2

H + ‖K ∗
2 g ‖ 2

X

)

= min {A, C } ‖K ∗
1 f ⊕ K ∗

2 g ‖ 2

= min {A, C } ‖ (K 1 ⊕ K 2 )
∗ ( f ⊕ g ) ‖ 2

.

Thus, ΛT T 1
⊕ ΓU U 1

is a (T ⊕ U, T 1 ⊕ U 1 )-controlled K 1 ⊕ K 2-g-fusion frame
for H ⊕ X with bounds min {A, C } and max {B, D }.
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Furthermore, for f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, we have

S ( f ⊕ g )

=
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j (T ⊕ U ) ∗ PWj ⊕Vj

( Λj ⊕ Γj )
∗ ( Λj ⊕ Γj )PWj ⊕Vj

(T 1 ⊕ U 1 ) (f ⊕ g)

=
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j (T ⊕ U ) ∗ PWj ⊕Vj

(Λj ⊕ Γj )
∗ (

Λj PWj
T 1 f ⊕ Γj PVj

U 1 g
)

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j (T ⊕ U ) ∗ PWj ⊕Vj

(

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

T 1 f ⊕ Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

U 1 g
)

=
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

(

T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

T 1 f ⊕ U ∗ PVj
Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

U 1 g
)

=





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

T 1 f



 ⊕





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j U ∗ PVj

Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

U 1 g





= (SC f ⊕ SC ′ g ) = (SC ⊕ SC ′ ) ( f ⊕ g ).

Hence, S = SC ⊕ SC ′ . This completes the proof.

In the following theorem, we give another way to construct controlled K 1 ⊕ K 2-
g-fusion frame for Hilbert space H ⊕ X.

Theorem 3.8. Let ΛT T 1
= { (Wj, Λj, vj ) }j ∈J be a (T, T 1 )-controlled K1-

g-fusion frame for H with bounds A, B and ΓU U 1
= { (Vj, Γj, vj ) }j ∈ J be a

(U, U 1 )-controlled K2-g-fusion frame for X with bounds C, D having their cor-
responding frame operators SC and SC ′ , where K1, K2 ∈ B (H ) and T1, U1 ∈
G B (H ). Suppose

(i) W ∈ B (H ) and V ∈ B (X ) are invertible operators on H and X, respec-
tively.

(ii) W ∗ commutes with T, T1 and V ∗ commutes with U, U1, respectively.

(iii) K1 and K2 commutes with W and V , respectively.

Then

∆ =
{ (

(W ⊕ V ) (Wj ⊕ Vj ) , (Λj ⊕ Γj ) PWj ⊕Vj
(W ∗ ⊕ V ∗ ) , vj

) }

j ∈ J

is a (T ⊕ U, T 1 ⊕ U 1 )-controlled K 1 ⊕ K 2-g-fusion frame for H ⊕ X with the
corresponding frame operator (W ⊕ V ) (SC ⊕ SC ′ ) (W ⊕ V ) ∗.

Proof. For j ∈ J , we take

∆j = (Λj ⊕ Γj ) PWj ⊕Vj
(W ∗ ⊕ V ∗ ) , Xj = (W ⊕ V ) (Wj ⊕ Vj ) .
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Then by Theorem 2.5, we have

∆j PXj
( f ⊕ g )

= (Λj ⊕ Γj )
(

PWj
⊕ PVj

)

(W ∗ ⊕ V ∗ )
(

PW Wj
⊕ PV Vj

)

( f ⊕ g )

= Λj PWj
W ∗ PW Wj

f ⊕ Γj PVj
V ∗ PV Vj

g

= Λj PWj
W ∗ f ⊕ Γj PVj

V ∗ g.

and

PXj
∆ ∗

j ( f ⊕ g )

=
(

PW Wj
⊕ PV Vj

)

(W ⊕ V )
(

PWj
⊕ PVj

) (

Λ ∗
j ⊕ Γ ∗

j

)

( f ⊕ g )

= PW Wj
W PWj

Λ ∗
j f ⊕ PV Vj

V PVj
Γ ∗
j g

=
(

PWj
W ∗ PW Wj

) ∗
Λ ∗
j f ⊕

(

PVj
V ∗ PV Vj

) ∗
Γ ∗
j g

= W PWj
Λ ∗
j f ⊕ V PVj

Γ ∗
j g.

Therefore,

PXj
∆ ∗

j ∆j PXj
( f ⊕ g )

= W PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

W ∗ f ⊕ V PVj
Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

V ∗ g. (5)

Now, for each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

∆j PXj
(T1 ⊕ U1) ( f ⊕ g ),∆j PXj

(T ⊕ U ) ( f ⊕ g )
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

∆j PXj
(T1 f ⊕ U1 g) ,∆j PXj

(T f ⊕ U g )
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
W ∗ T1 f ⊕ Γj PVj

V ∗ U1 g, Λj PWj
W ∗ T f ⊕ Γj PVj

V ∗ U g
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
W ∗ T 1 f, ΛjPWj

W ∗ T f
〉

H

+
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PVj
V ∗ U 1 g, Γj PVj

V ∗ U g
〉

X

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T 1 W

∗ f, ΛjPWj
T W ∗ f

〉

H

+
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PVj
U 1 V

∗ g, Γj PVj
U V ∗ g

〉

X
(6)

≥ A1 ‖K ∗
1 W ∗ f ‖ 2

H + A2 ‖K ∗
2 V ∗ g ‖ 2

X = A1 ‖W ∗ K ∗
1 f ‖ 2

H + A2 ‖V ∗ K ∗
2 g ‖ 2

X

≥ A1

‖W − 1 ‖ 2
‖K ∗

1 f ‖ 2

H +
A2

‖V − 1 ‖ 2
‖K ∗

2 g ‖ 2

X [ since W, V are invertible ]

≥ C ‖K ∗
1 f ⊕ K ∗

2 g ‖ 2 = C ‖ (K 1 ⊕ K 2 )
∗ ( f ⊕ g ) ‖ 2

,



14 Prasenjit Ghosh & T. K. Samanta

where C = min

(

A1

‖W − 1 ‖ 2
,

A2

‖V − 1 ‖ 2

)

.

On the other hand, for each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, from (6), we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

∆j PXj
(T1 ⊕ U1) ( f ⊕ g ),∆j PXj

(T ⊕ U ) ( f ⊕ g )
〉

≤ B1 ‖W ∗ f ‖ 2

H + B2 ‖V ∗ g ‖ 2

X ≤ max
(

B1 ‖W ‖ 2, B2 ‖V ‖ 2
)

‖ f ⊕ g ‖ 2.

Thus, ∆ is a (T ⊕ U, T 1 ⊕ U 1 )-controlled K 1 ⊕ K 2-g-fusion frame for H ⊕ X.

Furthermore, for each f ⊕ g ∈ H ⊕ X, using (5), we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j (T ⊕ U ) ∗ PXj

∆ ∗
j ∆j PXj

(T 1 ⊕ U 1 ) ( f ⊕ g )

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j (T ∗ ⊕ U ∗ ) PXj

∆ ∗
j ∆j PXj

(T 1 f ⊕ U 1 g )

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

(

T ∗ W PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

W ∗ T 1 f
)

⊕
(

U ∗ V PVj
Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

V ∗ U 1 g
)

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j W T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

T 1W
∗ f ⊕

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j V U ∗ PVj

Γ ∗
j Γj PVj

U 1 V
∗ g

= (W SC W ∗ ⊕ V SC ′ V ∗ ) ( f ⊕ g )

= (W ⊕ V ) (SC ⊕ SC ′ ) (W ⊕ V ) ∗ ( f ⊕ g ).

Thus, the corresponding frame operator is (W ⊕ V ) (SC ⊕ SC ′ ) (W ⊕ V ) ∗.
This completes the proof.

4 Frame operator for a pair of controlled g-fusion Bessel

sequences

In this section, we introduce the concept of the frame operator for a pair of
controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences and establish some properties relative to frame
operator. First, we discuss about resolutions of the identity operator on H using
the theory of controlled g-fusion frame for Hilbert space.

Let ΛT U be a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H with the corresponding
frame operator SC . From reconstruction formula, for f ∈ H, we have

f = SC S − 1
C f = S − 1

C SC f

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U S − 1
C f =

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j S − 1

C T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f

This shows that the families of bounded operators
{

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U S − 1
C

}

j ∈ J

and
{

v 2
j S − 1

C T ∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
}

j ∈ J
are resolution of the identity operator on

H.
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Theorem 4.1. Let ΛT U be a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H with
frame bounds A, B and SC be its corresponding frame operator. Assume that S − 1

C

commutes with T and U . Then the family
{

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Tj U

}

j ∈ J
is a resolution

of the identity operator on H, where Tj = Λj PWj
S − 1
C , j ∈ J . Furthermore, for

each f ∈ H, we have

A

B 2
‖ f ‖ 2 ≤

∑

j ∈J

v 2
j 〈Tj U f, Tj T f 〉 ≤ B

A 2
‖ f ‖ 2.

Proof. For f ∈ H, we have the reconstruction formula for ΛT U :

f =
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U S − 1
C f

=
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

S− 1
C U f =

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Tj U f.

Thus,
{

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Tj U

}

j ∈ J
is a resolution of the identity operator on H. Since

ΛT U is a (T, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H with frame bounds A and B,
for each f ∈ H, we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j 〈Tj U f, Tj T f 〉 =

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
S − 1
C U f, Λj PWj

S − 1
C T f

〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U S − 1

C f, Λj PWj
T S − 1

C f
〉

≤ B
∥

∥S − 1
C f

∥

∥

2 ≤ B
∥

∥S− 1
C

∥

∥

2 ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤ B

A 2
‖ f ‖ 2.

On the other hand, for each f ∈ H, we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j 〈Tj U f, Tj T f 〉 ≥ A

∥

∥S− 1
C f

∥

∥

2 ≥ A

B 2
‖ f ‖ 2.

This completes the proof.

Next we will see that a controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence becomes a controlled
g-fusion frame by using a resolution of the identity operator on H.

Theorem 4.2. Let ΛT = { (Wj, Λj , vj ) }j ∈ J be a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion
Bessel sequence in H with bound B. Then ΛT is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion

frame for H if
{

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
}

j ∈ J
is a resolution of the identity oper-

ator on H.

Proof. Since
{

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U
}

j ∈J
is a resolution of the identity operator

on H, for f ∈ H, we have

f =
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f.
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By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, for each f ∈ H, we have

‖ f ‖ 4 = ( 〈 f, f 〉 ) 2 =





〈

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j T ∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

U f, f

〉





2

=





∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

T f
〉





2

≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
U f

∥

∥

2

=
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

U f
〉

≤ B ‖ f ‖ 2
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

U f
〉

⇒ 1

B
‖ f ‖ 2 ≤

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

U f
〉

.

On the other hand, for each f ∈ H, we have

∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
U f, Λj PWj

U f
〉

=
∑

j ∈J

v 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T T − 1 U f, Λj PWj

T T − 1 U f
〉

≤ B
∥

∥T − 1 U f
∥

∥

2 ≤ B
∥

∥T − 1
∥

∥

2 ‖U ‖ 2 ‖ f ‖ 2.

Thus, ΛT is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H. Similarly, it can be shown
that if ΛT is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence in H then ΛT is also a
(T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame for H.

Definition 4.3. Let ΛT = { (Wj, Λj , wj ) }j ∈ J and ΓU = { (Vj, Γj, vj ) }j ∈J
be (T, T )-controlled and (U, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences in H with
bounds D 1 and D 2, respectively. Then the operator ST ΛΓU : H → H, defined by

ST ΛΓU ( f ) =
∑

j ∈ J

vj wj T
∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Γj PVj

U f ∀ f ∈ H,

is called the frame operator for the pair of controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences ΛT

and ΓU .

It is easy to verify that ΛT and ΓU are also two g-fusion Bessel sequences in
H. So, the frame operator

SΛΓ f =
∑

j ∈ J

v j w j PWj
Λ ∗
j Γj PVj

f ∀ f ∈ H
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for this pair of g-fusion Bessel sequences is well-defined and bounded.Therefore, we
can write ST ΛΓU = T ∗ SΛΓ U . Thus, ST ΛΓU is well-defined and bounded.Also,
for each f, g ∈ H, we have

〈ST ΛΓU f, g 〉 =

〈

∑

j ∈ J

vj wj T
∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Γj PVj

U f, g

〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

v j w j

〈

f, U ∗ PVj
Γ ∗
j Λj PWj

T g
〉

=

〈

f,
∑

j ∈ J

w j v j U
∗ PVj

Γ ∗
j Λj PWj

T g

〉

= 〈 f, SU ΓΛT g 〉

and hence S ∗
T ΛΓU = SU ΓΛT .

In the next theorem, we give a characterization of a controlled g-fusion frame
with the help of frame operator.

Theorem 4.4. Let T ∈ G B (H ) and ΛT be a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion
Bessel sequence in H. Then ΛT is a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame for H if
and only if there exist an operator U ∈ G B (H ) and a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion
Bessel sequence ΓU such that SU ΓΛT ≥ mIH , for some m > 0.

