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Abstract

Recently, the concept of frames generated by graphs has been introduced in [12]. In
this paper, we study spectrally optimal dual frames of frames generated by graphs. We
show that if the frame is generated by a connected graph, then its canonical dual frame
is the unique spectrally optimal dual frame for 1-erasure and 2-erasures. Further, we
show that the canonical dual frames of frames generated by disconnected graphs are
non-unique spectrally optimal dual frames for 1-erasure and 2-erasures.
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1 Introduction

In order to solve certain complex problems in the non-harmonic Fourier series, Duffin and
Schaeffer [15] developed the idea of frames. Frames are redundant sequences of vectors that
span a vector space. The redundancy of frames makes them very useful in many applica-

tions, including data and image processing, signal transmission, image segmentation, coding
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theory, etc. Due to redundancy, the data transmitted using frames can be reconstructed

with minimal error if erasures occur during the transmission.
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Finite frames are widely used in frame theory due to their significant relevance in ap-
plications. In [12], authors introduced a new class of finite frames using simple graphs and
called them frames generated by graphs. They established some graph properties using
frame properties and vice-versa. Consequently, it provides a beautiful connection between
the three classical branches of mathematics, namely, frame theory, graph theory, and matrix
theory. Further, frames generated by graphs have some special properties, and some of them

are stated in the preliminaries section of this article.

The problem of erasures commonly occurs due to transmission losses or disturbances dur-
ing transmission, see [0, [7]. The problem of erasures can be handled in two ways. One way
is to find a frame that can minimize the maximal error in reconstruction [I7]. Another way
is to find an optimal dual frame for a pre-selected frame in order to minimize the maximal
error of reconstruction, see [I8]. In this paper, we focus on the second approach. A dual
frame of a pre-selected frame that minimizes the maximal error of reconstruction is called
an optimal dual frame. Various measurements are used to measure the error operator. If
operator norm is used, then we use the term optimal dual frame. If the spectral radius is
used to measure the error operator, then dual frames that minimize the maximum error are
called spectrally optimal dual frames (or, in short, SOD-frames). In [I4], authors studied
optimal dual frames of frames generated by graphs. In this paper, we study the spectrally
optimal dual frame of frames generated by graphs. We establish some interesting properties

of SOD-frames for 1-erasure and for 2-erasures.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we provide the basic definitions
and results of frame theory, spectrally optimal dual frames, spectral graph theory, and
frames generated by graphs required in the rest of the article. In Section 3, we study
spectrally optimal dual frames of frames generated by graphs for 1-erasure. We show that
the canonical dual frames of frames generated by connected graphs are the unique spectrally
optimal dual frames for 1-erasure. Further, if a frame is generated by a disconnected graph,
then its canonical dual is a non-unique SOD-frame for 1l-erasure. Section 3 deals with
spectrally optimal dual frames for 2-erasures. First, we compute the spectral radius of the
error operator for 2-erasures of frames generated by graphs. We establish that canonical
duals of frames generated by graphs are SO D-frames for 2-erasures. Further, we show that
they are non-unique SO D-frames for 2-erasures if the frame is generated by a disconnected

graph.



2 Preliminaries

Throughout the rest of the article, we consider finite frames and CF is a k-dimensional Hilbert
space. We use the notation [n] to denote the set {1,2,...,n} and M = [m; j]icp) je[q to denote
the matrix M of order p x ¢ where m, ; is the (7, j)-th entry of M. Also, diag(o, g, ..., ay)
denotes the diagonal matrix of order n with respective diagonal entries oy, as, .. ., a,.

A sequence of vectors @ := {@; };ejn) in CF is called a frame for C¥ if there exist constants
0 < A, < B, such that for any f € C¥, we have

AIFIP < DT IF 807 < Boll fIP.

1€[n]
The constants A, and B, are called the lower and upper frame bounds of ®, respectively. For a
frame ® = {¢; }ic[), the analysis operator Ty : C* — C™ is defined as To(f) = {{f, ¢:) }iepn-
The analysis operator Ty is linear and bounded. The adjoint of Ty, Ty : C* — CF, is

called a synthesis operator and defined by Te({c;}icn) = > @i¢s. The canonical matrix
i€[n]
representation of the synthesis operator is a k x n matrix such that its i*" column is the vector

¢; that is [Tg] = [¢p1 ¢2 -+ ¢u). The frame operator Sg : Ck — C* is the composition of the
synthesis operator and analysis operator such that Se(f) = > (f, ¢:)¢;. The operator Sg

i€[n]
is bounded, linear, self-adjoint, positive, and invertible. The composition 7573 : C* — C"

is called the Gramian operator of ®. The canonical matrix representation of the Gramian
operator is said to be the Gramian matriz, defined by Go = [(@}, #3)]i jem) Where (¢, ¢;)
is the (i,7)-th entry of Ge. A frame U = {4);}icpy of CF is called a dual frame of @ if

for any f € Ck, f = ST {f, ¢)0i = > (f,i)¢;. The sequence {S;l@}ie[n] is a also a
1€[n] i€[n]
dual frame of ® and it is called the canonical dual frame of ®. We denote the set of all

dual frames of a frame ® by Dg. The dual frames which are not canonical dual are called
alternate dual frames. If U = {1;};e(n) € Do then there exist a sequence {p; }iepn C CF such
that 1; = Sg'¢; + p; for i € [n] and > (f, ps)¢; = 0 for all f € C*. We say two frames

1€[n]
D1 = {01, }icn) and Py = {2 }icin) are unitary equivalent if there exists a unitary operator

V : Ck — C* such that V(¢y,) = ¢y, for all i € [n]. Refer to [4, 8, O, 11] for the general
theory of frames and its applications.

