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Abstra
t

In the present paper invertibility of multipliers is investigated. Su�-


ient and/or ne
essary 
onditions for invertibility are determined. Exam-

ples whi
h show that the given assertions 
over di�erent 
lasses of multi-

pliers are given. The 
ase when one of the sequen
es is a Riesz basis is


ompletely 
hara
terized. Moreover, ne
essary and/or su�
ient 
onditions

for un
onditional 
onvergen
e of multipliers are given.
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1 Introdu
tion

In modern life appli
ations of signal pro
essing 
an be found in numerous te
h-

ni
al items, for example in wireless 
ommuni
ation or medi
al imaging. In these

appli
ations, `time-invariant �lters', i.e. 
onvolution operators, are used very

often. In the last de
ade time-variant �lters have found more and more appli
a-

tions. A parti
ular way to implement su
h �lters are Gabor multipliers [10℄ also

known as Gabor �lters [17℄. Su
h operators �nd appli
ation in psy
hoa
ousti
s

[4℄, 
omputational auditory s
ene analysis [20℄, virtual a
ousti
s [15℄ and seismi


data analysis [16℄. In [3℄ the 
on
ept of Bessel multipliers, i.e. operators of the

form

Mf =
∑

k

λk〈f, φk〉ψk, ∀f ∈ H,

with (φn) and (ψn) being Bessel sequen
es, were introdu
ed and investigated.

For many appli
ations, for example in sound morphing [9℄, to �nd the inversion

of su
h operators is of interest. In this paper we investigate the inversion of

multipliers.

From a theoreti
al point of view it is very natural to investigate Bessel and frame

multipliers. In [18℄, R. S
hatten provided a detailed study of ideals of 
ompa
t

operators using their singular de
omposition. By the spe
tral theorem, every self-

adjoint 
ompa
t operator on a Hilbert spa
e 
an be represented as a multiplier

using an orthonormal system. Multipliers generalize the frame operators, as every

frame operator S for a frame (φn) is the multiplier M(1),(φn),(φn).

Some properties of the invertibility of multipliers are known. For a frame (φn)
and a positive (resp. negative) semi-normalized sequen
e (mn), the multiplier

M(mn),(φn),(φn) is the frame operator S (resp. −S) for the frame (
√

|mn|φn) and
thus, M(mn),(φn),(φn) is invertible [5℄. When (φn) and (ψn) are Riesz bases and

(mn) is semi-normalized, then M(mn),(φn),(ψn) is invertible and M−1
(mn),(φn),(ψn)

=

M( 1
mn

),(eψn),(eφn), where (φ̃n) and (ψ̃n) denote the 
anoni
al duals of (φn) and (ψn),

respe
tively, see [3℄. If (φdn) is a dual frame of the frame (φn), then M(1),(φn),(φdn)
is

the Identity operator and therefore, invertible. If m ∈ c0 and both (φn) and (ψn)
are Bessel sequen
es, then the multiplier M(mn),(φn),(ψn) is never invertible on an

in�nite dimensional Hilbert spa
e, be
ause it is a 
ompa
t operator [3, Theorem

6.1℄.

In the present paper we investigate invertibility of multipliers in more details. In

Se
tion 2 we spe
ify notation and state the needed results for the main part of
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the paper. In Se
tion 3 un
onditional 
onvergen
e of multipliers is 
onsidered;

su�
ient and/or ne
essary 
onditions are determined. Se
tion 4 
on
erns the

question for invertibility of multipliersM(mn),(φn),(ψn). Di�erent 
ases for (φn) and
(ψn) are 
onsidered - non-Bessel, Bessel sequen
es, over
omplete frames, Riesz

bases. Su�
ient and/or ne
essary 
onditions for invertibility ofM(mn),(φn),(ψn) are

given. In the 
ases of invertibility, expression for M−1
(mn),(φn),(ψn)

is determined.

The last se
tion of the paper 
ontains examples, showing the exa
tness of the

bounds in Propositions 4.5 - 4.9 as well as that Propositions 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9 are

independent of ea
h other.

For 
ertain 
ases of multipliers we provide examples and 
ounter-examples. For

some of them we refer to the table [19℄. We have 
hosen this approa
h to shorten

the paper.

2 Notation and preliminary results

Throughout the paperH denotes a Hilbert spa
e and (en) denotes an orthonormal

basis ofH. The notion operator is used for linear mappings. The Identity operator

on H is denoted by IH. The operator G : H → H is 
alled invertible on H if

there exists bounded operator G−1 : H → H su
h that GG−1 = G−1G = IH.
Throughout the paper, we work with a �xed in�nite, but 
ountable index set J
and without loss of generality N is used as an index set, also impli
itly.

The notation Φ (resp. Ψ) is used to denote the sequen
e (φn) (resp. (ψn))
with elements from H; Φ − Ψ denotes the sequen
e (φn − ψn); m denotes a

real s
alar sequen
e (mn); mΦ denotes the sequen
e (mnφn). Re
all that m
is 
alled semi-normalized (in short, SN) if there exist 
onstants a, b su
h that

0 < a ≤ |mn| ≤ b <∞, ∀n.
Re
all that Φ is 
alled a Bessel sequen
e (in short, Bessel) for H with bound BΦ

if BΦ > 0 and

∑
|〈h, φn〉|2 ≤ BΦ‖h‖2 for every h ∈ H. A Bessel sequen
e Φ is


alled a frame for H with bounds AΦ, BΦ, if AΦ > 0, BΦ is a Bessel bound for Φ
and AΦ‖h‖2 ≤

∑
|〈h, φn〉|2 for every h ∈ H; AoptΦ and Bopt

Φ denote the optimal

frame bounds for Φ. The sequen
e Φ is 
alled a Riesz basis for H with bounds

AΦ, BΦ if AΦ > 0 and AΦ‖(cn)‖2 ≤ ‖∑ cnφn‖ ≤ BΦ‖(cn)‖2, ∀(cn) ∈ ℓ2. Every

Riesz basis for H with bounds A,B is a frame for H with bounds A,B. The

sequen
e Φ is 
alled an unbounded frame for H [2℄ if there exists B > 0 su
h that

0 <
∑

| 〈f, φn〉 |2≤ B‖f‖2 for every f ∈ H, f 6= 0.
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For a given sequen
e Φ, the mapping UΦ : H → ℓ2 given by UΦf = (〈f, φn〉) is

alled the analysis operator for Φ and the mapping TΦ given by TΦ(cn) =

∑
cnφn

is 
alled the synthesis operator for Φ. Let Φ be a frame for H. The operator

SΦ : H → H given by SΦh =
∑

〈h, φn〉φn is 
alled the frame operator for Φ.
The sequen
e (φdn) is 
alled a dual frame of Φ if it is a frame for H and h =∑

〈h, φdn〉φn =
∑

〈h, φn〉φdn, ∀h ∈ H. The sequen
e Φ̃ = (S−1
Φ φn) is a dual frame

of Φ, 
alled the 
anoni
al dual of Φ. Re
all the following statements.

Proposition 2.1

(a) [8, p.52 and p.102℄ Φ is a Bessel sequen
e (resp. frame) for H with Bessel

bound BΦ if and only if the operator TΦ : (cn) →
∑
cnφn is well de�ned

from ℓ2 into (resp. onto) H and bounded with ‖TΦ‖ ≤
√
BΦ.

(b) [8, p.103℄ If Φ is a frame for H, then UΦ is bounded and inje
tive with


losed range R(UΦ). Thus, UΦ has a bounded inverse U−1
Φ : R(UΦ) → H.

Moreover, TΦ|R(UΦ) : R(UΦ) → H is bije
tive.

(
) [12, Prop. 5.1.5℄ If Φ is a frame for H, then R(UΦ) = ℓ2 if and only if Φ is

a Riesz basis for H.

(d) [14, Prop. 12.10℄ If Φ is a frame for H with bounds AΦ, BΦ, then SΦ is

invertible onH, AΦ‖f‖ ≤ ‖SΦf‖ ≤ BΦ‖f‖ and 1
BΦ

‖f‖ ≤ ‖S−1
Φ f‖ ≤ 1

AΦ
‖f‖,

∀f∈H. Moreover, ‖SΦ‖ = Bopt
Φ and ‖S−1

Φ ‖ = 1/AoptΦ , [8, Prop. 5.4.4℄.

Let Φ be a frame for H with bounds AΦ, BΦ. By the above, the 
anoni
al dual

frame of Φ has bounds

1
BΦ
, 1
AΦ

. If Φd is any dual frame of Φ, then 1
BΦ

is a lower

frame bound for Φd (see the proof of [6, Proposition 3.4℄). Thus, all the dual

frames of a given frame have a 
ommon lower bound. However, in general they

do not need to have a 
ommon upper bound - 
onsider for example the frame

(e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .) and its dual (ke1, e1 − ke1, e2, e − 3, e4, . . .), where k 
an be

arbitrary large number.

