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CONTINUOUS FRAME IN HILBERT C∗-MODULES

MOHAMED ROSSAFI1, M’HAMED GHIATI2, MOHAMMED MOUNIANE2∗, FREJ CHOUCHENE3 and SAMIR

KABBAJ4

Abstract. Frame theory is an exciting, dynamic and fast paced subject with applications in numer-

ous fields of mathematics and engineering. In this paper we study Continuous Frame and introduce

Continuous Frame with C∗-valued bounds. Also, we establich some properties.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

The concept of frames in Hilbert spaces has been introduced by Duffin and Schaeffer [10] in 1952

to study some deep problems in nonharmonic Fourier series, after the fundamental paper [8] by

Daubechies, Grossman and Meyer, frame theory began to be widely used, particularly in the more

specialized context of wavelet frames and Gabor frames [12].

Traditionally, frames have been used in signal processing, image processing, data compression, and

sampling theory. A discreet frame is a countable family of elements in a separable Hilbert space which

allows for a stable, not necessarily unique, decomposition of an arbitrary element into an expansion

of the frame elements. The concept of a generalization of frames to a family indexed by some locally

compact space endowed with a Radon measure was proposed by G. Kaiser [14] and independently by

Ali, Antoine and Gazeau [1]. These frames are known as continuous frames. Gabardo and Han in [11]

called these frames associated with measurable spaces, Askari-Hemmat, