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1 Introduction

In modern life applications of signal processing can be found in numerous tech-
nical items, for example in wireless communication or medical imaging. In these
applications, ‘time-invariant filters’, i.e. convolution operators, are used very
often. In the last decade time-variant filters have found more and more applica-
tions. A particular way to implement such filters are Gabor multipliers [10] also
known as Gabor filters [17]. Such operators find application in psychoacoustics
[4], computational auditory scene analysis [20], virtual acoustics [15] and seismic
data analysis [I6]. In [3] the concept of Bessel multipliers, i.e. operators of the
form

Mf =" N[ duyvn, Vf €H,
k

with (¢,) and (¢,,) being Bessel sequences, were introduced and investigated.
For many applications, for example in sound morphing [9], to find the inversion
of such operators is of interest. In this paper we investigate the inversion of
multipliers.

From a theoretical point of view it is very natural to investigate Bessel and frame
multipliers. In [18], R. Schatten provided a detailed study of ideals of compact
operators using their singular decomposition. By the spectral theorem, every self-
adjoint compact operator on a Hilbert space can be represented as a multiplier
using an orthonormal system. Multipliers generalize the frame operators, as every
frame operator S for a frame (¢,,) is the multiplier M) (4,),(6n)-

Some properties of the invertibility of multipliers are known. For a frame (¢,,)
and a positive (resp. negative) semi-normalized sequence (m,), the multiplier
Mm,),(6n),(6n) 18 the frame operator S (resp. —S) for the frame (\/|my,|¢,) and
thus, M(m,),(4,),(¢n) 15 invertible [5]. When (¢,) and (¢,) are Riesz bases and
(my,) is semi-normalized, then My, ) (.),(s,) i invertible and M(_mln)(d)n)’(%) =

M(,,%n),({/?n),(%)’ where (E)Fn) and ([En) denote the canonical duals of (¢,,) and (1),

respectively, see [3]. If (¢f) is a dual frame of the frame (¢,), then My (4. (4 18
the Identity operator and therefore, invertible. If m € ¢y and both (¢,,) and (¢,)
are Bessel sequences, then the multiplier M(,,,) (4,),(4,) 18 Dever invertible on an
infinite dimensional Hilbert space, because it is a compact operator |3, Theorem
6.1].

In the present paper we investigate invertibility of multipliers in more details. In
Section [2] we specify notation and state the needed results for the main part of



the paper. In Section [B] unconditional convergence of multipliers is considered;
sufficient and/or necessary conditions are determined. Section 4 concerns the
question for invertibility of multipliers M, (4,),(n)- Different cases for (¢,) and
(¢,,) are considered - non-Bessel, Bessel sequences, overcomplete frames, Riesz
bases. Sufficient and/or necessary conditions for invertibility of Mn,.) (¢n),(s.) are
given. In the cases of invertibility, expression for M(;n,ln),( do)s(im) is determined.
The last section of the paper contains examples, showing the exactness of the
bounds in Propositions 4.3 - [£.9 as well as that Propositions 4.7, 4.8 and [£.9] are

independent of each other.

For certain cases of multipliers we provide examples and counter-examples. For
some of them we refer to the table [I9]. We have chosen this approach to shorten
the paper.

2 Notation and preliminary results

Throughout the paper H denotes a Hilbert space and (e, ) denotes an orthonormal
basis of H. The notion operatoris used for linear mappings. The Identity operator
on H is denoted by I;. The operator G : H — H is called invertible on H if
there exists bounded operator G=! : H — H such that GG™! = GG = I.
Throughout the paper, we work with a fixed infinite, but countable index set J
and without loss of generality N is used as an index set, also implicitly.

The notation ® (resp. V) is used to denote the sequence (¢,) (resp. (¢n))
with elements from H; & — ¥ denotes the sequence (¢, — 1,,); m denotes a
real scalar sequence (m,); m® denotes the sequence (m,¢,). Recall that m
is called semi-normalized (in short, SN) if there exist constants a,b such that
0<a<|m,| <b< oo, Vn.

Recall that ® is called a Bessel sequence (in short, Bessel) for H with bound Bg
if B > 0 and >_ [{h, ¢n)|> < Bg||h||? for every h € H. A Bessel sequence ® is
called a frame for H with bounds A¢, Bg, if Ag > 0, Bg is a Bessel bound for ®
and Ag||h|?> < S |(h, dn)|? for every h € H; A" and By denote the optimal
frame bounds for ®. The sequence ® is called a Riesz basis for H with bounds
Ag, By if Ap > 0 and Asl|(cn)ll2 < | D2 endnll < Ball(cn)ll2, Y(e,) € €2 Every
Riesz basis for H with bounds A, B is a frame for H with bounds A, B. The
sequence P is called an unbounded frame for H [2] if there exists B > 0 such that

0< 32| (f ¢n) I°< BIIf|* for every f € H, f #0.



For a given sequence ®, the mapping Ug : H — 2 given by Usf = ({f, ) is
called the analysis operator for ® and the mapping Ty given by T (c,) = D cnn
is called the synthesis operator for ®. Let ® be a frame for H. The operator
Se : H — H given by Seh = > (h,d,)¢, is called the frame operator for ®.
The sequence (¢%) is called a dual frame of ® if it is a frame for H and h =
S (h, 68y = S, ¢n)$%, Vh € H. The sequence ® = (S3'¢n) is a dual frame
of @, called the canonical dual of ®. Recall the following statements.

Proposition 2.1

(a) [8, p.52 and p.102] ® is a Bessel sequence (resp. frame) for H with Bessel
bound Bg if and only if the operator Te : (¢,) — > catn is well defined
from €% into (resp. onto) H and bounded with ||Ts| < +/Ba.

(b) [8, p.103] If ® is a frame for H, then Usg is bounded and injective with
closed range R(Us). Thus, Ug has a bounded inverse Ug' : R(Us) — H.
Moreover, To|r(w,) : R(Us) — H is bijective.

(¢) [12, Prop. 5.1.5] If ® is a frame for H, then R(Us) = €* if and only if ® is
a Riesz basis for H.

(d) |14, Prop. 12.10] If ® is a frame for H with bounds Ag, Be, then S¢ is
invertible on 1, As||fI| < [Sefll < Ballfl| and z-|IfIl < 155" f1 < 511 £,

VfeH. Moreover, ||Ss| = BE' and ||Sz'|| = 1/AZ", [8, Prop. 5.4.4].

Let ® be a frame for H with bounds Ag, Bg. By the above, the canonical dual
frame of ® has bounds B—ICP, i. If ®¢ is any dual frame of ®, then B%p is a lower
frame bound for ®? (see the proof of [6, Proposition 3.4]). Thus, all the dual
frames of a given frame have a common lower bound. However, in general they
do not need to have a common upper bound - consider for example the frame
(e1,e1, €9, €3,¢€4,...) and its dual (kej,e; — key, ez, e — 3,¢ey4,...), where k can be
arbitrary large number.