If supn ‖φn‖ < ∞ (resp. infn ‖φn‖ > 0), the sequen
e Φ will be 
alled norm-

bounded above, in short NBA (resp. norm-bounded below, in short NBB). If

(‖φn‖) is semi-normalized, then Φ is 
alled ‖·‖-semi-normalized (in short, ‖·‖-SN).
Re
all that if Φ is a Bessel sequen
e for H with bound BΦ, then ‖φn‖ ≤

√
BΦ, ∀n,

and 
learly, Φ is not needed to be NBB. Note that even a frame Φ is not needed

to be NBB. Take for example the frame (1
2
e1, e2,

1
22
e1, e3,

1
23
e1, e4, . . .). Typi
al
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examples for ‖·‖-SN frames are Gabor and wavelet frames, [12℄. Any Riesz basis

Φ is ‖·‖-SN , be
ause

√
AΦ ≤ ‖φn‖ ≤

√
BΦ, ∀n. A frame whi
h is ‖·‖-SN does

not need to be a Riesz basis, 
onsider for example the sequen
e (e1, e1, e2, e3, . . .).

In [5℄ weighted frames mΦ are 
onsidered. Below we give more details about the

relationship between a sequen
e Φ and the weighted sequen
e mΦ.

Proposition 2.2

(i) If Φ is a Bessel sequen
e for H (resp. Bessel sequen
e for H whi
h is not

a frame for H) and m ∈ ℓ∞, then mΦ is a Bessel sequen
e for H (resp.

Bessel sequen
e for H whi
h is not a frame for H).

(ii) If Φ is an unbounded frame for H and m ∈ ℓ∞, mn 6= 0, ∀n, then mΦ is

an unbounded frame for H.

(iii) If m is SN , then Φ is a Riesz basis (resp. over
omplete frame, Bessel

sequen
e) for H if and only if mΦ is a Riesz basis (resp. over
omplete

frame, Bessel sequen
e) for H.

(iv) If Φ is ‖·‖-SN , thenmΦ is ‖·‖-SN if and only if m is SN . As a 
onsequen
e,

if Φ is a Riesz basis for H, then mΦ is a Riesz basis for H if and only if m
is SN .

(v) If Φ is not a Riesz basis for H, then mΦ 
an be a Riesz basis for H only in

the following 
ases:

� Φ is non-NBB Bessel for H whi
h is not a frame for H and m is

NBB but not in ℓ∞;

� Φ is non-NBA non-Bessel for H and m is non-NBB with mn 6= 0,
∀n.

Proof: (i)-(iv) are trivial.

(v) 1. Let Φ be non-Bessel for H. Assume that mΦ is a Riesz basis for H with

lower bound AmΦ. Then:

• m must be non-NBB with mn 6= 0, ∀n.
Indeed, if m is NBB, then mΦ being Bessel for H implies that Φ is Bessel for H,

whi
h 
ontradi
ts to the 
ase under 
onsideration. Sin
e a Riesz basis 
an not


ontain zero elements, mn must be non-zero for every n.
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• Φ must be non-NBA.

Indeed, if Φ is NBA with bound b, then
√
AmΦ ≤ ‖mnφn‖ ≤ b |mn|, ∀n, whi
h

implies that m is NBB, but this 
ontradi
ts to the 
on
lusion above.

Now assume that Φ is non-NBA non-Bessel for H and m is non-NBB with

mn 6= 0, ∀n. Then there are 
ases when mΦ is a Riesz basis for H (for example,

take Φ = (nen), m = ( 1
n
) ∈ ℓ∞ or take Φ = (e1,

1
2
e2, 3e3,

1
4
e4, 5e5, . . .), m =

(1, 2, 1
3
, 4, 1

5
, . . .) /∈ ℓ∞) and there exist 
ases when mΦ is not a Riesz basis for H

(for example, take the same sequen
es as above but without their �rst elements).

2. Let Φ be an over
omplete frame for H. Re
all, a frame for H is a Riesz basis

for H if and only if it has a biorthogonal sequen
e in H, see [8, Theorem 6.1.1℄.

Assume thatmΦ is a Riesz basis forH. This implies thatmn 6= 0, ∀n, and thus, Φ
has a biorthogonal sequen
e in H, whi
h 
ontradi
ts to Φ being an over
omplete

frame.

3. Let Φ be Bessel for H with bound BΦ, whi
h is not a frame for H. Assume

that mΦ is a Riesz basis for H with bounds AmΦ, BmΦ. Then:

• m must be NBB.

Indeed, in this 
ase

√
AmΦ ≤ ‖mnφn‖ ≤ |mn|

√
BΦ, ∀n.

• m must be not in ℓ∞.

Indeed, ifm ∈ ℓ∞, then AmΦ‖f‖2 ≤ ‖m‖2∞
∑

|〈f, φn〉|2, ∀f∈H, whi
h 
ontradi
ts

to the fa
t that Φ does not satisfy the lower frame 
ondition.

• Φ must be non-NBB.

Indeed, if Φ is NBB, then |mn| infn ‖φn‖ ≤ ‖mnφn‖ ≤
√
BmΦ, whi
h implies

that m ∈ ℓ∞, but this 
ontradi
ts to the 
on
lusion above.

Now assume that Φ is non-NBB Bessel for H, whi
h is not a frame for H, and

m is NBB but not NBA. There are 
ases when mΦ is a Riesz basis for H (for

example, take Φ = ( 1
n
en), m = (n)) and there exist 
ases when mΦ is not a Riesz

basis for H (for example, take Φ = ( 1
n2 en), m = (n)). ✷

As one 
an see in Proposition 2.2(iii), the weighted sequen
e mΦ with semi-

normalized weight m has the same type as the sequen
e Φ. This is not the 
ase
when m is not semi-normalized. For example, if m /∈ ℓ∞, the frame property of

Φ 
an be destroyed - 
onsider the frame Φ = (1
2
e1, e2,

1
22
e1, e3,

1
23
e1, e4, . . .) and

the weight m = (2, 1, 22, 1, 23, 1, . . .), whi
h give the non-Bessel sequen
e mΦ.
Moreover, one 
an obtain frame mΦ starting from a non-Bessel sequen
e Φ -
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onsider for example Φ = (e1, e2, e1, e3, e1, e4, . . .) and m = (1
2
, 1, 1

22
, 1, 1

23
, 1, . . .).

Multipliers

For any Φ, Ψ and any m (
alled weight or symbol), the operatorMm,Φ,Ψ, given by

Mm,Φ,Ψf =
∑

mn〈f, ψn〉φn, f∈H,

is 
alled a multiplier. Depending on m,Φ,Ψ, the 
orresponding multiplier might

not be well de�ned. The following assertion gives su�
ient 
ondition for the

well-de�nedness of multipliers.

Proposition 2.3 [3, Theorems 3.2.3 and 5.5.1℄ Let m∈ ℓ∞ and let Φ, Ψ be Bessel

sequen
es for H with bounds Bφ, Bψ, respe
tively. Then the multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ is

well de�ned from H into H and it is bounded with ‖Mm,Φ,Ψ‖ ≤
√
BφBψ ‖m‖∞.

Furthermore, the series

∑
mn〈f, ψn〉φn 
onverges un
onditionally for every f∈H.

Note that the above assertion gives only su�
ient 
ondition. Multipliers 
an

be un
onditionally 
onvergent and bounded even in 
ase m /∈ ℓ∞ (for example,

M(n2),( 1
n
en),(

1
n
en) = IH) or in 
ase at least one of the sequen
es is not Bessel (for

example, M(1),( 1
n
en),(nen) = IH). The question for un
onditional 
onvergen
e of

multipliers is investigated deeper in Se
tion 3. We will use the following known

results:

Proposition 2.4

(i) [14, p.75℄ (φn) is Bessel for H if and only if (〈f, φn〉) ∈ ℓ2 for every f ∈ H.

(ii) [14, p.92℄ If (φn) is a Riesz basis for H, then

∑
cnφn 
onverges un
onditionally in H ⇔

∑
cnφn 
onverges in H ⇔ (cn)∈

ℓ2.

(iii) [14, p.32℄ (Orli
z's Theorem) If (xn) is a sequen
e with elements from H,

then

∑
xn 
onverges un
onditionally in H ⇒

∑
‖xn‖2 <∞.
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It is well known that if (φn) is a Bessel sequen
e for H, then

∑
cnφn 
onverges

un
onditionally in H for every (cn) ∈ ℓ2, e.g. [14, p.83℄. If in addition (φn) is
NBB, then an equivalen
e 
an be stated:

Lemma 2.5 Let (φn) be a NBB Bessel sequen
e for H. Then

∑
cnφn 
onverges un
onditionally in H ⇔ (cn) ∈ ℓ2.

Proof: In 
ase (φn) is a frame for H, the assertion is proved in [14, Prop. 12.17℄.

The proof in [14℄ uses only validity of the upper frame 
ondition, so the property

is shown for Bessel sequen
es. ✷

Note that if the 
ondition �norm-bounded below� is omitted, then the 
on
lusion

of the above lemma does not hold in general, be
ause

∑
cnφn might 
onverge

un
onditionally for some (cn) /∈ ℓ∞, see [14, Ex. 12.16℄.

The main aim of our paper is to investigate invertibility of multipliers. We will

use the following 
riterion for invertibility of operators:

Proposition 2.6 Let F : H → H be invertible on H. Suppose that G : H → H
is a bounded operator and ‖Gh − Fh‖ ≤ ν‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H, where ν ∈ [0, 1

‖F−1‖).
Then

(i) G is invertible on H and G−1 =
∑∞

k=0[F
−1(F −G)]kF−1;

(ii)

1
1+ν‖F−1‖

1
‖F‖ ‖h‖ ≤ ‖G−1h‖ ≤ 1

1/‖F−1‖−ν ‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H.

Proof: (i) is proved in [11, p.70℄. For (ii), observe that ‖Gh−Fh‖ ≤ ν ‖F−1‖ ‖Fh‖
and apply [7, Theorem 1℄ with λ1 = ν‖F−1‖ < 1 and λ2 = 0. ✷

3 Un
onditional 
onvergen
e of multipliers

As one 
an see in Proposition 2.3, Bessel multipliers are un
onditionally 
onver-

gent in 
ase m ∈ ℓ∞. Now we are interested in 
onverse assertions.

Lemma 3.1 Let Mm,Φ,Ψ be un
onditionally 
onvergent.

(i) Then (|mn|.‖φn‖ψn) is a Bessel sequen
e for H. As a 
onsequen
e, the

sequen
e (|mn|.‖φn‖.‖ψn‖) is bounded.
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(ii) If Φ (resp. mΦ) is NBB, then mΨ (resp. Ψ) is a Bessel sequen
e for H.

(iii) If both Φ and Ψ are NBB, then m ∈ ℓ∞.

Proof: (i) By Orli
z's Theorem (see Prop. 2.4), we have that (|mn〈f, ψn〉|.‖φn‖)∈
ℓ2 for every f ∈ H. Therefore, (〈f, |mn|.‖φn‖ψn〉) ∈ ℓ2 for every f ∈ H. Now

Proposition 2.4 implies that (|mn|.‖φn‖ψn) is a Bessel sequen
e for H.

(ii) and (iii) follow easily from (i). ✷

Corollary 3.2 Let both multipliers Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ be un
onditionally 
on-

vergent in H. If Φ, Ψ and m are NBB, then m ∈ ℓ∞ and both Φ and Ψ are

Bessel sequen
es for H.

Using Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 2.4, it is easy to show the following:

Corollary 3.3 If Ψ is a non-Bessel sequen
e for H and mΦ is NBB, thenMm,Φ,Ψ


an not be un
onditionally 
onvergent in H. As a 
onsequen
e, if Ψ is non-Bessel

for H and mΦ is a Riesz basis for H, then Mm,Φ,Ψ is not well de�ned.

Remark 3.4 Note that if Ψ is non-Bessel for H and mΦ is NBB non-Bessel

for H, then Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an be 
onditionally 
onvergent and invertible on H, although

Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an not be un
onditionally 
onvergent in H by Corollary 3.3. Consider

for example the non-Bessel sequen
es

Φ = (e1, e2, e2,−e2, e3, e3,−e3, e3,−e3, e4, e4,−e4, e4,−e4, e4,−e4, . . .),
Ψ = (e1, e2, e2, e2, e3, e3, e3, e3, e3, e4, e4, e4, e4, e4, e4, e4, . . .),

for whi
h M(1),Φ,Ψ =M(1),Ψ,Φ = IH.

Remark 3.5 Note that if Ψ is non-Bessel for H and mΦ is non-NBB, then
Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an be un
onditionally 
onvergent and invertible on H. Consider for

example the non-Bessel sequen
es

Φ = (1
2
e1, 2 e2,

1
22
e1, 3 e3,

1
23
e1, 4 e4, . . .),

Ψ = ( e1,
1
2
e2, e1,

1
3
e3, e1,

1
4
e4, . . .),

for whi
h M(1),Φ,Ψ =M(1),Ψ,Φ = IH with un
onditional 
onvergen
e in H, be
ause

M(1),Φ,Ψ =M(1),Ψ,Φ =M(1),Θ,Θ, where

Θ =
(√

1
2
e1, e2,

√
1
22
e1, e3,

√
1
23
e1, e4, . . .

)
is a Bessel sequen
e for H.
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In 
ertain 
ases one 
an determine 
onditions, whi
h are su�
ient and/or ne
es-

sary for un
onditional 
onvergen
e of multipliers:

Lemma 3.6

(i) Let Φ be a NBB Bessel sequen
e for H. Then

Mm,Φ,Ψ is un
onditionally 
onvergent inH ⇔ mΨ is Bessel for H ⇔Mm,Φ,Ψ

is un
onditionally 
onvergent in H and bounded.

(ii) Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H. Then

Mm,Φ,Ψ is well de�ned ⇔ Mm,Φ,Ψ is un
onditionally 
onvergent in H and

bounded ⇔ mΨ is Bessel for H ⇔ Mm,Ψ,Φ is well de�ned ⇔ Mm,Ψ,Φ is

un
onditionally 
onvergent in H and bounded.

(iii) Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H and Ψ be NBB. Then

Mm,Φ,Ψ (or Mm,Ψ,Φ) is well de�ned ⇒ m ∈ ℓ∞. The 
onverse does not hold

in general.

Proof: (i) By Lemma 2.5, Mm,Φ,Ψ is un
onditionally 
onvergent in H if and

only if (〈h,mnψn〉) ∈ ℓ2, ∀h ∈ H, whi
h by Proposition 2.4(i) is equivalent to mΨ
being a Bessel sequen
e for H. When mΨ is Bessel for H, then Proposition 2.3

implies the boundedness of M(1),Φ,mΨ and this 
on
ludes the proof of (i).

(ii) Sin
e Φ is a Riesz basis for H,

∑
cnφn 
onverges in H if and only if

∑
cnφn


onverges un
onditionally in H (see Proposition 2.4). The �rst two equivalen
es

now follow from (i), be
ause Riesz bases are NBB Bessel sequen
es.

For the third equivalen
e, 
onsider Mm,Ψ,Φf =
∑

〈h, φn〉mnψn, f ∈ H. The se-

quen
e mΨ is Bessel for H if and only if

∑
cnmnψn 
onverges for every (cn) ∈ ℓ2,

whi
h holds if and only if

∑
〈f, φn〉mnψn 
onverges for every f ∈ H, be
ause

ℓ2 = {(〈f, φn〉) : f ∈ H}.
For the last equivalen
e, the impli
ation (⇐) is obvious. For the other impli
ation,

use that mΨ must be Bessel from what is already proved and apply Proposition

2.3 to M(1),mΨ,Φ.

(iii) Assume that Mm,Φ,Ψ is well de�ned, or equivalently, by (ii), that Mm,Ψ,Φ is

well de�ned. Let aΨ > 0 denote a lower bound for (‖ψn‖). By (ii), mΨ is Bessel

for H. Then aΨ|mn| ≤ ‖mnψn‖ ≤
√
BmΨ, whi
h implies that m belongs to ℓ∞.

For the 
onverse, 
onsider the multiplierM( 1
n
),(en),(n2en), whi
h is not well de�ned.

✷
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Corollary 3.7 If in Lemma 3.6 it is moreover assumed that m is NBB (resp.

SN), then ea
h of the equivalent assertions in Lemma 3.6(i),(ii) implies (resp.

is equivalent to) Ψ being a Bessel sequen
e for H.

Remark 3.8 If Φ is Bessel for H, whi
h is non-NBB, then the 
on
lusion of

Lemma 3.6(i) might fail. Consider Φ = (1
2
e1, e2,

1
22
e1, e3,

1
23
e1, e4, . . .), whi
h

is Bessel for H, and Ψ = (e1, e2, e1, e3, e1, e4, . . .), whi
h is non-Bessel for H.

We have that M(1),Φ,Ψ = M(1),Ψ,Φ = IH with un
onditional 
onvergen
e, be
ause

M(1),Φ,Ψ = M(1),Ψ,Φ = M(1),Θ,Θ, where Θ =
(√

1
2
e1, e2,

√
1
22
e1, e3,

√
1
23
e1, e4, . . .

)

is Bessel for H.