Suppose ® = {@; }icjn is a frame for C* and ¥ = {t; };¢}y is a dual frame of ®. Then for
A C [n], the error operator Eg g : C¥ — C* is defined by

Eewa(f) = Z(fv ¢i)i.

iEA



For 1 < r < n, let pg)\l, = max{p(Eowr) : A C [n] and |[A|] = r}, where p(Epwa) is
the spectral radius of Eg y . A dual frame W of the frame ® is called a spectrally optimal
dual frame (or simply SOD-frame) for 1-erasure if pg) := min {pfpl’)@ U e D@} = pEI,l’)\I,.
Spectrally optimal dual frames for r-erasures are defined inductively. For 1 < r < n, a
dual frame ¥ = {9;}icpn) of a frame ® = {;}icpy is called spectrally optimal dual frame for

r-erasures if U is an spectrally optimal dual frame for (r — 1)-erasures and pg )= min{pg)@ :

Ve Dy} = pg)q,. We denote the set of all SOD-frame of ® for r-erasures by SODj.

Remark 2.1. [22] If ® = {¢i}ici) 45 a frame with dual frame W = {4;}icpny, then ,0((1,17)\1, =
max{|(¢i, ¢)| : i € [n]}.

Theorem 2.1. [27] Suppose ® = {¢;}icp) is a frame for C*. Then the following are equiv-

alent:

1. There exists a dual frame V = {1); }icin) of ® such that pg,)q, = g) =k

n

2. There exists a dual frame U = {t;};epn of ® such that |(Y;, ;)| = £ for all i € [n].

Theorem 2.2. [1] Suppose ® = {¢;}iepn) is a frame for C* and V : CF — C* is an invertible
operator. Then a dual frame ¥ = {1; }icin) s (unique) spectrally optimal dual frame of ®
for r-erasures if and only if VW is (unique) spectrally optimal dual frame of (V=1)*® for

T-erasures.

For the detailed study of optimal dual frames and spectrally optimal dual frames, readers
may refer to [13] [19] 18] 22].

Graph theory is one of the classical branches of mathematics. Along with the deep
theoretical aspect of graph theory, it has many real-life applications, which include measuring
the connectivity of communication networks, hierarchical clustering, ranking of hyperlinks
in search engines, image segmentation, and so on, see [211, 10, 5, 23]. Let G = (V(G), E(G))
be a simple graph with the vertex set V(G) = {vy,va,...,v,} and edge set E(G). The
vertices v; and v; are said to be adjacent if they are connected by an edge and are denoted
by v; ~ v;. The number of vertices adjacent to v; is known as the degree of the vertex v; and
is denoted by d(v;) or simply by d;. The degree matriz of a graph G on n vertices, denoted by
D(G) = diag(dy, ds, ... ,d,). The adjacency matriz of G on n vertices is A(G) = (aij)nxn,

where

1, for v; ~v; and @ # j
a; 5 =
! 0, elsewhere.



The matrix A(G) is simply written as A, if the graph G is clear from the context. The
Laplacian matriz of a graph G is defined as L(G) := D(G) — A(G). We simply write L(G)
as L if G is clear from the context. The Laplacian matrix is a positive semi-definite matrix.
For a simple graph G on n vertices with k components, the rank of L(G) is n — k. For a
detailed study of matrices associated with simple graphs and other classes of graphs, readers

may see [2, 24], 20, 25] 16l 3] and references therein. The transpose of a matrix M is denoted

by M!. If M, and M, are matrices, then M; & M, denotes the block matrix { ]\gl ]\2 } .
2

In [12], authors used Laplacian matrices of graphs to generate finite frames. First, let us
see the definition of Lg(n, k)-frames.
Definition 2.1. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices with n — k components. Suppose L
is the Laplacian matriz of G such that L = M diag(Ai, Ao, ..., Ak, 0,...,0) M*. If {e;}icm
is the standard canonical orthonormal basis of C* and B = diag (\/)\_1, ey \/)\_k) M7, where
M is a submatriz of M formed by the first k columns then {B(e;)}icin is a frame for CF

and it is called an Lg(n, k)-frame for CF.
Next, we have the definition of frames generated by graphs.

Definition 2.2. Let ® = {¢;}iepy be a frame for C* with Gramian matriz Go. If G is a
graph with Laplacian matrix L such that G = L, then ® is called a frame generated by the
graph G for C*. In short, we call ® as a G(n,k)-frame for CF.

In [12], the authors have shown that every Lg(n, k)-frame is a G(n, k)-frame. Let us see

some results related to frames generated by graphs.
Theorem 2.3 ([12]). If G is a graph, then frames generated by G are unitary equivalent.

The next theorem shows that the frame operator of any Lg(n, k)-frame is a diagonal

matrix.

Theorem 2.4 ([12]). If G is a graph and ® is an Lg(n, k)-frame then the frame operator Sg
of the frame ® is a diagonal matriz. Further, if A1, Aa, ..., A\ are the non-zero eigenvalues
of the Laplacian matriz of G then S = diag(A, Ag, ..., \k).

The following theorem gives the family of dual frames of the frames generated by graphs.

Theorem 2.5. Let G be a simple graph with components Gy, G, ..., Gy, having vertex sets
{v1,02, ., V0 b {Vn 41, Ung s o o5 Ung bo v ooy {Unp 1415 Unpy 1425 -+ -5 Uy, (= Un) ), Tespectively.
If @ = {¢i}icp is a G(n,n —m)-frame with the frame operator Sg, then any dual frame of

® is of the form {Sz ¢ + 1} U{Ss ¢ + vo}i2, i U~ U{Ss ¢ + v}, 1 where
V1, Vo, ..., Uy are arbitrary vectors in C*~.



3 On spectrally optimal dual frame for l-erasure

We begin this article by showing that if the canonical dual frame of a frame generated by
a graph G is a spectrally optimal dual frame for r-erasures, then the canonical dual of any

frame generated by G is a spectrally optimal dual frame for r-erasures.

Theorem 3.1. Let G be any graph with n vertices. If ®1 = {¢1;}icin) and P2 = {d2, }icm)
are G(n, k)-frames for C*, then the canonical dual of ®, is (unique) spectrally optimal dual
frame of ®1 for r-erasures if and only if the canonical dual of ®4 is (unique) spectrally optimal

dual frame of ®o for r-erasures.

Proof. Since ®; and @5 are G(n, k)-frames, by Theorem there is a unitary operator
V : C* — CF such that V(¢;;) = ¢, for all i € [n]. Let Sp, and Sg, are the frame operators
of ®; and ®,, respectively. Then, for any f € C*, we have

Seo(f) =Y (f. ¢2.:) b2

i€[n]

= (£ Vo) Vo,

1€[n]

Thus, Sp, = VS, V* that is S;' = V*S;1V. Then, by Theorem 2.2 Sg!®; is (unique)
SO D-frame of @ for r-erasures if and only if VS;f@l = VV*S;;VV*CIDQ = S;:Q)g is (unique)
SOD-frame of (V~1)*®; = V®; = ®, for r-erasures. O

In the following theorem, we show that the canonical dual of a frame generated by the

connected graph is the unique SO D-frame for 1-erasure.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose G' is a connected graph with n vertices. If ® = {¢;}icp) is an
Lg(n,n—1)-frame for C*=', then canonical dual frame of ® is the unique spectrally optimal

dual frame of ® for 1-erasure. Further, pg) = ”T’l

Proof. Let L be the Laplacian matrix of G with eigenvalues Ay, A9, ..., A\,_1,0. Then there ex-
ist an orthogonal matrix M consisting of eigenvectors of L and D = diag(\i, Ag, ..., A\p_1,0)
such that L = MDM* and ¢; = D Mj(e;) where Dy = diag(v/A1, \/A_Q,...,M), M,
is the matrix obtained from M by taking the first n — 1 columns of M and {e;}icp, is the
standard canonical orthonormal basis of C". Note that [11 --- 1]* is an eigenvector of L cor-

t
responding to the eigenvalue 0. Hence, the last column of the matrix M is [\/Lﬁ \/Lﬁ e \/Lﬁ}



Suppose Ss is the frame operator of ®. Then, by Theorem Se = diag(A, Aay .y A1)
and hence Séﬂ = diag(v/ A1, VA2, ../ A1) = Di. Thus S;1/2 = D;'. Then we have

_ —1/2 — * * 1
(S50, &) = 155 *6ill* = I D7 DM (e)|* = | M5 (e) | = 1 - e
Thus, |(Sg'¢:, ¢i)| = “=L for all i € [n]. Hence, by Theorem H, pfpl)s,lcb = pg) = o=l
P

Therefore, the canonical dual Sg'® is an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Let ¥ = {Wi}iem
be a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 1-erasure. Then, by Theorem [2.5] there exists
a vector p1 € C"! such that ¢; = S3'¢; + p for all i € [n]. Then > (f, u)¢; = 0 for all

i€[n]
feCm . Thus, Y {(u,¢;) =0 and we have
i€[n]

Py = max{|(Sy d; + 1, ¢:)| : i € [n]}
= max{[|| Sy " ¢ill* + (1, ¢:)| : i € [n]}

= max {20 4 o) i€ Dl

2
+ [Im{p, di) |2+ € [n]

—1
= max \/ nT + Re(u, ¢i)

n—1
-

Thus,

2=l 4 Re(u, ¢;)| < =2 for all i € [n]. Hence, Re{u,¢;) < 0 for all i € [n]. Since
> {u, i) =0, Re{u, ¢;) = 0fori € [n]. Thus, pg’)\p = max {\/‘"71‘2 + [ Im{p, p:)|? i € [n]}

1€[n]
= =1 This gives that [Im(u, ¢;)|* = 0 for all i € [n]. Hence, Im(u, ¢;) = 0 for all i € [n].
Then (i1, ¢;) = 0 for all i € [n] and hence = 0. Thus, ¥ = S;'® and Sz'® is the unique

spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 1-erasure. O

Corollary 3.1. Suppose G is a connected graph with n vertices. If ® = {¢i}icpy @5 a
G(n,n — 1)-frame for C"=1, then canonical dual frame of ® is the unique spectrally optimal

dual frame of ® for 1-erasure.
Proof. Proof follows from Theorem [3.1] and Theorem O

In Theorem we consider G to be a connected graph. In the following theorem, we
show that Theorem [3.2] is partially true for disconnected graphs.



Theorem 3.3. Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and k > 1 connected components.
If & = {¢i}icp s an La(n,n — k)-frame for C"*, then canonical dual frame of ® is a

non-unique spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 1-erasure.

Proof. Let Gy,Ga,...,Gy be the connected components of G with |V (G;)| = n; for i € [k].
Let the vertex set of G; be {v;,_,+1,v,_,+2,...,v;,} fori € [k] where |y = 0 and for 1 <i <k,
li =n1+ns+---+mn; If L;is the Laplacian matrix of (G;, then the Laplacian matrix of G
is L=1L;®Ly®---@® Li. Suppose the the spectral decomposition of L; is M;D;M;w that
is L; = M;D;M; where D; = diag(\{,..., A, _;,0) and M; is an orthogonal matrix consist
of eigenvectors of L;. Then L = MDM* where M = M, ®---® Mg and D =D& --- D Dy.
Let E = diag <\/)\_’1, e /)\;i_l) and ]\Z be obtained from M; by taking the first n; — 1
columns for 7 € [k]. Then EJ\Z* is the synthesis operator of frame say ®; = {¢;;}jcp, for
Cmi~1. Let Sp, be the frame operator of ®; for i € [k].

Let D = bvl G- P ZA); and M = ]\Z G- P ]\Afk Then ® = {ai}ie[n] = {EM*(ei)}ie[n]

is an Lg(n,n — k)-frame for C**. Also, the synthesis operator I% of @ is

T3] = Tg,] @ [Tg,] @ --- @ [Tg,]

Gr1 o im0 - 0 e 0 e 0
L0 0 Gy e oy e 0 e 0
0 --- 0 0 o+ 0 o Gp1 o

By Theorem , it is enough to prove that the canonical dual of P is a non-unique
spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for l-erasure.

Let S5 be the frame operator of ®. Then Sz = So,®- - ®Ss,. Suppose max{| (S;gi, E
i € [n]} = [(S5'6;,8;)| where j € [L,_y +1,....1,] for some r € [k]. Then pg}

L
](Sgl@-,@)] =1— ;- = "=1 By Theorem , pgr) = p‘(;r) sl = et

Suppose ¥ = {1;}icy is a dual frame of ®. Since VU is a dual frame, there exist vectors
1, fo, - -, g in C*F such that 1; = S:;l%i + pj for i € {l;-1 +1,0;_1 +2,...,1;}. Let
14
v
Wi = ,2 where v; € C%~!. Then by Theorem 2.5, ¥, = {S;rlgzﬁ,,«’i + U, tie, 1s a dual

UV



frame of ®,. By Theorem , pgr)’% > ”;—:1 Then

Py = max{|(t, &) : i € [n]}
> max{| (¢, &)| 1 € {lo1 + 1, })
(
(

= max{[(Sz'i + 1, 6:)| i € {ly +1,... .1, }}
= max{|(Sy ¢ri + v, &ri)| 1 0 € [0,]}
_ M
= Pa,, v,
n, — 1
oy
1

Therefore, Sg 1$ is an SOD-frame of ® for l-erasure. Then by Theorem , Sy'® is an
SO D-frame of ® for 1-erasure.

0, ifiell
Let = [pliepy € C"F such that p; = { i €[] . By Theorem H, U, =

1, otherwise
{V1:}iem = {S;(ZZ- + plicp) U {Sg%}ie[n]\[m is a dual frame of ®. Note that ¥, is not the

canonical dual frame of . We have

oV = macf| (1, 6] i € [n])
= max({|(S5 "¢ + 11, 6:)| : i € [W]} U{[(S5"6i 8i)| i € [n] \ [W]})
= max({| (S5 b, &:) + (1, &) i € W]} U{[(S5 b1 0] i € [n] \ [L]})
= max({|(S5 i &) 1 i € [0} U{(S5' i, 04| : i € [n]})
- 'Oc(fl,)sglcf'
Hence, ¥y is an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Therefore, by Theorem , the canonical

dual of ® is a non-unique SO D-frame of ® for 1-erasure. n

Corollary 3.2. Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and k > 1 connected components.
If © = {ds}ticp is a G(n,n — k)-frame for Cn=*, then the canonical dual frame of ® is a

non-unique spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 1-erasure.

In the following example, we show explicitly that the canonical dual frames of frames gen-

erated by disconnected graphs are non-unique spectrally optimal dual frames for 1-erasure.

Example 3.1. Consider the graph G given in Figure [l The graph G is a disconnected



Figure 1: Graph G

2 -1 -1 0 0
-1 2 -1 0 0
graph. The Laplacian matrix of Gis L(G)= | -1 -1 2 0 0
0O 0 O 1 -1
o o o0 -1 1
V3 -3
Ve 0 =5 0 0
Consider the frame ® = {¢; }ie5 = \_/—% V2, \_/—% 0, 0 of C3
0 0 0 1 -1
2 -1 -1 0 0
-1 2 -1 0 0
Then the Gramian matrix of ®isGe=| =1 —1 2 0 0 | =L(G). Thus, P is a
o 0 0 1 -1

0O 0 0 -1 1
G(5, 3)-frame for C3. Let Sg be the frame operator of ®. Then the canonical dual frame of

1 —1
7 0 NG 0 0

D is Sy'd = % , % , ﬁé , 101, O . By Theorem [2.5 the set of
0 0 0 i 2

dual frames of ® is

7 Ta a Zta e e
Dy = erveina IO B o R - I R A I B ra,byce, f.g € C
1 -1
c c c 5+49 - t9

Consider ,OE;)S;@ = max{|(Sy ¢, ¢;)| 1 i € [5]} = max {2,1} = 2. Let ¥ = {¢;},¢f5 be
any dual frame of ®. Then there exist scalars a,, by, Co, do, €0, fo, go such that ¥ = {¢;}ic5) =

10



1 —1
\_[14“@0 2ao \_[1+a0 €o €o
L I A P I = My M I R O . Then

1 —1
Co Co Co 2 + 9o o + 9o

Py = max{| (i, ¢;)| i € [5]}

2 V3 1 2 3 1 1 1
= ma -+ —F=a, — 07 +\/_bm___ +07__o
X{z NERG 37T et g}

2_ o
= 3_p<1>s lo

Thus, S™1® is an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Consider

1 -1
R
\Ill = {wl,i}i€[5] = ﬁg ) m ) ﬁ ) 0 ’ 0
1 1 1 : 2
Then V¥, is a dual frame of ®. Also, p\I/cb max{|(¢1;, ¢;)| : i € [5]} = 2. Thus, ¥, is an

alternate dual frame of ® and an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Thus, the canonical dual

of @ is a non-unique spectrally optimal dual of ® for 1-erasure.

4 On Spectrally optimal dual frames for 2-erasures

In this section, we study spectrally optimal dual frames of frames generated by graphs for 2-
erasures. In the previous section, we establish that frames generated by graphs are spectrally
optimal dual frames for 1-erasure. Here, we begin by measuring the error operator if canonical

dual is used and 2-erasures occur.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose G is a connected graph on n wvertices and ® = {¢;}icp is an
Lg(n,n —1)-frame for C"~1. If Sy is the frame operator of ® then p51>2)5*1q> = 1.
W

Proof. Let L be the Laplacian matrix of G. Since ® is an Lg(n,n — 1)-frame, there exist
an orthogonal matrix M and diagonal matrix D = diag(A1, As, ..., A\y_1,0) such that L =
MDM* and & = D; M7y where M; is formed by taking the first n — 1 columns of M and

1
\/1ﬁ
Dy = diag(v/ A1,V A2, ..,/ Aa_1). Note that the last column of M is \/ﬁ . Then, by
Bl
\/ﬁ

11



Theorem 2.4, S¢ = diag(A1, ..., A—1). Let A = {i,j} C [n] be arbitrary. Then, the error
operator E¢7S;1¢7A : C* — C* is defined by

E<I>,,Sgl<l>,A<f) = <f7 ¢i>S<£1¢i + <f7 ¢j>Sq:1¢j‘

Consider

Eyg-190(S5 i + 85" ¢;) = (S ¢ + Sg' 05, 9:)Sg ' di + (S ' di + S5 b5, 05) S5 ' b
= (Sg ' di, ¢1)Sg " ¢i + (S50, 9i)Sg ¢i + (Sg " i, 0;) S5 ¢
+ (S50, 0;)55" b
= (1S5 26l S 6i + (Sa 205, Sy 61 S5
+ (S5 %01, S5 2010 S5 6s + 1155 241125 ¢
= [|Dy 2Dy M ()| S5 ¢s + (D * DiM; (e;), Dy 2Dy M () S5
+ (D} 2D M (e;), Dy Dy M (e5)) S5 ¢
+[|D7 2 DiM; (e)) 17 S5 65
= [|M5 (e) 2S5 61 + (M (e;), My (€:)) Sz
+ (M (e:), M (e))Sz &5 + | M7 (€5) 11255 &5
= <1 - %) Sp'di — %Ss@ - %Scplezﬁj + (1 - %) Sy' 0

n—2, _
I (Sg'di+ S ¢5) -

Thus, “=2 is an eigenvalue of Eg 5194 Similarly, E@,g;hp,/\(&gl@ - Syl =(1-1+1)

(Sg'di — S3'¢;) = Sp'di — Sg'¢;. Then, the spectrum of Eg g1 18 {1,222} Hence,

p(Eg g-19,4) =1 for any A C [n] such that [A] = 2. Thus, '0<(1>2)s—1<1> = 1. O
k) ) Pl @

In the following theorem, we show that the canonical dual frame of a frame generated by

a connected graph is the unique spectrally optimal dual frame for 2-erasures.

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a connected graph onn vertices and ® = {¢;}icp be an Lg(n,n—1)-
frame for C*=1 with frame operator Se. If ¥ = {¥i}iem s a dual frame of ® then pﬁﬁ)@ > 1.

)

Further, pg =1 and Sz ® is the unique SOD-frame for 2-erasures.