If sup,, ||¢n]| < oo (resp. inf, ||¢,|| > 0), the sequence ® will be called norm-
bounded above, in short NBA (resp. norm-bounded below, in short NBB). If
(Ilpnl]l) is semi-normalized, then ® is called ||-||-semi-normalized (in short, [|-||-SN).
Recall that if ® is a Bessel sequence for H with bound By, then ||¢,|| < v/Bs, Vn,
and clearly, ® is not needed to be NBB. Note that even a frame ® is not needed
to be NBB. Take for example the frame (%el, €s, 2%61, es, 2%61,64, ...). Typical



examples for ||-||-SN frames are Gabor and wavelet frames, [12]. Any Riesz basis
O is ||-[[-SN , because VAg < ||¢n|| < V' Be,Vn. A frame which is ||-||-SN does
not need to be a Riesz basis, consider for example the sequence (eq, €1, €9, €3, .. .).

In [5] weighted frames m® are considered. Below we give more details about the
relationship between a sequence ® and the weighted sequence m®.

Proposition 2.2

(i) If ® is a Bessel sequence for H (resp. Bessel sequence for H which is not
a frame for H) and m € (>, then m® is a Bessel sequence for H (resp.
Bessel sequence for H which is not a frame for H).

(ii) If ® is an unbounded frame for H and m € (>, m,, # 0, ¥n, then m® is
an unbounded frame for H.

(iii) If m is SN, then ® is a Riesz basis (resp. overcomplete frame, Bessel
sequence) for H if and only if m® is a Riesz basis (resp. overcomplete
frame, Bessel sequence) for H.

(iv) If @ is |[{|-SN , then m® is |[{|-SN if and only if m is SN. As a consequence,
if ® is a Riesz basis for H, then m® is a Riesz basis for H if and only if m
s SN.

(v) If ® is not a Riesz basis for H, then m® can be a Riesz basis for H only in
the following cases:

— ® is non-NBB Bessel for H which is not a frame for H and m is
NBB but not in £>°;

— @ is non-NBA non-Bessel for H and m is non-NBB with m,, # 0,
Vn.

Proof: (i)-(iv) are trivial.
(v) 1. Let ® be non-Bessel for . Assume that m® is a Riesz basis for H with
lower bound A,,s. Then:

e m must be non-N BB with m,, # 0, Vn.

Indeed, if m is N BB, then m® being Bessel for H implies that ® is Bessel for H,
which contradicts to the case under consideration. Since a Riesz basis can not
contain zero elements, m,, must be non-zero for every n.



e ® must be non-NBA.

Indeed, if ® is NBA with bound b, then VAo < |[[m,¢n| < b|m,|, Vn, which
implies that m is NB B, but this contradicts to the conclusion above.

Now assume that ® is non-NBA non-Bessel for H and m is non-NBB with
m,, # 0, ¥n. Then there are cases when m® is a Riesz basis for H (for example,
1

take ® = (ne,), m = (5) € (* or take ® = (61,%62,363,i64,565,...), m =

(1,2,3,4,%,...) ¢ £°) and there exist cases when m® is not a Riesz basis for H
(for example, take the same sequences as above but without their first elements).
2. Let ® be an overcomplete frame for H. Recall, a frame for H is a Riesz basis
for H if and only if it has a biorthogonal sequence in H, see |8, Theorem 6.1.1].
Assume that m® is a Riesz basis for . This implies that m,, # 0, Vn, and thus, ®
has a biorthogonal sequence in ‘H, which contradicts to ® being an overcomplete

frame.

3. Let ® be Bessel for H with bound Bg, which is not a frame for 4. Assume
that m® is a Riesz basis for H with bounds A,,s, Bne. Then:

e m must be NBB.
Indeed, in this case vV Ame < ||mndnl| < |mn| v/ Be, Vn.

e m must be not in ¢°°.

Indeed, if m € ¢, then Ao f||> < [Im||% D21, dn)|?, Vf € H, which contradicts
to the fact that ® does not satisfy the lower frame condition.

e ® must be non-NBB.

Indeed, if ® is NBB, then |m,]| inf, ||¢.| < ||madn| < v Bme, which implies
that m € £°°, but this contradicts to the conclusion above.

Now assume that ® is non-N BB Bessel for H, which is not a frame for H, and
m is NBB but not NBA. There are cases when m® is a Riesz basis for H (for
example, take ® = (e,,), m = (n)) and there exist cases when m® is not a Riesz
basis for H (for example, take ® = (Ze¢,), m = (n)). O

As one can see in Proposition 2Z2)(iii), the weighted sequence m® with semi-
normalized weight m has the same type as the sequence ®. This is not the case
when m is not semi-normalized. For example, if m ¢ (>, the frame property of
® can be destroyed - consider the frame & = (%61,62, 2%61,63, 2%61,64, ...) and
the weight m = (2,1,2%,1,23,1,...), which give the non-Bessel sequence m®.
Moreover, one can obtain frame m® starting from a non-Bessel sequence ¢ -



N[

consider for example ® = (eq, ey, €1, €3,€1,€4,...) and m = (

Multipliers

For any @, ¥ and any m (called weight or symbol), the operator M,, ¢ v, given by

Mm,cb,\llf = Zmn<f> wn>¢n> f€H>

is called a multiplier. Depending on m, ®, W, the corresponding multiplier might
not be well defined. The following assertion gives sufficient condition for the
well-definedness of multipliers.

Proposition 2.3 [3, Theorems 3.2.3 and 5.5.1| Let me (> and let , U be Bessel
sequences for H with bounds By, By, respectively. Then the multiplier M, ¢ v s
well defined from H into H and it is bounded with ||Mpm.e w|| < /Bs By ||m||co-
Furthermore, the series»  my,(f, ¥n)dn converges unconditionally for every feH.

Note that the above assertion gives only sufficient condition. Multipliers can
be unconditionally convergent and bounded even in case m ¢ (> (for example,
M2y (1) (Leny = 1) Or in case at least one of the sequences is not Bessel (for

example, M) 1. .y = Iy). The question for unconditional convergence of
multipliers is investigated deeper in Section [ We will use the following known
results:

Proposition 2.4

(i) [T4, p.75] (¢n) is Bessel for H if and only if ({f, dn)) € (2 for every f € H.

(ii) |14, p.92| If (¢y) is a Riesz basis for H, then
> cndn converges unconditionally in H < > c,dn converges in H < (c,) €
2.

(iii) |14, p.32] (Orlicz’s Theorem) If (z,,) is a sequence with elements from H,
then

>z, converges unconditionally in H = > ||z, ||* < co.



It is well known that if (¢,) is a Bessel sequence for H, then > ¢,¢, converges
unconditionally in H for every (c,) € (2, e.g. [14, p.83|. If in addition (¢,,) is
N BB, then an equivalence can be stated:

Lemma 2.5 Let (¢,) be a NBB Bessel sequence for H. Then
S endn converges unconditionally in H < (c,) € (2.
Proof: In case (¢,) 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 condition, so the property
is shown for Bessel sequences. O

Note that if the condition “norm-bounded below” is omitted, then the conclusion
of the above lemma does not hold in general, because ) ¢,¢, might converge
unconditionally for some (c,) ¢ >, see [14, Ex. 12.16].

The main aim of our paper is to investigate invertibility of multipliers. We will
use the following criterion 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|| < v||h||, Yh € H, where v € [0, ﬁ)
Then

(i) G is invertible on H and Gt =372 [[F1(F — G)|*F~
() oot 7h 18l < 1G-"A < pobers ], Vh €

Lv[[E=H][LF]

Proof: (i)is proved in [11], p.70|. For (ii), observe that ||Gh—Fh|| < v || F~ | Fh||
and apply [7, Theorem 1] with \; = v||F~!{| <1 and Ay = 0. O

3 Unconditional convergence of multipliers

As one can see in Proposition [2.3] Bessel multipliers are unconditionally conver-
"
gent in case m € (*°. Now we are interested in converse assertions.

Lemma 3.1 Let M,, s v be unconditionally convergent.

(i) Then (|my].||énll ¥n) is a Bessel sequence for H. As a consequence, the
sequence (|my|.||onl|-|n|]) is bounded.



(i) If @ (resp. m®) is NBB, then mV (resp. V) is a Bessel sequence for H.
(iii) If both ® and ¥ are NBB, then m € (.

Proof: (i) By Orlicz’s Theorem (see Prop. 2.4), we have that (|m,(f, ¥n)|.||onl) €
¢% for every f € H. Therefore, ({f,|mn]|.|¢nll n)) € €2 for every f € H. Now
Proposition 2.4 implies that (|m,].||¢|| ¥n) is a Bessel sequence for H.

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

Corollary 3.2 Let both multipliers M, ¢ v and M,, v & be unconditionally con-
vergent in H. If ®, ¥ and m are NBB, then m € (> and both ® and V¥ are
Bessel sequences for H.

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

Corollary 3.3 If V¥ is a non-Bessel sequence for H and m® is NBB, then M,, ¢ v
can not be unconditionally convergent in H. As a consequence, if ¥ is non-Bessel
for H and m® is a Riesz basis for H, then M,, o v s not well defined.

Remark 3.4 Note that if U is non-Bessel for H and m® is NBB non-Bessel
for H, then M,, ¢ v can be conditionally convergent and invertible on H, although
Mp.ow can not be unconditionally convergent in H by Corollary [33. Consider
for example the non-Bessel sequences

o = (617 €2, €2, —€9,€3,€3, —€3,€3, —€3,€4, €4, —€4, €4, —€4,€4, €4, .. ')7
v = (61a627627 €9, €3,€3, €3,€3, €3,€4,¢€y, €4,€64, €4,¢C4, 647"‘)7

Jor which My ev = My wve = Iy.

Remark 3.5 Note that if U is non-Bessel for H and m® is non-NBDB, then
Mo w can be unconditionally convergent and invertible on H. Consider for
example the non-Bessel sequences

— (1 1 1
@—(561, 262, 2—261, 363, 2—361, 464,...),

U =( e, %62, e, %63, e, ie4,...),
Jor which M) ev = Mu)we = I3 with unconditional convergence in H, because
Muyew = Ma)we = My e,e, where

0= (\/gel, €, ,/2%61, €3, ,/2%61, 64,...> s a Bessel sequence for H.
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In certain cases one can determine conditions, which are sufficient and/or neces-
sary for unconditional convergence of multipliers:

Lemma 3.6

(i) Let ® be a NBB Bessel sequence for H. Then

M. w s unconditionally convergent in H < mV is Bessel for H < M, o v
15 unconditionally convergent in H and bounded.

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

My, 0.9 is well defined <& M, ¢.v s unconditionally convergent in H and
bounded < mV is Bessel for H & My, v is well defined < My, vo 1S
unconditionally convergent in H and bounded.

(iii) Let @ be a Riesz basis for H and ¥ be NBB. Then

Mpow (or My we) is well defined = m € £>°. The converse does not hold
n general.

Proof: (i) By Lemma 2.5 M,, ¢ v is unconditionally convergent in # if and
only if ((h,m,,)) € (?, Vh € H, which by Proposition 2.4((i) is equivalent to m¥
being a Bessel sequence for H. When mW is Bessel for H, then Proposition 2.3]
implies the boundedness of M1y ¢ ,w and this concludes the proof of (i).

(ii) Since ® is a Riesz basis for H, > ¢ ¢, converges in H if and only if > ¢, ¢,
converges unconditionally in #H (see Proposition 2.4]). The first two equivalences
now follow from (i), because Riesz bases are N BB Bessel sequences.

For the third equivalence, consider M, g of = > (h, ¢p)ymnthn, f € H. The se-
quence mW is Bessel for H if and only if > ¢,m,, converges for every (c,) € 3,
which holds if and only if Y (f, #,)m,1, converges for every f € H, because

C={(f. ) : f € H}.
For the last equivalence, the implication (<) is obvious. For the other implication,
use that mW¥ must be Bessel from what is already proved and apply Proposition

2.3 to M(l),m\II,CIJ-

(iii) Assume that M,, ¢ ¢ is well defined, or equivalently, by (ii), that M,, .o is
well defined. Let ag > 0 denote a lower bound for (||¢,|]). By (ii), m¥ is Bessel
for H. Then ag|m,| < ||mpt¥nl < v/ By, which implies that m belongs to £*.
For the converse, consider the multiplier M(%)v(%%(n%n), which is not well defined.
O
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Corollary 3.7 If in Lemma it is moreover assumed that m is NBB (resp.
SN ), then each of the equivalent assertions in Lemma [3.6l(i),(it) implies (resp.
is equivalent to) W being a Bessel sequence for H.

Remark 3.8 If ® is Bessel for H, which is non-N BB, then the conclusion of
Lemma [38(i) might fail. Consider ® = (ey, e, 5€1,¢3,55€1,€4,...), which
is Bessel for H, and ¥ = (e, eq,€1,€3,€1,€4,...), which is non-Bessel for H.

We have that M1y ev = Mau)we = Iy with unconditional convergence, because

M(l),CI>,\I/ = M(l),\l/,cb = M(l),&@; where © = <\/g€17€2, \/ 2%617637 \/ 2%617647 - )

s Bessel for H.

4 Invertibility of Multipliers

First note that having zero elements at “appropriate places” of ®, ¥ and m, one
can get any desired multiplier, for example the invertible Identity operator and
the Zero operator:

Example 4.1 (ZERO-example)

Let & = (%,0,%,0,%,0,...), ¥ = (0,%,0,%,0,%,...), where the stars denote ar-
bitrary elements of the space (not necessarily the same). For any weight m, we
have My, o v = My we = 0 and thus, both multipliers are non-invertible on H.

Note that in this example the sequences ® and ¥ can be any kind, except Riesz
basis - they can be non-Bessel, Bessel, overcomplete frames.

Example 4.2 (IDENTITY-example) Let & = (x,e1,0,%,e9,0,%,e3,0,...),
U = (0,e1,%,0,e2,%,0,e3,%,...), m=(x,1,% % 1, %% 1,%...). Then My, o v =
My w.0 = Iy and thus, both multipliers are invertible on H.

Since the zero elements in the sequences m,®, ¥, do not have an influence on
the values of the corresponding multiplier M,, ¢ v, we can consider new index
set removing the zeros. Let Jo = J\ {i : m; = 0 or ¢, = 0 or ¢, = 0}. Then
Moo 0 = Mn,)ne g0 (én)ne oo @n)nc sy - NOE that if Jy is empty or finite and H is
infinite dimensional, then M,, ¢ can not be surjective and thus, it can not be
invertible on H. That is why only infinite J; is of interest for the present paper.
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Without loss of generality, from now on we consider only sequences m, ®, ¥, which
do not contain zero elements, and N is the index set.

Observe that if M,, ¢ v is invertible on H, then ® must be complete in H. Indeed,
in the case of invertibility every g € H can be written as g = Mm7¢,q,Mn;}¢7q,g =

4.1 Multipliers for non-Bessel sequences

First note that it is possible to have an invertible unconditionally convergent
multiplier even in case both the sequences ® and ¥ are non-Bessel. Consider the
trivial example M_1§ = I3. Moreover, this is possible to happen even in

Men,Nen

cases with m = (1), see the sequences in Remark 3.5

Having in mind Corollary3.3] in the cases when W is non-Bessel for H considering
unconditionally convergent multiplier M,, ¢ v is only possible if m® is non-NBB
non-Bessel or non-N BB Bessel (in particular, could be a frame, but not a Riesz

basis) - for any of these cases invertible and non-invertible multipliers exist, see
[19].

4.2 Sufficient and/or necessary conditions for invertibility
of Bessel Multipliers

If the multiplier M(1) ¢ ¢ is well defined and one of the sequence ¥ and @ is Bessel,
then the other one does not need to be Bessel. For example, consider the frame
b = (%61,62, 2%61,63, 2—1361,64, ...) and the sequence U = (e, €9, €1, €3,€1,€y4,...)
which is non-Bessel; in this case M) ¢ v = M) w.e = I31. Below we observe that
if one of the sequences is Bessel, invertibility of M(;) ¢ ¢ implies that the other
one must satisfy the lower frame condition.

Theorem 4.3 Let M, ¢.v be well defined and invertible on H.

(i) If ¥ (resp. ®) is a Bessel sequence for H with bound B, then m® (resp.

. g . . 1
mV ) satisfies the lower frame condition for H with bound NI

(i) If U (resp. ®) and m® (resp. mW¥W) are Bessel sequences for H, then they
are frames for H.



13

(iii) If ¥ (resp. @) is a Bessel sequence for H and m € (>, then ® (resp. ¥)
satisfies the lower frame condition for H.

(iv) If ¥ and ® are Bessel sequences for H and m € (>, then ¥ and ® are
frames for H; m® and m¥ are also frames for H.

Proof: (i) For shortness of writing, the multiplier M,, ¢ ¢ will be denoted by
M. The proof will be done in two steps.

First step: m = (1).

Assume that ¥ is a Bessel sequence for ‘H with bound By. For those g € H, for
which Y~ [{g, ¢n)|? = oo or g = 0, clearly the lower frame condition holds. Let
now g € H be such that >_ [(g, #,)|? < co and g # 0. For every f € H,

k k 1/2 & 1/2
Y ()b g) | < (Z |<f,wn>|2) (Z |<¢n,g>l2> —0

n=j+1 n=j+1 n=j+1

as j,k — oo, which implies that the series > " ((f,¢n)®n, g) converges in H.
Moreover,

(M fog) | = 1D (s ¢n)n, 9)]
< (Srear)” (leonar)” <
< VB (Zl6nar) "

For f = M~1g, it follows that

loll” < v/Bo 107 gl (X om ?)

Therefore, ® satisfies the lower frame condition with bound ——+——.

VB M1
Assume now that ® is a Bessel sequence for H with bound Bg. If f€H is such
that >~ [{f,¥n)]?> = oo or f = 0, then clearly the lower frame condition holds. Let
now f € H be such that > [(f,¥,)|? < oo and f # 0. With similar calculations
as above, for every h € H, the series Y " ((f, ¢n)¢n, h) converges in H and

[(MER) [ = 1) (b b) 1< QI n)P) /By 1Al
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For h = Mf # 0, it follows that || Mf]|?> < (3 |(f, ¥n)|2)/2\/By || M f]|. There-

fore,
3 A S L s — L g

Thus, ¥ satisfies the lower frame condition with bound

N S
V/Bs IM~Y”
Second step: general m.

Apply the first step to the multiplier M) mae,w (resp. M) o mw)-
(ii) and (iii) follow easily from (i).

(iv) Let U and ® be Bessel for H and me ¢>°. Then m® and m¥ are also Bessel
for ‘H. The rest follows from (ii). O

Note that the assertion (i) in Theorem (L3 generalizes |6l Prop. 3.4|, which
concerns the case M, ¢ v = Iy.

By Theorem [L.3](iv), a Bessel multiplier M,, ¢ ¢ with m € (> can be invertible
only if the Bessel sequences ® and ¥ are frames. Note that the boundedness of m
is essential for this statement - if m ¢ ¢>°, then a Bessel multiplier M,, ¢ v can be
invertible in cases when the Bessel sequences ® and ¥ are not frames, examples
are given in [19)].

4.2.1 The synthesis sequence ¢ is Bessel

Let ® be NBB Bessel for H, which is not a frame for #. By Lemma [B.6[i),
unconditional convergence of M,, ¢ v in ‘H requires mW¥ to be Bessel, but in this
case Theorem (4.3 implies that M,, ¢ v can never be invertible.

Let ® be non-N BB Bessel for H, which is not a frame for 7. By Theorem [4.3]
if mU is (at least) Bessel for H, then the multiplier M,, ¢ ¢ can never be invert-
ible on H. If mWV is non-Bessel for #, then both cases (invertible multiplier and
non-invertible multiplier) are possible - for example, M(l),(%en”nen) = [y is invert-
ible on H with unconditional convergence and Mg ( L), (nen) is unconditionally

convergent but not invertible on H, see Example (.11
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4.2.2 The synthesis sequence ¢ is a frame

If & is NBB frame for H, then unconditional convergence and invertibility of
Mp.0w require m¥ to be a frame for H (see Lemma and Theorem [A.3]).
In the other direction, when mW¥ is a frame for H, both invertibility and non-
invertibility of multipliers is possible - examples with overcomplete frames are
given in Example 5.2} the Riesz basis case is completely characterized in Section
23l More examples with consideration of m - SN, m € £°°, m ¢ (>, can be
found in [19].

We continue with sufficient conditions for invertibility of M, ¢ w.

Proposition 4.4 Let ® be a frame for H, G : H — H be a bounded bijective
operator and v, = G¢,, Vn, i.e. ® and V are equivalent frameﬂ. Let m be
positive (resp. negative) semi-normalized. Then V is a frame for H, the frame
multiplier M, ¢ v is tnvertible on H and

) (G_l)*S(_\/lm—n%), when m,, > 0,Vn,
Mm,cb,\l/ = —(G_l)*S(_\l/ﬁ¢ . when m, < 0,Vn. (1)

Proof: By [8, Proposition 5.3.1|, ¥ is a frame for H. For every f € ‘H we have
Mpyowf=> m, (G f, n) P = My.0.0G*f. By [B], M, 0.6 is invertible and

St , when m,, > 0,Vn,
Mn_7,1<1><1> = —(@%) hen m,, < 0,Vn
w (immlsn) n S A

Therefore, M,, ¢.v = M, 0 6G* is invertible and Equation (I]) holds. O

Note that the above proposition covers the case when W is the canonical dual of
® and do not cover any other dual of ®, because if ¥ = (G¢,) is a dual frame
of ® for some bounded operator G, then G must coincide with del and thus, ¥
must be the canonical dual of ®, see [13] pp.19-20]. For other duals the following
statement can be used.

Proposition 4.5 Let ® be a frame for H and let ®¢ = (¢2) be a dual frame of

< L < -2 < <
o. LetO_)\<\/m(_l)andlet(mn)besuchthatl A<m, <1+,

'For a treatise of equivalent frames see [1]
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Vn € N. Then M,, ¢ g2 and M,, ¢4 ¢ are invertible on H,

1P < 1M, g bl < Ipll, VheH,  (2)

,®,0d

1 1
1+ A\/BoDBaga — M\/DBaDBga

and the same inequalities hold for | M,  hl|. Moreover,

,od
Mr;d) pd = Z(M(l—mn)@,d)d)k and M;L’lq)d@ = Z(M(l—mn),q)d,@)k'
k=0 k=0

Proof: The case A = 0 is trivial - in this case M,, ¢ g« = M, 346 = M) 0,00 =
I3;. Now consider the case A > 0. First note that By Bge > 1. Indeed, for every
h € H one has ||h]| = || ToaUsh|| < ||Tod| ||Usl ||| < v/BeBsa ||h| and thus, for
h # 0, one can conclude that BeBga > 1. Hence, A < 1 and m is positive. By
the assumptions, (m, — 1) € £>°. For every f € H,

||an,c1>,<1>df - f|| = || Zmn<f> ¢g>¢n - Z<f> ¢g>¢n” = ||M(mn—1),<I>,CI>df||
< A/ BoBgal |-

Since \\/BgBga < 1, Proposition with F' = Iy implies that the multiplier
M, ¢ ¢a is invertible on #H, (2)) holds and

oo 00
- k
Mmq>q>d - E (I’H m<I><I>d E M(l Mn) <I><I>d
k=0 k=0

Since ® is a dual of ®¢, the conclusions for M,, ¢i ¢ follow from what is already

proved. O

Let ® be a frame for H and let m be positive semi-normalized. By Proposition
T .. . -1 . _

[.4 the mutliplier M, 4 3 is invertible on H and Mm,<1>,<f> = (Sp)* S(F(b As a

consequence of Proposition 5] for certain positive weights m the inverse M

m,@,&s
can be expressed simpler via the use of Mm@’&):

Corollary 4.6 Let ® be a frame for H and ® be the canonical dual of ®. Let
0 <A< /52 (< 1) and (my) be such that 1 — X < m, <1+ X, Vn € N. Then

M,, o5 and M, 5 4 are invertible on H,

IRl < 1M

1
1+)\ /Bc}/Ac} m<I><I>

sl <

|hll, Yh € H,

1
1 — A\/Ba/Aq
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and the same inequalities hold for ||Mn_115 GNPl Moreover,

1 o N k
mc1> 3 Z *and Mm,ci,@ - Z(M(l—mn)@,@) )
k= k=0

Proof: The assertion follows from Proposition[4.5] because ® has bounds B%), A%).
O

Note that the bound for A in Corollary .6l (resp. Proposition [.3]) is sharp - if

the assumptions hold with A = ,/A—Z (resp. A = \/BgBga), then the multiplier
might be non-invertible on H, see Example 5.3

For the next assertion, we will use the property that when (f,,) and (h,,) are Bessel
sequences, then (f, — h,) is a Bessel sequence with optimal bound Bf}ft ey S

(v/B(s) + /Bhy)?- Recall that if @ is a frame for # and m is positive (resp.
negative) semi-normalized, then M,, ¢ ¢ is invertible on H, see [5]. Below we
generalize this statement allowing different sequences ® and W in the multiplier.

Proposition 4.7 Let ® be a frame for H. Assume that V—® is a Bessel sequence
2
for H with bound By_¢ < 2—; For every positive (or negative) semi-normalized
sequence m, satisfying
Ag
VBu_4Bs’

it follows that W is a frame for H, the multipliers M,, o w and M,, v.o are invert-
wble on H,

b
0<a<|m,|<b Vn, and - <

(3)

bBs + Wlmnhn < M0 9hll < bjmnhn
and the same inequalities hold for | M, "y ohl|. Moreover,
M, = { Z%[ ([Jm_wn)(s(\/(m_mn) - MT?\Z)] S(@S@) Z Zn Z gzz
h=0 (\/lm—nqbn \/\m—ub m,®,¥ (/Frmlém)’ n , Vn.
I e X e VAN I A
h=0 (\/lm—nqbn \/\m—ub m,¥,® (/Frmlém)’ n , Vn.
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Proof: Assume that m is positive.

(i) First note that we need By_g < ?P in order to be able to fulfill (B]). Assume
now that (B holds and note that («/ nOn) is a frame for 7—[ with lower bound
aAg and upper bound bBg (see [5]), and thus ||S (Vi) I < -4, see Proposition

2.1(d). Since @ is a frame for H and By_ ¢ < g—i < A, it follows from [8]
Lemma 15.1.5] that ¥ is also a frame for H. Therefore, the multiplier M,, ¢ v is
well defined and bounded. For every h € H,

| Mo wh — S /mrgn) Pl = |Mmew-oh| < b-+/By_oBs||h.

By the assumptions, by/Be_gyBs < aAy < ”571”
(Vmén)

implies the invertibility of M,, ¢ ¢ and the representation for M,;}Q\I,. Moreover,
for every h € H,

and thus, Proposition

_ 1 1
Myl > bl > 2]
|| m,<1>7\If|| b- /B Bapt

s 171

1 1
>
- b \/Bq;(\/ Bg + \/B\p_q>) b(Bq> + \/B@Bq;_cp)
Note that Proposition also gives a lower bound for |[M, A/, namely,

ZAJ ! |||, but the above bound L is better.
Bg aAq>+b~\/Bq>,q;Bq> b(B@-I—\/Bq)B\I/,q))

An analogous proof can be used for the invertibility of M,, v ¢ and the conclusions
for Mn;’l\l,@.