4 Invertibility of Multipliers

First note that having zero elements at �appropriate pla
es� of Φ, Ψ and m, one


an get any desired multiplier, for example the invertible Identity operator and

the Zero operator:

Example 4.1 (ZERO-example)

Let Φ = (∗, 0, ∗, 0, ∗, 0, . . .), Ψ = (0, ∗, 0, ∗, 0, ∗, . . .), where the stars denote ar-

bitrary elements of the spa
e (not ne
essarily the same). For any weight m, we

have Mm,Φ,Ψ =Mm,Ψ,Φ = 0 and thus, both multipliers are non-invertible on H.

Note that in this example the sequen
es Φ and Ψ 
an be any kind, ex
ept Riesz

basis - they 
an be non-Bessel, Bessel, over
omplete frames.

Example 4.2 (IDENTITY-example) Let Φ = (∗, e1, 0, ∗, e2, 0, ∗, e3, 0, . . .),
Ψ = (0, e1, ∗, 0, e2, ∗, 0, e3, ∗, . . .), m = (∗, 1, ∗, ∗, 1, ∗, ∗, 1, ∗, . . .). Then Mm,Φ,Ψ =
Mm,Ψ,Φ = IH and thus, both multipliers are invertible on H.

Sin
e the zero elements in the sequen
es m,Φ,Ψ, do not have an in�uen
e on

the values of the 
orresponding multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ, we 
an 
onsider new index

set removing the zeros. Let J0 = J \ {i : mi = 0 or φn = 0 or ψn = 0}. Then

Mm,Φ,Ψ = M(mn)n∈J0 ,(φn)n∈J0 ,(ψn)n∈J0
. Note that if J0 is empty or �nite and H is

in�nite dimensional, then Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an not be surje
tive and thus, it 
an not be

invertible on H. That is why only in�nite J0 is of interest for the present paper.
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Without loss of generality, from now on we 
onsider only sequen
es m,Φ,Ψ, whi
h
do not 
ontain zero elements, and N is the index set.

Observe that ifMm,Φ,Ψ is invertible on H, then Φ must be 
omplete inH. Indeed,

in the 
ase of invertibility every g ∈ H 
an be written as g = Mm,Φ,ΨM
−1
m,Φ,Ψg =∑

mn〈M−1
m,Φ,Ψg, ψn〉φn ∈ span(φn).

4.1 Multipliers for non-Bessel sequen
es

First note that it is possible to have an invertible un
onditionally 
onvergent

multiplier even in 
ase both the sequen
es Φ and Ψ are non-Bessel. Consider the

trivial example M 1
n2
,nen,nen = IH. Moreover, this is possible to happen even in


ases with m = (1), see the sequen
es in Remark 3.5.

Having in mind Corollary 3.3, in the 
ases when Ψ is non-Bessel forH 
onsidering

un
onditionally 
onvergent multiplierMm,Φ,Ψ is only possible if mΦ is non-NBB
non-Bessel or non-NBB Bessel (in parti
ular, 
ould be a frame, but not a Riesz

basis) - for any of these 
ases invertible and non-invertible multipliers exist, see

[19℄.

4.2 Su�
ient and/or ne
essary 
onditions for invertibility

of Bessel Multipliers

If the multiplierM(1),Φ,Ψ is well de�ned and one of the sequen
e Ψ and Φ is Bessel,

then the other one does not need to be Bessel. For example, 
onsider the frame

Φ = (1
2
e1, e2,

1
22
e1, e3,

1
23
e1, e4, . . .) and the sequen
e Ψ = (e1, e2, e1, e3, e1, e4, . . .)

whi
h is non-Bessel; in this 
ase M(1),Φ,Ψ =M(1),Ψ,Φ = IH. Below we observe that

if one of the sequen
es is Bessel, invertibility of M(1),Φ,Ψ implies that the other

one must satisfy the lower frame 
ondition.

Theorem 4.3 Let Mm,Φ,Ψ be well de�ned and invertible on H.

(i) If Ψ (resp. Φ) is a Bessel sequen
e for H with bound B, then mΦ (resp.

mΨ) satis�es the lower frame 
ondition for H with bound

1√
B ‖M−1

m,Φ,Ψ‖ .

(ii) If Ψ (resp. Φ) and mΦ (resp. mΨ) are Bessel sequen
es for H, then they

are frames for H.
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(iii) If Ψ (resp. Φ) is a Bessel sequen
e for H and m ∈ ℓ∞, then Φ (resp. Ψ)
satis�es the lower frame 
ondition for H.

(iv) If Ψ and Φ are Bessel sequen
es for H and m ∈ ℓ∞, then Ψ and Φ are

frames for H; mΦ and mΨ are also frames for H.

Proof: (i) For shortness of writing, the multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ will be denoted by

M . The proof will be done in two steps.

First step: m = (1).

Assume that Ψ is a Bessel sequen
e for H with bound BΨ. For those g ∈ H, for

whi
h

∑
|〈g, φn〉|2 = ∞ or g = 0, 
learly the lower frame 
ondition holds. Let

now g ∈ H be su
h that

∑ |〈g, φn〉|2 <∞ and g 6= 0. For every f ∈ H,

|
k∑

n=j+1

〈〈f, ψn〉φn, g〉 | ≤
(

k∑

n=j+1

|〈f, ψn〉|2
)1/2( k∑

n=j+1

|〈φn, g〉|2
)1/2

→ 0

as j, k → ∞, whi
h implies that the series

∑∞
n=1〈〈f, ψn〉φn, g〉 
onverges in H.

Moreover,

| 〈Mf, g〉 | = |
∑

〈〈f, ψn〉φn, g〉|

≤
(∑

|〈f, ψn〉|2
)1/2 (∑

|〈φn, g〉|2
)1/2

≤

≤
√
Bψ ‖f‖

(∑
|〈φn, g〉|2

)1/2
.

For f =M−1g, it follows that

‖g‖2 ≤
√
Bψ ‖M−1‖ ‖g‖

(∑
|〈φn, g〉|2

)1/2
.

Therefore, Φ satis�es the lower frame 
ondition with bound

1√
Bψ ‖M−1‖

.

Assume now that Φ is a Bessel sequen
e for H with bound BΦ. If f∈H is su
h

that

∑
|〈f, ψn〉|2 = ∞ or f = 0, then 
learly the lower frame 
ondition holds. Let

now f ∈ H be su
h that

∑
|〈f, ψn〉|2 < ∞ and f 6= 0. With similar 
al
ulations

as above, for every h ∈ H, the series

∑∞
n=1〈〈f, ψn〉φn, h〉 
onverges in H and

| 〈Mf, h〉 | = |
∑

〈〈f, ψn〉φn, h〉 |≤ (
∑

|〈f, ψn〉|2)1/2
√
Bφ ‖h‖.
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For h = Mf 6= 0, it follows that ‖Mf‖2 ≤ (
∑

|〈f, ψn〉|2)1/2
√
Bφ ‖Mf‖. There-

fore, (∑
|〈f, ψn〉|2

)1/2
≥ 1√

Bφ

‖Mf‖ ≥ 1√
Bφ ‖M−1‖

‖f‖.

Thus, Ψ satis�es the lower frame 
ondition with bound

1√
Bφ ‖M−1‖

.

Se
ond step: general m.

Apply the �rst step to the multiplier M(1),mΦ,Ψ (resp. M(1),Φ,mΨ).

(ii) and (iii) follow easily from (i).

(iv) Let Ψ and Φ be Bessel for H and m∈ ℓ∞. Then mΦ and mΨ are also Bessel

for H. The rest follows from (ii). ✷

Note that the assertion (i) in Theorem 4.3 generalizes [6, Prop. 3.4℄, whi
h


on
erns the 
ase Mm,Φ,Ψ = IH.

By Theorem 4.3(iv), a Bessel multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ with m ∈ ℓ∞ 
an be invertible

only if the Bessel sequen
es Φ and Ψ are frames. Note that the boundedness of m
is essential for this statement - if m /∈ ℓ∞, then a Bessel multiplierMm,Φ,Ψ 
an be

invertible in 
ases when the Bessel sequen
es Φ and Ψ are not frames, examples

are given in [19℄.

4.2.1 The synthesis sequen
e Φ is Bessel

Let Φ be NBB Bessel for H, whi
h is not a frame for H. By Lemma 3.6(i),

un
onditional 
onvergen
e of Mm,Φ,Ψ in H requires mΨ to be Bessel, but in this


ase Theorem 4.3 implies that Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an never be invertible.

Let Φ be non-NBB Bessel for H, whi
h is not a frame for H. By Theorem 4.3,

if mΨ is (at least) Bessel for H, then the multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an never be invert-

ible on H. If mΨ is non-Bessel for H, then both 
ases (invertible multiplier and

non-invertible multiplier) are possible - for example,M(1),( 1
n
en),(nen) = IH is invert-

ible on H with un
onditional 
onvergen
e and M(1),( 1
n2
en),(nen) is un
onditionally


onvergent but not invertible on H, see Example 5.1.
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4.2.2 The synthesis sequen
e Φ is a frame

If Φ is NBB frame for H, then un
onditional 
onvergen
e and invertibility of

Mm,Φ,Ψ require mΨ to be a frame for H (see Lemma 3.6 and Theorem 4.3).