Proof. Let L be the Laplacian matrix of G. Since ® is an Lg(n,n — 1)-frame, there exist

an orthogonal matrix M and diagonal matrix D = diag(A1, As, ..., Ay_1,0) such that L =
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MDM?* and ® = D, M7 where M; is formed by considering the first n — 1 columns of M and
Dy = diag(v/ 2,V e, . .., \/E) Let Sg be the frame operator of ® and U = {¢;};cp,,) be
any dual frame of ®. Then by Theorem , there exist u € C"~! such that ¥; = Sp'¢; + u
for i € [n]. Let A = {i,j} C [n] be arbitrary. Then

Eown(Vi —0;) = (S5 i + 11— S5 5 — 1, 03) (S5 i + 1)
+ (S b+ p— S5 b5 — 11, 6)(Sg bj + 1)

= (185" 26ill? = (S35, S5 0:)) (S5 i + )

+((Sa 21, 55205y — 1S5 617 (Sa &5 + 1)
= (M7 (en)ll* = (M7 (ej), Mi (€:)))(Sg' &1 + )

+ (M (ex), M (e)) = 1M (e)II%) (S &5 + 1)
= (1 - % + %) (Sg'¢i+p) + (—% —1+ %) (Sg 65 + 1)
= — ;.

Thus, 1 is an eigenvalue of Ep gy a. Then p(Egpwa) > 1. Hence, p,(;)q, = max{p(Epw ) :

A C [n] and |A| = 2} > 1. Thus, by Theorem and Theorem Sy '@ is the unique

SO D-frame for 2-erasures. O]

Corollary 4.1. Let G be a connected graph on n vertices and ® = {¢; }icjn) be an G(n,n—1)-
frame for C*=1 with frame operator Se. Then canonical dual of ® is the unique SOD-frame
for 2-erasures and pg) = 2.

In the next theorem, we show that if ® is an Lg(n, k)-frame generated by any graph G

(need not be connected) with frame operator Sg then pg)s,l o= L
e
Theorem 4.3. Let G be a simple graph on n vertices with k components and ® = {; }icin)

is an Lg(n,n — k)-frame for Ck. If Sg is the frame operator of ® then p((;)s,lq) = 1.
W

Proof. Let G1,Gj, ..., Gy be the components of G and |V (G;)| = n;, for i € [k]. Suppose
V(G) ={li.i+1,li.1+2,...,l;} where l; =n;+---+n; for j € [k] and [, = 0. For i € [k],
let \i1 > N2 > -+ > N1 > A, = 0 be the eigenvalues of L(G;). Then there exist an
orthogonal matricx M; such that L(G;) = M;D;M; where D; = diag(Xi1, Ni2,- -y Xin;—1,0),
for i € [k], and L(G) = MDM* where M = M; & --- ® My and D = Dy @ - -- @ Dy. Thus,
the synthesis operator of an L (n,n — k)-frame, say ® = {(Zi}ie[n] isB=B ®By®---® By
such that B; = diag(y/Aj1, /A2, - - - \/W)]\A/[/]* (where ]\7[/]* is formed by taking the
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first n; — 1 columns of M) is the synthesis operator of the Lg,(n;,n; — 1)-frame, say ®; =
{¢;,i}tiem,) for C%~', for j € [k]. By Theorem , there is a unitary operator V such that
¢i = V¢, for all i € [n]. Let Sp and S3 be the frame operators of ® and @, respectively. For
i € [k], let S, be the frame operator of ®;. Then

S@ZBB*
:S<I>1@"'@S‘I>k-

Thus, S; =S, @ ® S, and S = VS;V*. Let A = {p, ¢} C [n] be arbitrary. Now
we proceed in the following cases.

fi
Case I: Let A C V(G,) for some j € [k]. Suppose [ = fQ € C" % where f; € Cvi—L.

Jr
We have
Eg s-15.0(f) = (F.00) 5505 + (f.64)55 "y
= (55 Brm1y2)55 B0 + i G10-1,) 55y
. . )

0
= Ecbj,S;jl@j,A/(fj) , where A" ={p—1;_1,q — l;_1}.
0
i 0 1

Thus, by Theorem P(Ei,s;&»,ﬂ = p(E%’S;;@j’A,) =1.
Case II: Let p € V(G;) and q € V(G,) where s # r. Then, we have

B 5:15.0(55 8) = (55161, 6,) 550y + (5516, 64} 550
= 1155 31*S5"d + 0(S5",)
ng — 1

_mlgag

s

Similarly, E;I;’S;@(S;%q) = ";—:15&:155{,. Thus, p(E5755157A) = max{ 2=t =11 o7

ns 7 np
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Hence, by Case I and Case II, max{p(Ez ¢-15 ) : A C [n] and |[A| = 2} = 1. Therefore,
’ % 2

we have

pg,)sglcb - maX{P(Ecp,sglcp,A) : A C [n] and |A| = 2}
= max{p(VEéi,S:lEl?,AV*) A C [n] and |A| = 2}

= max{p(Lg g15,) A C[n] and [A| =2} = 1.
0

In Theorem [3.3] we show that the canonical dual frames of a frame generated by discon-
nected graphs are non-unique SO D-frames for 1-erasure. Hence, it would be interesting to see
whether canonical dual frames of frames generated by disconnected graphs are SO D-frames
for 2-erasures or not. In the next two theorems, we show that canonical duals of Lg(n, k)-

frames, where G is a disconnected graph, are non-unique SO D-frames for 2-erasures.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and k > 1 components. If ® = {; }icin]
is an Lg(n,n — k)-frame for C*% with frame operator Sy, then the canonical dual frame

Sy'® of @ is a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 2-erasures. Further, pg) = 1.