Proof. Let ΛT be a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame with bounds A and B. Now,
we take U = T , and Vj = Wj , Λj = Γj and vj = wj, for all j ∈ J . Thus, for
each f ∈ H, we have

〈ST ΛΛT f, f 〉 =

〈

∑

j ∈J

w 2
j T

∗ PWj
Λ ∗
j Λj PWj

T f, f

〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≥ A ‖ f ‖ 2.

Conversely, suppose that there exist an operator U ∈ G B (H ) and a (U, U )-
controlled g-fusion Bessel sequence ΓU with bound D such that

m ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤ 〈SU ΓΛT f, f 〉 ∀ f ∈ H, for some m > 0.



18 Prasenjit Ghosh & T. K. Samanta

Thus, for each f ∈ H, we have

m ‖ f ‖ 2 ≤ 〈SU ΓΛT f, f 〉 =
∑

j ∈ J

〈

v j w j U
∗ PVj

Γ ∗
j Λj PWj

T f, f
〉

=
∑

j ∈ J

〈

w j Λj PWj
T f, v j Γj PVj

U f
〉

≤





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Γj PVj
U f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2 



∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

≤
√
D ‖ f ‖





∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

⇒ m 2

D
‖ f ‖ 2 ≤

∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

.

Thus, ΛT is a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame for H.

Theorem 4.5. Let ST ΛΓU be the frame operator for a pair of (T, T )-controlled
and (U, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences ΛT and ΓU with bounds D 1 and
D 2, respectively. Suppose λ 1 < 1, λ 2 > − 1 such that for each f ∈ H,

‖ f − ST ΛΓU f ‖ ≤ λ 1 ‖ f ‖ + λ 2 ‖ST ΛΓU f ‖ .

Then ΓU is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H.

Proof. For each f ∈ H, we have

( 1 − λ 1 ) ‖ f ‖ ≤ ( 1 + λ 2 ) ‖ST ΛΓU f ‖

⇒
(

1 − λ 1

1 + λ 2

)

‖ f ‖ ≤ ‖ST ΛΓU f ‖ = sup
‖ g ‖=1

〈ST ΛΓU f, g 〉

= sup
‖ g ‖=1

〈

∑

j ∈ J

vj wj T
∗ PWj

Λ ∗
j Γj PVj

U f, g

〉

≤ sup
‖ g ‖=1





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Γj PVj
U f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2 



∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

≤
√

D 1





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Γj PVj
U f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

⇒ 1

D 1

(

1 − λ 1

1 + λ 2

) 2

‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PVj
U f, Γj PVj

U f
〉

∀ f ∈ H. (7)

Thus, ΓU is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H.
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Theorem 4.6. Let ST ΛΓU be the frame operator for a pair of (T, T )-controlled
and (U, U )-controlled g-fusion Bessel sequences ΛT and ΓU with bounds D 1 and
D 2, respectively. Assume λ ∈ ( 0 , 1 ) such that

‖ f − ST ΛΓU f ‖ ≤ λ ‖ f ‖ ∀ f ∈ H.

Then ΛT is a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame for H and ΓU is a (U, U )-
controlled g-fusion frame for H.

Proof. By putting λ 1 = λ and λ 2 = 0 in (7), we get

( 1 − λ ) 2

D 1

‖ f ‖ 2 ≤
∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

〈

Γj PVj
U f, Γj PVj

U f
〉

and therefore ΓU is a (U, U )-controlled g-fusion frame for H. Now, for each f ∈
H, we have

( 1 − λ ) ‖ f ‖ ≤ ‖S ∗
T ΛΓU f ‖ = sup

‖ g ‖=1

〈S ∗
T ΛΓU f, g 〉 = sup

‖ g ‖=1

〈SU ΓΛT f, g 〉

= sup
‖ g ‖=1

〈

∑

j ∈ J

vj wj U
∗ PVj

Γ ∗
j Λj PWj

T f, g

〉

≤ sup
‖ g ‖=1





∑

j ∈ J

v 2
j

∥

∥Γj PVj
U g

∥

∥

2





1 / 2 



∑

j ∈J

w 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

≤
√

D 2





∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

∥

∥Λj PWj
T f

∥

∥

2





1 / 2

⇒
∑

j ∈ J

w 2
j

〈

Λj PWj
T f, Λj PWj

T f
〉

≥ ( 1 − λ ) 2

D 2

‖ f ‖ 2 ∀ f ∈ H.

Hence, ΛT is a (T, T )-controlled g-fusion frame for H. This completes the proof.
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