In the other dire
tion, when mΨ is a frame for H, both invertibility and non-

invertibility of multipliers is possible - examples with over
omplete frames are

given in Example 5.2; the Riesz basis 
ase is 
ompletely 
hara
terized in Se
tion

4.2.3. More examples with 
onsideration of m - SN , m ∈ ℓ∞, m /∈ ℓ∞, 
an be

found in [19℄.

We 
ontinue with su�
ient 
onditions for invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ.

Proposition 4.4 Let Φ be a frame for H, G : H → H be a bounded bije
tive

operator and ψn = Gφn, ∀n, i.e. Φ and Ψ are equivalent frames

1

. Let m be

positive (resp. negative) semi-normalized. Then Ψ is a frame for H, the frame

multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ is invertible on H and

M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =

{
(G−1)∗S−1

(
√
mn φn)

, when mn > 0, ∀n,
−(G−1)∗S−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
, when mn < 0, ∀n. (1)

Proof: By [8, Proposition 5.3.1℄, Ψ is a frame for H. For every f ∈ H we have

Mm,Φ,Ψf =
∑
mn〈G∗f, φn〉φn =Mm,Φ,ΦG

∗f. By [5℄, Mm,Φ,Φ is invertible and

M−1
m,Φ,Φ =

{
S−1
(
√
mn φn)

, when mn > 0, ∀n,
−S−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
, when mn < 0, ∀n.

Therefore, Mm,Φ,Ψ =Mm,Φ,ΦG
∗
is invertible and Equation (1) holds. ✷

Note that the above proposition 
overs the 
ase when Ψ is the 
anoni
al dual of

Φ and do not 
over any other dual of Φ, be
ause if Ψ = (Gφn) is a dual frame

of Φ for some bounded operator G, then G must 
oin
ide with S−1
φ and thus, Ψ

must be the 
anoni
al dual of Φ, see [13, pp.19-20℄. For other duals the following
statement 
an be used.

Proposition 4.5 Let Φ be a frame for H and let Φd = (φdn) be a dual frame of

Φ. Let 0 ≤ λ < 1√
BΦBΦd

(≤ 1) and let (mn) be su
h that 1 − λ ≤ mn ≤ 1 + λ,

1

For a treatise of equivalent frames see [1℄
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∀n ∈ N. Then Mm,Φ,Φd and Mm,Φd,Φ are invertible on H,

1

1 + λ
√
BΦBΦd

‖h‖ ≤ ‖M−1
m,Φ,Φd

h‖ ≤ 1

1− λ
√
BΦBΦd

‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H, (2)

and the same inequalities hold for ‖M−1
m,Φd,Φ

h‖. Moreover,

M−1
m,Φ,Φd

=

∞∑

k=0

(M(1−mn),Φ,Φd)
k
and M−1

m,Φd,Φ
=

∞∑

k=0

(M(1−mn),Φd,Φ)
k.

Proof: The 
ase λ = 0 is trivial - in this 
ase Mm,Φ,Φd =Mm,Φd,Φ =M(1),Φ,Φd =
IH. Now 
onsider the 
ase λ > 0. First note that BΦBΦd ≥ 1. Indeed, for every
h ∈ H one has ‖h‖ = ‖TΦdUΦh‖ ≤ ‖TΦd‖ ‖UΦ‖ ‖h‖ ≤

√
BΦBΦd ‖h‖ and thus, for

h 6= 0, one 
an 
on
lude that BΦBΦd ≥ 1. Hen
e, λ < 1 and m is positive. By

the assumptions, (mn − 1) ∈ ℓ∞. For every f ∈ H,

‖Mmn,Φ,Φdf − f‖ = ‖
∑

mn〈f, φdn〉φn −
∑

〈f, φdn〉φn‖ = ‖M(mn−1),Φ,Φdf‖
≤ λ

√
BΦBΦd‖f‖.

Sin
e λ
√
BΦBΦd < 1, Proposition 2.6 with F = IH implies that the multiplier

Mm,Φ,Φd is invertible on H, (2) holds and

M−1
m,Φ,Φd

=

∞∑

k=0

(IH −Mm,Φ,Φd)
k =

∞∑

k=0

(M(1−mn),Φ,Φd)
k.

Sin
e Φ is a dual of Φd, the 
on
lusions for Mm,Φd,Φ follow from what is already

proved. ✷

Let Φ be a frame for H and let m be positive semi-normalized. By Proposition

4.4, the mutliplier Mm,Φ,eΦ is invertible on H and M−1

m,Φ,eΦ = (SΦ)
∗S−1

(
√
mnφn)

. As a


onsequen
e of Proposition 4.5, for 
ertain positive weights m the inverse M−1

m,Φ,eΦ

an be expressed simpler via the use of Mm,Φ,eΦ:

Corollary 4.6 Let Φ be a frame for H and Φ̃ be the 
anoni
al dual of Φ. Let

0 ≤ λ <
√

AΦ

BΦ
(≤ 1) and (mn) be su
h that 1 − λ ≤ mn ≤ 1 + λ, ∀n ∈ N. Then

Mm,Φ,eΦ and Mm,eΦ,Φ are invertible on H,

1

1 + λ
√
BΦ/AΦ

‖h‖ ≤ ‖M−1

m,Φ,eΦh‖ ≤ 1

1− λ
√
BΦ/AΦ

‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H,
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and the same inequalities hold for ‖M−1

m,eΦ,Φh‖. Moreover,

M−1

m,Φ,eΦ =

∞∑

k=0

(M(1−mn),Φ,eΦ)
k
and M−1

m,eΦ,Φ =

∞∑

k=0

(M(1−mn),eΦ,Φ)
k.

Proof: The assertion follows from Proposition 4.5, be
ause Φ̃ has bounds

1
BΦ
, 1
AΦ

.

✷

Note that the bound for λ in Corollary 4.6 (resp. Proposition 4.5) is sharp - if

the assumptions hold with λ =
√

AΦ

BΦ
(resp. λ =

√
BΦBΦd), then the multiplier

might be non-invertible on H, see Example 5.3.

For the next assertion, we will use the property that when (fn) and (hn) are Bessel
sequen
es, then (fn − hn) is a Bessel sequen
e with optimal bound Bopt

(fn−hn) ≤
(
√
B(fn) +

√
B(hn))

2
. Re
all that if Φ is a frame for H and m is positive (resp.

negative) semi-normalized, then Mm,Φ,Φ is invertible on H, see [5℄. Below we

generalize this statement allowing di�erent sequen
es Φ and Ψ in the multiplier.

Proposition 4.7 Let Φ be a frame forH. Assume that Ψ−Φ is a Bessel sequen
e

for H with bound BΨ−Φ <
A2

Φ

BΦ
. For every positive (or negative) semi-normalized

sequen
e m, satisfying

0 < a ≤| mn |≤ b, ∀n, and b

a
<

AΦ√
BΨ−ΦBΦ

, (3)

it follows that Ψ is a frame for H, the multipliers Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are invert-

ible on H,

1

bBΦ + b
√
BΦBΨ−Φ

‖h‖ ≤ ‖M−1
m,Φ,Ψh‖ ≤ 1

aAΦ − b
√
BΦBΨ−Φ

‖h‖

and the same inequalities hold for ‖M−1
m,Ψ,Φh‖. Moreover,

M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =

{ ∑∞
k=0[S

−1
(
√
mnφn)

(S(
√
mnφn) −Mm,Φ,Ψ)]

kS−1
(
√
mnφn)

, if mn > 0, ∀n,
−
∑∞

k=0[S
−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
(S

(
√

|mn|φn) +Mm,Φ,Ψ)]
kS−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
, if mn < 0, ∀n.

M−1
m,Ψ,Φ =

{ ∑∞
k=0[S

−1
(
√
mnφn)

(S(
√
mnφn) −Mm,Ψ,Φ)]

kS−1
(
√
mnφn)

, if mn > 0, ∀n,
−
∑∞

k=0[S
−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
(S

(
√

|mn|φn) +Mm,Ψ,Φ)]
kS−1

(
√

|mn|φn)
, if mn < 0, ∀n.
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Proof: Assume that m is positive.

(i) First note that we need BΨ−Φ <
A2

Φ

BΦ
in order to be able to ful�ll (3). Assume

now that (3) holds and note that (
√
mnφn) is a frame for H with lower bound

aAΦ and upper bound bBΦ (see [5℄), and thus ‖S−1
(
√
mnφn)

‖ ≤ 1
aAΦ

, see Proposition

2.1(d). Sin
e Φ is a frame for H and BΨ−Φ ≤ A2
Φ

BΦ
≤ AΦ, it follows from [8,

Lemma 15.1.5℄ that Ψ is also a frame for H. Therefore, the multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ is

well de�ned and bounded. For every h ∈ H,

‖Mm,Φ,Ψh− S(
√
mnφn)h‖ = ‖Mm,Φ,Ψ−Φh‖ ≤ b ·

√
BΨ−ΦBΦ‖h‖.