Proof. Let G1,Gs,...,G be the connected components of G such that |V(G;)| = n; for
i € [k]. Let the vertex set of G; be {l;—1 + 1,{;-1 +2,...,{;} for i € [k] where [ = 0 and
for 1 <4 <k, l; =n1+ng+---+mn;. Let ¥ = {¢;}icpy be any dual frame of ®. Then

by Theorem [2.5| there exist i1, pa, ..., pux € C** such that ¥ = J {Sq:1¢lj71+i + 1 ticn;)-
J€lk]
Without loss of generality, assume that |V (Gy)| > 2. Take A = {1,2}. Then, Ep v a(f) =

(f, $1)(S5 61 + p1) + (f, 2)(Sg ¢ + pu1). Thus, we have
Eowa(Sg'¢1+ 1 — (Sg g2+ 1)) = (Sg d1 + i1 — Sg 2 — pia, ¢1) (S 1 + )
+ (Sg 01+ p — S3 2 — p1, $2)(Sg b2 + 1)
= ((Sg'd1.d1) — (S5 2, 61))(Sg b1 + 1)
+ ((Sg' b1, 02) — (Sg ' 2, 32))(Sg P2 + 1)
= (1552011 = (S 2, S5 2 61)) (S5 61 + 1)
+ (S5 %61, S5 2 d2) — 1S5 0al*) (S5 62 + 1)

— (1 1 + i) (Sg' 01+ 1) — (1 _ 1 + i) (Sg b+ 1)

ny ny

= (Sg'01+ 1) — (Sg' b2 + ).

ni ni
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Thus, 1 is an eigenvalue of Eg gy o. Hence, p(Eg v o) > 1. This gives that p((;)q, > p(Epwp) >

1. By Theorem , Sy '@ is spectrally optimal dual frame for 1-erasures and by Theorem

, pg)s_l s =12 pg )\1/ for any dual frame W of ®. Thus, the canonical dual frame of ® is a
0P ’
spectrally optimal dual frame for 2-erasures. O

In the next theorem, we show the existence of an alternate dual frame of a frame generated
by a disconnected graph such that the alternate dual is a spectrally optimal dual frame for

2-erasures.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and k > 1 connected components. If
® = {d;}iem) s an Lg(n,n — k)-frame for C"~* with frame operator Se, then there exist an

alternate dual frame of ® such that it is a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 2-erasures.

Proof. Let G1,Ga,...,Gy be the connected components of G such that |V(G;)| = n; for
i € [k]. Let the vertex set of G; be {v,_,4+1,v,_,12,...,v,} for ¢ € [k] where | = 0 and
fori>1,1; =ny +ny+---+n; Let ® be the Lg(n, k)-frame as obtained in Theorem
. By Theorem , S(-; 1P is a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for 2-erasures and
Li=1+1

0, otherwise

@) = 1. Let u = [p1, 2, ., pn_r)t € C* % such that p; = { . Then

Pes-15 ~
U = {4 }icm) = {5&215@- + 1}iem) U{S&_)l%}ie[n]\[h] is an alternate dual frame of ®. Then
o2, = max{|(w, 3] € [n]}
— max ({1(S5: + 1, @)+ € [W]} U {I(S5" 1, @0}l + 7 € [n]\ []})
= max ({1(S5 01, 00) + (90}l i € (W]} U{1(S5 1, 00)| i € ] \ []})
= max <{|<S;1¢,~,ggi>| ci € (1]} U{[(S5 ¢, o) i€ [n] \ [ll]}) = Pgﬁ)sg(g-
Thus, by Theorem |3.3] ¥ is a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for l-erasure. Let A =

{p,q} C [n] be arbitrary. Then Ej g \(f) = (f, @)% + (f, ggq)z/}q. Now we will proceed in

cases.
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Case I: Let A C V(G,) for some j € [k]. Then, we have

E@,\I/,A(Q/}P + th) <¢p + 1/}117 pr wp <7vbp + ¢qa ;qu>¢q

S~ qzﬁp + S~ quq + 2u, %)wp (S~ gbp + S~ ¢p + 24, gbqwq ifi=1
S~ qzﬁp + S~ ¢q,¢p>¢p <S~ ¢p+5’~ gbq,¢q)¢q otherwise
(155 617 + ;%q, S5 200 + 20, o)

+(1155 204112 + (5526, Sf%q> + 2, @)ty if i = 1
|\S~“2¢p|\2 <S~”2¢q,sf%¢p>>wp

|S~1/ggbq||2 (551/2%, 51/25(1))% otherwise

EH ) (1) )

_ _> W, + (( 1_) — %) b, otherwise

5

1 ) (U + ).

Similarly, Eg g A (¥p — ¥g) = ¥p — 4. Thus, p(Ez ) = 1.
Case II: Let p € V(G,) and q € V(Gs) where r,s € [k] \ {1} and r # s. Then, we have

E@,\II,A@/}P) = <wp7 $p>wp + <1/}p7 $q>wq

- <S£1$p= $p>wp + <S:1(va $q>¢q
- ”551/2&;1)”27»019 +(S 1/2¢p7 1/2¢q>¢

(2o
(-2}

Similarly, E w A(wq) <1 — —> 1,. Hence, p(Ei\I,jA) = max {1 — n%, 1— nl—é} < 1.
Caie I11: Let~p € VEGl) and ¢ E~V(Grl where r # 1. Then E«'f,\p,/\(f) = (f, 5p>¢p +
(f, d)bq = (f, gbp)(S(%l(ﬁp +p) + (f, ¢q>S(;gbq. The matrix representation of Eg 415 4 with