If m is negative, apply what is already proved to the multiplier M_,, ¢ ¢. O

. . sup,, |mn| __ Ag inli
Note that the bound for b/a in (8] is sharp. If afime] — /Dy aBe’ the multiplier

M,,.0.v can be non-invertible on H, see Example 5.4l with m = (1) and k € [0, 2].

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

Pi 3pe(0,52) such that = |(f,matbn — 6a) 2 < pllFI2, V¥ f € H.

Then mV¥ is a frame for H, the multipliers M,, & v and M,, v & are invertible on
H,
1

h € ——F=
Ay = /1By

1Al < 1M 6.0 [2]l, Vh e H, (4)

1
By + /1By
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and the same inequalities hold for ||Mn_%1\1,7q,h||. Moreover,

Moy = (S5 (Se—Muaw)fSy' and M,y 4 = [S5" (Se—Muu.e)]*Ss".
k=0 k=0

()
As a consequence, if m is semi-normalized, then V is also a frame for H (see

Proposition [2.2(iii)).
Proof: If P, holds with p = 0, then mV¥ = ¢ and thus, M,, 69 = My w6 = Ss.
Now apply Proposition 2T|(d).

Let Py hold with p # 0. Apply Proposition .7 to the multipliers M) o mw and
My mv,e. O

Note that P; is equivalent to the following two conditions:

Ay
V/Bo
1> cn(mntby, — &)l < vl|c||2 for all finite scalar sequences (¢,) (and hence
for all (¢,) € £?);

e dv e |0, ) such that

e Juel0, g—z) such that
ST Mty — dn) 2 < | f]1?, for all f in a dense subset of H.

Indeed, the case P; & (u = 0) is trivial; for the case P; & (u # 0) see Proposition
2I(a) and [8, Lemma 3.2.6].

The bound p < g—% in Proposition is sharp - if u > ‘;—%, then the multiplier

might be non-invertible (see Example[5.4). The multiplier might be invertible for
any value of y (see Example [5.5).

Although Proposition [£.8is proved based on Proposition[4.7], the two propositions
cover different classes of sequences ®, ¥, m. Example 5.7 shows a case when
Proposition [L.8] applies, but Proposition [£77 does not apply. For a case where
Proposition 4.7 can be used, but Proposition 4.8 can not be used, see Example

0. 1Ol

By Proposition €8] when mW is a perturbation of ®, the inverse operator M,;}QQ
is given by (Bl). Simpler representation for M,;}Q\I, can be obtained if mV¥ is a
perturbation of a dual frame of ®:
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Proposition 4.9 Let ® be a frame for H. Assume that
Py Ap € [0, ) such that 32|(f, mathn — o) < ullfI?, ¥ f€H,

for some dual frame ®* = (¢2) of ®. Then mV is a frame for H, the bounded
multipliers My, o v and My, v o are invertible on H,

1 1
————||h|| < IM Y bl € ———==||h||, Vh € H,
and the same inequalities hold for ||Mn_11\1,¢h|| Moreover,
My = (I —Myaw) and MY o => (I — Mywe)”.
k=0 k=0

As a consequence, if m is semi-normalized, then V is also a frame for H (see
Proposition [2.2(iii)).

Proof: Since ®? is a dual frame of ®, the number Bi is a lower bound for ®¢

(see pHl). Since p < Aga, it follows from [8, Corollary 15 1.1] that mV is a frame
for H. Therefore, M,, o v = M@)o mv is well defined and bounded. For every
feH,

[Mimewf — fll = IMay,mmmpn—o2),@a)f | < v/ 1Bs| f]

and similarly, [|[M, vof — fll < /uBs| fl|. Since uB, € [0,1), one can apply
Proposition and this concludes the proof. O

Similar to the case with Py, one can list conditions equivalent to Ps.

The bound p < B%a in Proposition is sharp - if p > B%), then the multiplier
might be non-invertible (see Example (.4). Note that the multiplier might be
invertible for any value of ;1 (see Example [B.5]).

Note that Propositions and do not cover the same classes of sequences.
For a case when Proposition [4.§ applies and Proposition [4.9] does not apply see
Example B.6t for a case when Proposition [£.9] applies and Proposition [£.8] does
not apply see Example B.8 Let ® be a Parseval frame, i.e. a tight frame with
A = B = 1. In this case the frame is self-dual and both Propositions [4.8 and
can be applied.
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Propositions and are not included one into other also. Example (.11
(resp. £.9) shows a case when Proposition applies (resp. does not apply), but
Proposition does not apply (resp. applies).

4.2.3 One of the sequences ® and V is a Riesz basis

For two Riesz bases and semi-normalized symbol the multipliers are always in-
vertible [3]. What can be said about the case, when only one of the sequences
has the Riesz property and m is not necessarily semi-normalized? The answer is
given in the following assertion.

Theorem 4.10 Let ® be a Riesz basis for H.

(a) Let m be SN.

(al) If U is a non-Bessel sequence for H, then both M, ¢ v and M, v o are
not well defined.

(a2) If ¥ is a Bessel sequence for H, then My, 0w (resp. My wa) is in-
vertible on H if and only if V is a Riesz basis for H. In the case of
invertibility, M;:Qq, =M 535

mn,

(b) Let m € £>° and m be non-NBB.

(bl) If W is NBA non-Bessel for H, then My, 0w (resp. My, w o) can either
be well defined or not, but can never be invertible on H.

(b2) If W is non-NBA non-Bessel for H, then for My, ov and M, v all
feasible combinations of invertibility and well-definedness are possible,

i.e. they can be invertible on H, can be well defined non-invertible on
H, can be not well defined.

(b3) If W is Bessel for H, then M, v (resp. My vo) is well defined, but
not invertible on H.

(c) Let m be NBB and m ¢ (.

(cl) If U is non-Bessel for H or NBB, then both My, ¢.v and M, ve are
not well defined.
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(c2) Let W be non-NBB Bessel for H, which is not a frame for H. Then
for My, o9 and My, vo all feasible combinations of invertibility and
well-definedness are possible.

(c3) Let ¥ be a non-NBB frame for H. Then My, ¢.v (resp. My we) can

either be well defined or not, but can never be invertible on H.
(d) Let m be non-NBB and m ¢ (°°.

(d1) If VU is NBB, then both M,, ¢ v and M,, v.o are not well defined.

(d2) If ¥ is non-N BB non-NBA non-Bessel for H, then for M,, ¢ v (resp.
M,v.e) all feasible combinations of invertibility and well-definedness
are possible.

(d3) If ¥ is non-NBB Bessel for H or NBA non-NBB non-Bessel for H,
then My, 0w (resp. My, w.o) can either be well defined or not, but can
never be invertible on H.

Proof: (al) follows from Lemma[B.6[ii), because in the case when m is SN, the
sequence mV is Bessel for H if and only if W is Bessel for H.

(a2) If W is Bessel for H, which is not a frame for #, then Theorem [4.3)(iv) implies
that both M,, ¢ v and M,, v o are not invertible on H.