By the assumptions, b
√
BΦ−ΨBΦ < aAφ ≤ 1

‖S−1
(
√
mnφn)

‖ and thus, Proposition 2.6

implies the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ and the representation for M−1
m,Φ,Ψ. Moreover,

for every h ∈ H,

‖M−1
m,Φ,Ψh‖ ≥ 1

‖Mm,Φ,Ψ‖
‖h‖ ≥ 1

b ·
√
BΦ

√
Bopt

Ψ

‖h‖

≥ 1

b ·
√
BΦ(

√
BΦ +

√
BΨ−Φ)

‖h‖ =
1

b(BΦ +
√
BΦBΨ−Φ)

‖h‖.

Note that Proposition 2.6 also gives a lower bound for ‖M−1
m,Φ,Ψh‖, namely,

aAΦ

bBΦ

1

aAΦ+b·
√
BΦ−ΨBΦ

‖h‖, but the above bound 1

b(BΦ+
√
BΦBΨ−Φ)

is better.

An analogous proof 
an be used for the invertibility ofMm,Ψ,Φ and the 
on
lusions

for M−1
m,Ψ,Φ.

If m is negative, apply what is already proved to the multiplier M−m,Φ,Ψ. ✷

Note that the bound for b/a in (3) is sharp. If

supn |mn|
infn |mn| =

AΦ√
BΨ−ΦBΦ

, the multiplier

Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an be non-invertible on H, see Example 5.4 with m = (1) and k ∈ [0, 2].

Proposition 4.8 Let Φ be a frame for H. Assume that

P1: ∃µ ∈ [0,
A2
φ

Bφ
) su
h that

∑ |〈f,mnψn − φn〉|2 ≤ µ‖f‖2, ∀ f ∈ H.

Then mΨ is a frame for H, the multipliers Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are invertible on

H,

1

BΦ +
√
µBφ

‖h‖ ≤ ‖M−1
m,Φ,Ψh‖ ≤ 1

Aφ −
√
µBφ

‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H, (4)
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and the same inequalities hold for ‖M−1
m,Ψ,Φh‖. Moreover,

M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =

∞∑

k=0

[S−1
Φ (SΦ−Mm,Φ,Ψ)]

kS−1
Φ andM−1

m,Ψ,Φ =

∞∑

k=0

[S−1
Φ (SΦ−Mm,Ψ,Φ)]

kS−1
Φ .

(5)

As a 
onsequen
e, if m is semi-normalized, then Ψ is also a frame for H (see

Proposition 2.2(iii)).

Proof: If P1 holds with µ = 0, then mΨ = Φ and thus, Mm,Φ,Ψ =Mm,Ψ,Φ = SΦ.

Now apply Proposition 2.1(d).

Let P1 hold with µ 6= 0. Apply Proposition 4.7 to the multipliers M(1),Φ,mΨ and

M(1),mΨ,Φ. ✷

Note that P1 is equivalent to the following two 
onditions:

• ∃ ν ∈ [0,
Aφ√
Bφ

) su
h that

‖∑ cn(mnψn − φn)‖ ≤ ν‖c‖2 for all �nite s
alar sequen
es (cn) (and hen
e

for all (cn) ∈ ℓ2);

• ∃µ ∈ [0,
A2
φ

Bφ
) su
h that

∑ |〈f,mnψn − φn〉|2 ≤ µ‖f‖2, for all f in a dense subset of H.

Indeed, the 
ase P1 & (µ = 0) is trivial; for the 
ase P1 & (µ 6= 0) see Proposition
2.1(a) and [8, Lemma 3.2.6℄.

The bound µ <
A2

Φ

Bφ
in Proposition 4.8 is sharp - if µ ≥ A2

Φ

Bφ
, then the multiplier

might be non-invertible (see Example 5.4). The multiplier might be invertible for

any value of µ (see Example 5.5).

Although Proposition 4.8 is proved based on Proposition 4.7, the two propositions


over di�erent 
lasses of sequen
es Φ,Ψ, m. Example 5.7 shows a 
ase when

Proposition 4.8 applies, but Proposition 4.7 does not apply. For a 
ase where

Proposition 4.7 
an be used, but Proposition 4.8 
an not be used, see Example

5.10.

By Proposition 4.8, when mΨ is a perturbation of Φ, the inverse operatorM−1
m,Φ,Ψ

is given by (5). Simpler representation for M−1
m,Φ,Ψ 
an be obtained if mΨ is a

perturbation of a dual frame of Φ:
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Proposition 4.9 Let Φ be a frame for H. Assume that

P2: ∃µ ∈ [0, 1
Bφ

) su
h that

∑
|〈f,mnψn − φdn〉|2 ≤ µ‖f‖2, ∀ f ∈ H,

for some dual frame Φd = (φdn) of Φ. Then mΨ is a frame for H, the bounded

multipliers Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are invertible on H,

1

1 +
√
µBΦ

‖h‖ ≤ ‖M−1
m,Φ,Ψh‖ ≤ 1

1−
√
µBΦ

‖h‖, ∀h ∈ H,

and the same inequalities hold for ‖M−1
m,Ψ,Φh‖. Moreover,

M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =

∞∑

k=0

(IH −Mm,Φ,Ψ)
k
and M−1

m,Ψ,Φ =

∞∑

k=0

(IH −Mm,Ψ,Φ)
k.

As a 
onsequen
e, if m is semi-normalized, then Ψ is also a frame for H (see

Proposition 2.2(iii)).

Proof: Sin
e Φd is a dual frame of Φ, the number

1
Bφ

is a lower bound for Φd

(see p.4). Sin
e µ < AΦd, it follows from [8, Corollary 15.1.1℄ that mΨ is a frame

for H. Therefore, Mm,Φ,Ψ = M(1),Φ,mΨ is well de�ned and bounded. For every

f ∈ H,

‖Mm,Φ,Ψf − f‖ = ‖M(1),(mnψn−φdn),(φn)f‖ ≤
√
µBφ‖f‖

and similarly, ‖Mm,Ψ,Φf − f‖ ≤
√
µBφ‖f‖. Sin
e µBφ ∈ [0, 1), one 
an apply

Proposition 2.6 and this 
on
ludes the proof. ✷

Similar to the 
ase with P1, one 
an list 
onditions equivalent to P2.

The bound µ < 1
Bφ

in Proposition 4.9 is sharp - if µ ≥ 1
Bφ
, then the multiplier

might be non-invertible (see Example 5.4). Note that the multiplier might be

invertible for any value of µ (see Example 5.5).

Note that Propositions 4.8 and 4.9 do not 
over the same 
lasses of sequen
es.

For a 
ase when Proposition 4.8 applies and Proposition 4.9 does not apply see

Example 5.6; for a 
ase when Proposition 4.9 applies and Proposition 4.8 does

not apply see Example 5.8. Let Φ be a Parseval frame, i.e. a tight frame with

A = B = 1. In this 
ase the frame is self-dual and both Propositions 4.8 and 4.9


an be applied.
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Propositions 4.7 and 4.9 are not in
luded one into other also. Example 5.11

(resp. 5.9) shows a 
ase when Proposition 4.7 applies (resp. does not apply), but

Proposition 4.9 does not apply (resp. applies).

4.2.3 One of the sequen
es Φ and Ψ is a Riesz basis

For two Riesz bases and semi-normalized symbol the multipliers are always in-

vertible [3℄. What 
an be said about the 
ase, when only one of the sequen
es

has the Riesz property and m is not ne
essarily semi-normalized? The answer is

given in the following assertion.

Theorem 4.10 Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H.

(a) Let m be SN .

(a1) If Ψ is a non-Bessel sequen
e for H, then both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are

not well de�ned.

(a2) If Ψ is a Bessel sequen
e for H, then Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) is in-

vertible on H if and only if Ψ is a Riesz basis for H. In the 
ase of

invertibility, M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =M( 1

mn
),eΨ,eΦ.

(b) Let m ∈ ℓ∞ and m be non-NBB.

(b1) If Ψ is NBA non-Bessel for H, thenMm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) 
an either

be well de�ned or not, but 
an never be invertible on H.

(b2) If Ψ is non-NBA non-Bessel for H, then for Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ all

feasible 
ombinations of invertibility and well-de�nedness are possible,

i.e. they 
an be invertible on H, 
an be well de�ned non-invertible on

H, 
an be not well de�ned.

(b3) If Ψ is Bessel for H, then Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) is well de�ned, but

not invertible on H.

(
) Let m be NBB and m /∈ ℓ∞.