: . E, 0
respect to the standard canonical orthonormal basis is of the form, [Eg ¢-15 4] = 01 I }
2 5 ) 2

for some matrices E; of order n; — 1 and FE5 of order (n — k) — (n; — 1). Then, the ma-

trix representation of Eg ., , with respect to the standard canonical orthonormal basis is
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Qp Qg - Qg

[E&E,@,A] = [ g; 52 ] where B3 = : _— : and «; is the ith-component of

0o 0 --- 0
& N — L _ @ _q_ @
¢p. Thus, p(Ez g z) = p([E5 5-154]) = 1. Then, by Theorem , Pey = 1 =p; - Hence,
b b b @ A: B .
¥ is an alternate dual frame of ® such that ¥ is a spectrally optimal dual frame of ® for

2-erasures. Therefore, by Theorem [3.1] there exists an alternate dual frame of ®, which is

an SO D-frame of ® for 2-erasures. O]

Corollary 4.2. Suppose G is a graph with n vertices and k > 1 connected components. If
® = {¢i}ien is an G(n,n — k)-frame for C"~* with frame operator Se, then there exist an
alternate dual frame of ® such that it is an SOD-frame of ® for 2-erasures.

In the following example, we show explicitly the existence of an alternate dual frame that

is an SOD-frame for 2-erasures of a frame generated by a disconnected graph.

Example 4.1. Consider the frame Phi = {¢;},c[5 generated by graph G given in Example
3.1 The canonical dual frame S;'® is an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Now, we will
show that S;'® is a non-unique SOD-frame of ® for 2-erasures. First, we give the matrix
representation of error operators. For A = {i,j} C [5], Eg g-104(f) = (f, ¢:) Sy i +
(f,0;)S3'®;. We have

1 —1 1
RO LY ?
[E@,sqgl@,{m}]: A 6 0 7|:E‘1)’S;1¢’{1’3}:|: 0% 0 7[E<1>,S;1<1>,{2,3}]: -
0 0 0 000 0
1 -1
000 L
0 01 0 0 %
00 0 L
Basyion] = |Posyoes| = | 0 3 0| | Posyiops] = |Posyiogss)] = | o
00 3 0

[\
O oot —

g
o O O

O ol [a—
g
o= O O

Now P(Eq>,s;1q>,{1,2}) = P<E<1>,551<1>,{1,3}> = P(E<1>,S;1<1>,{2,3}) = max {17 %a 0} =1, P(Eq>,s;1q>,{4,5}) =

max {1,0} = 1 and p(E<I>,S;1<I>,{1,4}) = /)(E@,S;@,{m}) = /)(E<1>,551<1>,{2,4}> = 10<E<I>,S;1<I>,{2,5}> =
2

P(Easyia ) = P(Egsyiaqss) = max {3,3,0} = 3. Thus, p<(1>,)s;1<1> = max {1,3} = L. Let

U = {4 }ic5 be any dual frame of ®. Then there exist scalars a,, b,, Co, €0, fo, go such that
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1 —1
76 + %) (%) 75 + Qo €o €o

U= {,Ivbl}le[i')] = %_{—bo ) %—i_bo ) %—i_bo s fo ) fo
Co Co ¢ 5+ % S+ 9%
1 1
v V5 T
For A = {1,2}, Ep wa(f) = (f, o)1 +(f, ¢2)12. For f = \_/—% s Eowa(f) = % + b,
0 Co
1
Qo 76
%5 +b, | = \_/—% . Thus, 1 is an eigenvalue of Eg ¢ A and hence p(Egy ) > 1. There-
Co 0
fore, pg)\y >1= pg)s,l(b for any dual frame W of the frame ®. Thus, S;I(I) is an SO D-frame
’ W

of @ for 2-erasures. Consider the dual frame ¥, given in Example[3.1] It is shown in Example
that U, is an SOD-frame of ® for 1-erasure. Further, we have

1 -1 1 1
5o Lo e
[E<1>,\1/1,{1,2}}: ?g g 0 ,[E<1>,x1/1,{1,3}} =({0 5 0 ,[E<1>,x1/1,{2,3}} = Tﬁ g 0
3 1 _ —/3 1
s v 0 0 —v2 0 Vv
000 %1 ﬁg 0
[E<1>,\1/1,{4,5}] =100 0}, [Ecp,\l/l,{Lz;}] = [Ecb,\pl,{m}} = | 23 6 0 )
0 0 1 V3 o1 1
V2 2 2
11
0O 0 0 % 2\1/§
[Eq>,\1/1,{274}} = [Eé,wl,{2,5}} =10 % (1) ) [E¢>,\1/1,{374}} = [Eé,‘lll,{B,E)}] = ?yi 6 0
0 V23 R

Now p(Eew, 12)) = p(Bow,13)) = p(Bow, q23y) = max {1, 3,0} =1, p(Egw, (45)) =
max {1,0} = 1 and p(Ep,u, {14}) = p(Eow,,(1,5)) = p(Eow, (2.4)) = p(Eou, 125) = p(Eo,w, (3,4)) =
p(Eow, (35)) = max{%,%,O} = % Thus, pg,)\h = max{l,% = 1. Hence, ¥y is an SOD-
frame of ® for 2-erasures. Therefore, the canonical dual is a non-unique SO D-frame of ®

for 2-erasures.
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