Let now ¥ be an overcomplete frame for H. Then mW is also an overcomplete
frame for H, which implies that R(U,,y) # ¢*. Since My, 0 v = ToUyy and T is
bijective, it follows that M,, ¢ ¢ is not surjective. Since T},,¢ is not injective, the
operator 1,,4Us = M,, v ¢ is not injective.

When V is a Riesz basis for H, the invertibility of M,, ¢ v and the representation
for the inverse are proved in [3].

(bl) As an example of well defined multiplier consider the sequences ® = (e,),
U = (e, €9,€1,€3,€1,€4,...), M= (%, 1, 2%, 1, 2%, 1,...). Since mV is Bessel for H,
both M,, ¢ v and M,, v ¢ are well defined (see Lemma [3.6(ii)). Now consider the
sequences ® = (e,,), ¥ = (e, €9, €1, €3,€1,€4,...), m = (1, %, 1, %, 1, i, ...) - in this
case both M,, ¢ ¢ and M,, v ¢ are not well defined, because mV is not Bessel for

H.

Now assume that M, ¢ v (resp. M, ve) is well defined. By (a), Mpov =
Mayomw (resp. My wo = Ma)mwe) is invertible on H if and only if mW¥ is a
Riesz basis for H. By Proposition 2.2(v), the sequence mW¥ can not be a Riesz
basis for H under the assumptions of (bl).
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(b2) As an example of invertible multipliers on H, consider M ) () (nen) =
M1 /n) (nen),(en) = 13- As an example for well-defined non-invertible multipliers,
take M(1/n2),(en),(nen) = M(1/n2),(nen),(en)> S€€ Example 5.1l For a case with multi-

pliers, which are not well defined, consider M1, . y 2,

yand M1y 2. e,.)-

(b3) By (a), the multiplier M) ¢ mw (resp. My mw,e) is invertible on #H if and
only if m¥ is a Riesz basis for H. By Proposition 2.2(iv),(v), the sequence mW¥
can never be a Riesz basis for # under the assumptions of (b3).

(c1) By Lemma[3.6](ii) and Corollary 3.7, well-definedness of M,, ¢ w (resp. My, v.0)
requires ¥ to be Bessel for H.

If U is NBB, the conclusion follows from Lemma [3.6](iii).

(¢2) For a case with invertible multipliers look at M, ) (1e.) = M) (Len) (en)
I3;. As an example of well defined non-invertible multipliers, take My (en), (2

s ﬁen)
M(”),(ﬂ%&z),(&m)’ see Example m The multipliers M(n2),(6n),(%en) = M(n2),(%en),(en)
are not well defined.

(c3) Consider ® = (e,,) and the sequence ¥ = (%el, éa, 2%61, es, 2%61, e4, - ..), which
is non-NBB frame for H. For m = (v/2,1,v/22,1, V23,1, .. .), the sequence mW¥
is Bessel for H, which implies that both M,, ¢ v and M,, ¢ ¢ are well defined (see
Lemma [B.6(ii)). For m = (2,1,2%,1,23,1,...), the sequence m¥ is not, Bessel for
H, which implies that both M,, ¢ ¢ and M,, ¢ ¢ are not well defined (see Lemma

3.6(ii)).

Now assume that M,, ¢ v (resp. M, v o) is well defined. The non-invertibility of
My.0w (resp. My, ve) can be shown in an analogue way as in (b3).

(d1) follows from Lemma [B.6](iii).

(d2) Consider ® = (e,,) and the sequence ¥ = (ey, 2%62, 3es, 4%64, 5es, . ..), which

is non-NBB non-NBA non-Bessel for H. For m = (1,2% 5,42 %, ...), we have
Mpow = Mywe = Iy. Form = (1,2, 3%,4, 5%, ...), both multipliers M,, ¢ v
and M,, v ¢ coincide with the non-invertible operator used in Example [5.1l For

m=(1,2%,1,4% £ ..), the sequence mV is not Bessel for 7, which implies that

both M, e v and M,, v o are not well defined (see Lemma B.6](ii)).

(d3) Examples for the case “¥ - non-NBB Bessel™

Let @ = (e,), ¥ = (61,%62,%63,...). For m = (1,22,§,42,é,...), mV is not
Bessel for H and thus, both M,, ¢ ¢ and M,, ¢ ¢ are not well defined (see Lemma

3.6(ii)). For m = (1,2, %,4, %, ...), m¥ is Bessel for H and thus, both M,, ¢ v
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and M,, v ¢ are well defined (see Lemma [3.6(ii)).
Examples for the case “¥ - NBA non-NBB non-Bessel”:

Let ® = (e,), ¥ = (e1, 5€2, €1, 5€3,€1, 1e4...). For m = (3,2, 55,3, 55,4,...), the
sequence mV is Bessel for H and thus, both M, ¢ v and M,, v ¢ are well defined.
For m = (3,22, 5,32, 55,4%,...), m¥ is non-Bessel for H and thus, both M, ¢ v
and M,, v ¢ are not well defined.

By Proposition Z2(v), the sequence mW can never be a Riesz basis for H under
the assumptions of (d3), which implies that both M,, ¢ v and M,, ¢ & can not be
invertible on H in this case. O

As a consequence of the above detail assertion, we can summarize the possibilities
for invertibility as follows:

Corollary 4.11 Let ® be a Riesz basis for H. Then M,, ¢ v is invertible on H
if and only if mV is a Riesz basis for H. This may happen only in the following
cases:

o U is a Riesz basis for H and m is SN;
o U is non-N BB Bessel for H, which is not a frame for H, and m is NBB, but

not in £°°;
o VU is non-NBA non-Bessel for H, m is non-NBB and m € (*;
e U is non-NBA non-NBB non-Bessel for H, m is non-NBB and m ¢ (>;

In the case of invertibility, Mn_":q,’q, =M 55

As a consequence of Proposition 23] Lemma [3.6{iii) and Theorem .10, the fol-
lowing equivalences hold:

Corollary 4.12 Let ® and ¥ be Riesz bases for H. Then My, 4 is well defined
(resp. invertible) on H if and only if m € €>° (resp. m is SN).

5 Examples

In this section we list some examples, which we refer to throughout the paper.
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Example 5.1 The operator M : H — H given by Mf = > %(f, €en)en 1S injec-
tive, but not surjective - for example, the element %en € H does not belong to
the range of M.

Example 5.2 Invertible mulitplier of two overcomplete frames:

_ _(1, 1 _ .
b = (61, €1,€9,€3,€4, .. .), v = (561, 5€1,€2,€3,€4, .. .), M(l),@,\ll = [7-[ with uncon-
ditional convergence.

Non-invertible multiplier of two overcomplete frames:

D = (e1,e1,€2,€2,€3,€3,...), ¥ = (e1,e1,€2,€3,€4,...), Mn)aw is unconditionally
convergent, but not injective.