(
1) If Ψ is non-Bessel for H or NBB, then both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are

not well de�ned.
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(
2) Let Ψ be non-NBB Bessel for H, whi
h is not a frame for H. Then

for Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ all feasible 
ombinations of invertibility and

well-de�nedness are possible.

(
3) Let Ψ be a non-NBB frame for H. Then Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) 
an

either be well de�ned or not, but 
an never be invertible on H.

(d) Let m be non-NBB and m /∈ ℓ∞.

(d1) If Ψ is NBB, then both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned.

(d2) If Ψ is non-NBB non-NBA non-Bessel for H, then for Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp.

Mm,Ψ,Φ) all feasible 
ombinations of invertibility and well-de�nedness

are possible.

(d3) If Ψ is non-NBB Bessel for H or NBA non-NBB non-Bessel for H,

then Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) 
an either be well de�ned or not, but 
an

never be invertible on H.

Proof: (a1) follows from Lemma 3.6(ii), be
ause in the 
ase when m is SN , the

sequen
e mΨ is Bessel for H if and only if Ψ is Bessel for H.

(a2) If Ψ is Bessel forH, whi
h is not a frame forH, then Theorem 4.3(iv) implies

that both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not invertible on H.

Let now Ψ be an over
omplete frame for H. Then mΨ is also an over
omplete

frame for H, whi
h implies that R(UmΨ) 6= ℓ2. Sin
e Mm,Φ,Ψ = TΦUmΨ and TΦ is

bije
tive, it follows that Mm,Φ,Ψ is not surje
tive. Sin
e TmΨ is not inje
tive, the

operator TmΨUΦ =Mm,Ψ,Φ is not inje
tive.

When Ψ is a Riesz basis for H, the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ and the representation

for the inverse are proved in [3℄.

(b1) As an example of well de�ned multiplier 
onsider the sequen
es Φ = (en),
Ψ = (e1, e2, e1, e3, e1, e4, . . .), m = (1

2
, 1, 1

22
, 1, 1

23
, 1, . . .). Sin
e mΨ is Bessel for H,

both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are well de�ned (see Lemma 3.6(ii)). Now 
onsider the

sequen
es Φ = (en), Ψ = (e1, e2, e1, e3, e1, e4, . . .), m = (1, 1
2
, 1, 1

3
, 1, 1

4
, . . .) - in this


ase both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned, be
ause mΨ is not Bessel for

H.

Now assume that Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) is well de�ned. By (a), Mm,Φ,Ψ =
M(1),Φ,mΨ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ = M(1),mΨ,Φ) is invertible on H if and only if mΨ is a

Riesz basis for H. By Proposition 2.2(v), the sequen
e mΨ 
an not be a Riesz

basis for H under the assumptions of (b1).
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(b2) As an example of invertible multipliers on H, 
onsider M(1/n),(en),(nen) =
M(1/n),(nen),(en) = IH. As an example for well-de�ned non-invertible multipliers,

take M(1/n2),(en),(nen) = M(1/n2),(nen),(en), see Example 5.1. For a 
ase with multi-

pliers, whi
h are not well de�ned, 
onsider M( 1
n
),(en),(n2en) and M( 1

n
),(n2en),(en).

(b3) By (a), the multiplier M(1),Φ,mΨ (resp. M(1),mΨ,Φ) is invertible on H if and

only if mΨ is a Riesz basis for H. By Proposition 2.2(iv),(v), the sequen
e mΨ

an never be a Riesz basis for H under the assumptions of (b3).

(
1) By Lemma 3.6(ii) and Corollary 3.7, well-de�nedness ofMm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ)

requires Ψ to be Bessel for H.

If Ψ is NBB, the 
on
lusion follows from Lemma 3.6(iii).

(
2) For a 
ase with invertible multipliers look atM(n),(en),(
1
n
en) =M(n),( 1

n
en),(en) =

IH. As an example of well de�ned non-invertible multipliers, takeM(n),(en),(
1
n2
en) =

M(n),( 1
n2
en),(en), see Example 5.1. The multipliers M(n2),(en),(

1
n
en) = M(n2),( 1

n
en),(en)

are not well de�ned.

(
3) Consider Φ = (en) and the sequen
e Ψ = (1
2
e1, e2,

1
22
e1, e3,

1
23
e1, e4, . . .), whi
h

is non-NBB frame for H. For m = (
√
2, 1,

√
22, 1,

√
23, 1, . . .), the sequen
e mΨ

is Bessel for H, whi
h implies that both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are well de�ned (see

Lemma 3.6(ii)). For m = (2, 1, 22, 1, 23, 1, . . .), the sequen
e mΨ is not Bessel for

H, whi
h implies that both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned (see Lemma

3.6(ii)).

Now assume that Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) is well de�ned. The non-invertibility of

Mm,Φ,Ψ (resp. Mm,Ψ,Φ) 
an be shown in an analogue way as in (b3).

(d1) follows from Lemma 3.6(iii).

(d2) Consider Φ = (en) and the sequen
e Ψ = (e1,
1
22
e2, 3e3,

1
42
e4, 5e5, . . .), whi
h

is non-NBB non-NBA non-Bessel for H. For m = (1, 22, 1
3
, 42, 1

5
, . . .), we have

Mm,Φ,Ψ = Mm,Ψ,Φ = IH. For m = (1, 2, 1
32
, 4, 1

52
, . . .), both multipliers Mm,Φ,Ψ

and Mm,Ψ,Φ 
oin
ide with the non-invertible operator used in Example 5.1. For

m = (1, 23, 1
3
, 43, 1

5
, . . .), the sequen
e mΨ is not Bessel for H, whi
h implies that

both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned (see Lemma 3.6(ii)).

(d3) Examples for the 
ase �Ψ - non-NBB Bessel�:

Let Φ = (en), Ψ = (e1,
1
2
e2,

1
3
e3, . . .). For m = (1, 22, 1

3
, 42, 1

5
, . . .), mΨ is not

Bessel for H and thus, both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned (see Lemma

3.6(ii)). For m = (1, 2, 1
3
, 4, 1

5
, . . .), mΨ is Bessel for H and thus, both Mm,Φ,Ψ
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and Mm,Ψ,Φ are well de�ned (see Lemma 3.6(ii)).

Examples for the 
ase �Ψ - NBA non-NBB non-Bessel�:

Let Φ = (en), Ψ = (e1,
1
2
e2, e1,

1
3
e3, e1,

1
4
e4 . . .). For m = (1

2
, 2, 1

22
, 3, 1

23
, 4, . . .), the

sequen
e mΨ is Bessel for H and thus, both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ are well de�ned.

For m = (1
2
, 22, 1

22
, 32, 1

23
, 42, . . .), mΨ is non-Bessel for H and thus, both Mm,Φ,Ψ

and Mm,Ψ,Φ are not well de�ned.

By Proposition 2.2(v), the sequen
e mΨ 
an never be a Riesz basis for H under

the assumptions of (d3), whi
h implies that both Mm,Φ,Ψ and Mm,Ψ,Φ 
an not be

invertible on H in this 
ase. ✷

As a 
onsequen
e of the above detail assertion, we 
an summarize the possibilities

for invertibility as follows:

Corollary 4.11 Let Φ be a Riesz basis for H. Then Mm,Φ,Ψ is invertible on H
if and only if mΨ is a Riesz basis for H. This may happen only in the following


ases:

• Ψ is a Riesz basis for H and m is SN ;

• Ψ is non-NBB Bessel for H, whi
h is not a frame for H, and m is NBB, but
not in ℓ∞;

• Ψ is non-NBA non-Bessel for H, m is non-NBB and m ∈ ℓ∞;

• Ψ is non-NBA non-NBB non-Bessel for H, m is non-NBB and m /∈ ℓ∞;

In the 
ase of invertibility, M−1
m,Φ,Ψ =M(1),gmΨ,eΦ.

As a 
onsequen
e of Proposition 2.3, Lemma 3.6(iii) and Theorem 4.10, the fol-

lowing equivalen
es hold:

Corollary 4.12 Let Φ and Ψ be Riesz bases for H. Then Mm,φ,ψ is well de�ned

(resp. invertible) on H if and only if m ∈ ℓ∞ (resp. m is SN).

5 Examples

In this se
tion we list some examples, whi
h we refer to throughout the paper.
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Example 5.1 The operator M : H → H given by Mf =
∑

1
n
〈f, en〉en is inje
-

tive, but not surje
tive - for example, the element

∑
1
n
en ∈ H does not belong to

the range of M .

Example 5.2 Invertible mulitplier of two over
omplete frames:

Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), Ψ = (1
2
e1,

1
2
e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), M(1),Φ,Ψ = IH with un
on-

ditional 
onvergen
e.

Non-invertible multiplier of two over
omplete frames:

Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e2, e3, e3, . . .), Ψ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .),M(1),Φ,Ψ is un
onditionally


onvergent, but not inje
tive.