5.1 Examples for the sharpness of the bounds:
The bound for A in Proposition is sharp:

Example 5.3 Let ® = (¢,,), m = (+). The smallest possibility for X satisfying

| m,—1|<XNislandl=1/\/BsBg = /4. The multiplier M,, 4 5 is injective,

B
but not surjective, see Example 51l

The bound for x4 in Proposition (resp. [A.9]) is sharp. If Py (resp. Ps) holds
with u > A3/Bg (resp. u > 1/Bsg), then the multiplier M,, ¢ ¢ might be non-
invertible on H:

Example 5.4 Let & = (e,) and mV¥ = (key, % €, é es, i ey, . ..) for some number
k. The unique dual frame of ® is ® = (e,). The multiplier Muy.emw is non-
invertible on H by Theorem[{.3(iv), because ® is a frame for H and m¥ is Bessel
for H, which is not a frame for H.

The sequence m¥ — ® = m¥ — &7 satisfies:
00 1 2
hympbn — oa)? = |k — 112 [(h, e1)]? ——1) [{hen)]?
e S I XD W ) MU

< k=1 [(he)P+ ) [(hen)’, Vh €.

n=2
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If |k — 1> <1, then

D N mat = da) P < [(hye)* + > (b, en)]” = ||h])%, Vh € H,
n=2

1 2
and Z (e, matly — dp)|* = (; - 1) le:ll?, Vi=2,3,4,...,

which tmplies that m¥ — ® is Bessel for H with optimal bound equal to 1.
If [k — 1) > 1, then

> [ b, — é)* < |k =117 |B]*, Vh € H

and Y |(er,muthn = da)* = [k = 117 [|ea )%,

which implies that mY — ® is Bessel for H with optimal bound equal to |k — 1|2
Therefore,

gt _ |k —1>>1=1/By = A%/Bs, when |k—1|>1,
m¥=® | 1=1/Bg = A%/Bs, when |k — 1] <1,

which shows that the example fulfills Py (resp. Pa) with any u > A3/Bs (resp.

Note that the multiplier M,, ¢ v can be invertible with any value of y in P; (resp.

7)2)1

Example 5.5 Let & = (e,), mV = (key, es,€3,€4,...), where k # 0. The unique
dual frame of ® is ®? = (e,). The sequence m¥ — & = mW¥ — & js Bessel for H
with optimal bound p = |k — 1|2. The multiplier M,, o v is invertible on H.

5.2 Independence of conditions for invertibility of multipli-
ers

Proposition 4.8 applies, Proposition does not apply:
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Example 5.6 Let & = (ey,eq,69,€3,64,...). Clearly, ® is a frame for H with
Azf’t =1, ngt = 2. Take my1p, = (k + 1)¢,, Vn, where k € (0, 3). The sequence
mU — & = (k¢,) is Bessel for H with optimal bound Byh, o = K*BF = 2k* <

—5—. Thus, Proposition [{.§ implies the invertibility of M, o v.

Now observe that the sequences (h,eqy — h,eq, e3,€4,...), h € H, are precisely all
the dual frames of ®. Let ® = (¢, e1 — ¢4, eq,€3,€4,...) be an arbitrary chosen
dual frame of ® and denote (e1,¢%) = x + iy. Consider the sequence

(M, — gbg) =((k+1)e; — gb‘f, key + gb?f, kes, kes, key, . ..)

and observe that

D Her, matpn — ¢M)* = e, (k+ 1er — ¢f)|* + |(er, key + ¢)?
k+1—2—iy?+ |k + 2 + iy
(2K* + 227 + 2k — 22 + 2y + 1) || ||*.

Assume that mVU — ®? is Bessel for H with bound B,,q_gs < % Applying the
Bessel inequality to the element e; we obtain that 2k* + 222 + 2k — 2z + 2y +

1 . .
1 < 3. However, the last inequality can not hold for any x € R,y € R, because

D, = —4y? — 4k®> — 4k < 0. Therefore, m¥ — ®¢ can not be Bessel with bound

By_gd < B%p’ because B%p < Bé}’t = % Thus, the invertibility of M,, ¢ v can not

be concluded from Proposition [{.9

Proposition [4.8] applies, Proposition [4.7] does not apply:

Example 5.7 Let ® = (e, e1,69,€3,€4,...), m=(1,—-1,1,1,1,1,...), ¥ = ((k+
1)o1, —(k+1)¢a, (k+1)¢s, (k+1)ds, (k+1)s,...), where k € (0,3). By Ezample
(5.6, the invertibility of My, ¢ w follows from Proposition[{.8 Since m s neither
positive, nor negative, Proposition[{.7 does not apply.

Proposition 4.9] applies, Proposition [4.8] does not apply:

Example 5.8 Consider the frame ® = (eq, eq, e, €3, €y, . . .) with A‘g’t =1, ngt =
2 and the sequence mW¥ = (eq, €1 — €3, €9, €3, €y, ...), which is a dual frame of ®.
Clearly, Proposition[{.9 can be applied with ®* = m¥ with any p < B%)'
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Now consider the sequence m¥ — ®. For the element es we have

D Heaymathn = da) P = [{ea,e2 — e) P + [{e2, €)[* = 2]l ea”

2
Therefore, the sequence m¥ — ® can not be Bessel with bound p < %, because

A2 AP
B—z < (ngt) < 2. Thus, Proposition[{.8 can not be used to imply the invertibility
of Mpm,ow

Proposition applies, Proposition [4.7] does not apply:

Example 5.9 Consider ® = (ey,eq,e9,e3,€4,...), m = (1,—1,1,1,1,1,1,...)
and ¥ = (ez,e3 — €1,€9,€3,€4,...). By Exvample[5.8, the invertibility of M, v
follows from Proposition[{.9 Since m s neither positive, nor negative, Proposi-
tion [{.7 does not apply.

Proposition [4.7] applies, Proposition [4.8 does not apply:

Example 5.10 Consider the frame ® = (eq, ey, 3, €9, €3, €3, €4, €4, . . .) with bounds
Agpt = ngt = 2 and the frame ¥ = (61,%61,62,62,63,63,64,64,...). The se-

opt
quence W — & = (0, —161,0 0,0,0,...) is Bessel with Bg,pfq) = i < 2= %,
Take m = (4). Then slﬁf“fg”“ =1<2V2 = W Now the invertibility

of My ew can be concluded by Proposition [{.7 Since the sequence m¥ — ¢ =
(3eq, €1, 3ea, 3ea, 3es, 3e3, 3ey, 3ey, . . .) is Bessel for H with bound Bzfé, o = 18>

Aopt)

Proposition [{.§ can not be applied.

Bopt )
Proposition 4.7 applies, Proposition does not apply:
Example 5.11 Let = (e, e1,ez,¢e3,€4,...), m = (1), ¥ = ((k+ 1)¢,), where

k € (0, %) By Examplel5.8, Proposition[{.9 can not be applied. Again by Example
(5.0, the sequence ¥ — & = (k¢,) is Bessel for H with optimal bound BY g =

t
2 popt (AZf’ )? sup,, |mn| __ 1 Ag)pt ..
k*B," < —%5—. Moreover, - =1< 5z = —2—. Thus, Proposition
o} Bép 7 infy, |mn| 2k gort_pgopt ’
-

[4.7 implies the invertibility of M, ¢ v.
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