5.1 Examples for the sharpness of the bounds:

The bound for λ in Proposition 4.5 is sharp:

Example 5.3 Let Φ = (en), m = ( 1
n
). The smallest possibility for λ satisfying

| mn−1 |≤ λ is 1 and 1 = 1/
√
BΦBeΦ =

√
AΦ

BΦ
. The multiplierMm,Φ,eΦ is inje
tive,

but not surje
tive, see Example 5.1.

The bound for µ in Proposition 4.8 (resp. 4.9) is sharp. If P1 (resp. P2) holds

with µ ≥ A2
Φ/BΦ (resp. µ ≥ 1/BΦ), then the multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ might be non-

invertible on H:

Example 5.4 Let Φ = (en) and mΨ = (ke1,
1
2
e2,

1
3
e3,

1
4
e4, . . .) for some number

k. The unique dual frame of Φ is Φd = (en). The multiplier M(1),Φ,mΨ is non-

invertible on H by Theorem 4.3(iv), be
ause Φ is a frame for H and mΨ is Bessel

for H, whi
h is not a frame for H.

The sequen
e mΨ− Φ = mΨ− Φd satis�es:

∑
|〈h,mnψn − φn〉|2 = |k − 1|2 |〈h, e1〉|2 +

∞∑

n=2

(
1

n
− 1

)2

|〈h, en〉|2

≤ |k − 1|2 |〈h, e1〉|2 +
∞∑

n=2

|〈h, en〉|2, ∀h ∈ H.
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If |k − 1|2 ≤ 1, then

∑
|〈h,mnψn − φn〉|2 ≤ |〈h, e1〉|2 +

∞∑

n=2

|〈h, ei〉|2 = ‖h‖2, ∀h ∈ H,

and

∑
|〈ei, mnψn − φn〉|2 =

(
1

i
− 1

)2

‖ei‖2, ∀i = 2, 3, 4, . . . ,

whi
h implies that mΨ− Φ is Bessel for H with optimal bound equal to 1.

If |k − 1|2 > 1, then

∑
|〈h,mnψn − φn〉|2 ≤ |k − 1|2 ‖h‖2, ∀h ∈ H

and

∑
|〈e1, mnψn − φn〉|2 = |k − 1|2 ‖e1‖2,

whi
h implies that mΨ− Φ is Bessel for H with optimal bound equal to |k − 1|2.
Therefore,

Bopt
mΨ−Φ =

{
|k − 1|2 > 1 = 1/BΦ = A2

Φ/BΦ, when |k − 1| > 1,
1 = 1/BΦ = A2

Φ/BΦ, when |k − 1| ≤ 1,

whi
h shows that the example ful�lls P1 (resp. P2) with any µ ≥ A2
Φ/BΦ (resp.

µ ≥ 1/BΦ).

Note that the multiplierMm,Φ,Ψ 
an be invertible with any value of µ in P1 (resp.

P2):

Example 5.5 Let Φ = (en), mΨ = (ke1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), where k 6= 0. The unique
dual frame of Φ is Φd = (en). The sequen
e mΨ−Φ = mΨ−Φd is Bessel for H
with optimal bound µ = |k − 1|2. The multiplier Mm,Φ,Ψ is invertible on H.

5.2 Independen
e of 
onditions for invertibility of multipli-

ers

Proposition 4.8 applies, Proposition 4.9 does not apply:
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Example 5.6 Let Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .). Clearly, Φ is a frame for H with

Aoptφ = 1, Bopt
φ = 2. Take mnψn = (k + 1)φn, ∀n, where k ∈ (0, 1

2
). The sequen
e

mΨ − Φ = (kφn) is Bessel for H with optimal bound Bopt
mΨ−Φ = k2Bopt

φ = 2k2 <

1
2
=

(Aopt
φ

)2

Bopt
φ

. Thus, Proposition 4.8 implies the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ.

Now observe that the sequen
es (h, e1 − h, e2, e3, e4, . . .), h ∈ H, are pre
isely all

the dual frames of Φ. Let Φd = (φd1, e1 − φd1, e2, e3, e4, . . .) be an arbitrary 
hosen

dual frame of Φ and denote 〈e1, φd1〉 = x+ iy. Consider the sequen
e

(mnψn − φdn) = ((k + 1)e1 − φd1, ke1 + φd1, ke2, ke3, ke4, . . .)

and observe that

∑
|〈e1, mnψn − φdn〉|2 = |〈e1, (k + 1)e1 − φd1〉|2 + |〈e1, ke1 + φd1〉|2

= |k + 1− x− iy|2 + |k + x+ iy|2
=

(
2k2 + 2x2 + 2k − 2x+ 2y2 + 1

)
‖e1‖2.

Assume that mΨ − Φd is Bessel for H with bound BmΨ−Φd ≤ 1
2
. Applying the

Bessel inequality to the element e1 we obtain that 2k2 + 2x2 + 2k − 2x + 2y2 +
1 ≤ 1

2
. However, the last inequality 
an not hold for any x ∈ R, y ∈ R, be
ause

Dx = −4y2 − 4k2 − 4k < 0. Therefore, mΨ − Φd 
an not be Bessel with bound

BmΨ−Φd <
1
BΦ

, be
ause

1
BΦ

≤ 1
BoptΦ

= 1
2
. Thus, the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an not

be 
on
luded from Proposition 4.9.

Proposition 4.8 applies, Proposition 4.7 does not apply:

Example 5.7 Let Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), m = (1,−1, 1, 1, 1, 1, . . .), Ψ = ((k+
1)φ1,−(k+1)φ2, (k+1)φ3, (k+1)φ4, (k+1)φ5, . . .), where k ∈ (0, 1

2
). By Example

5.6, the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ follows from Proposition 4.8. Sin
e m is neither

positive, nor negative, Proposition 4.7 does not apply.

Proposition 4.9 applies, Proposition 4.8 does not apply:

Example 5.8 Consider the frame Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .) with A
opt
Φ = 1, Bopt

Φ =
2 and the sequen
e mΨ = (e2, e1 − e2, e2, e3, e4, . . .), whi
h is a dual frame of Φ.
Clearly, Proposition 4.9 
an be applied with Φd = mΨ with any µ < 1

BΦ
.
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Now 
onsider the sequen
e mΨ− Φ. For the element e2 we have

∑
|〈e2, mnψn − φn〉|2 = |〈e2, e2 − e1〉|2 + |〈e2, e2〉|2 = 2‖e2‖2.

Therefore, the sequen
e mΨ − Φ 
an not be Bessel with bound µ <
A2
φ

Bφ
, be
ause

A2
φ

Bφ
≤ (Aopt

φ
)2

Bopt
φ

< 2. Thus, Proposition 4.8 
an not be used to imply the invertibility

of Mm,Φ,Ψ.

Proposition 4.9 applies, Proposition 4.7 does not apply:

Example 5.9 Consider Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), m = (1,−1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, . . .)
and Ψ = (e2, e2 − e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .). By Example 5.8, the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ

follows from Proposition 4.9. Sin
e m is neither positive, nor negative, Proposi-

tion 4.7 does not apply.

Proposition 4.7 applies, Proposition 4.8 does not apply:

Example 5.10 Consider the frame Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e2, e3, e3, e4, e4, . . .) with bounds
AoptΦ = Bopt

Φ = 2 and the frame Ψ = (e1,
1
2
e1, e2, e2, e3, e3, e4, e4, . . .). The se-

quen
e Ψ − Φ = (0,−1
2
e1, 0, 0, 0, 0, . . .) is Bessel with Bopt

Ψ−Φ = 1
4
< 2 =

(AoptΦ )2

BoptΦ

.

Take m = (4). Then

sup |mn|
inf |mn| = 1 < 2

√
2 =

AoptΦq
BoptΨ−ΦB

opt
Φ

. Now the invertibility

of Mm,Φ,Ψ 
an be 
on
luded by Proposition 4.7. Sin
e the sequen
e mΨ − Φ =
(3e1, e1, 3e2, 3e2, 3e3, 3e3, 3e4, 3e4, . . .) is Bessel for H with bound Bopt

mΨ−Φ = 18 >
(AoptΦ )2

BoptΦ

, Proposition 4.8 
an not be applied.

Proposition 4.7 applies, Proposition 4.9 does not apply:

Example 5.11 Let Φ = (e1, e1, e2, e3, e4, . . .), m = (1), Ψ = ((k + 1)φn), where
k ∈ (0, 1

2
). By Example 5.6, Proposition 4.9 
an not be applied. Again by Example

5.6, the sequen
e Ψ − Φ = (kφn) is Bessel for H with optimal bound Bopt
Ψ−Φ =

k2Bopt
φ <

(Aopt
φ

)2

Bopt
φ

. Moreover,

supn |mn|
infn |mn| = 1 < 1

2k
=

AoptΦq
BoptΨ−ΦB

opt

Φ

. Thus, Proposition

4.7 implies the invertibility of Mm,Φ,Ψ.
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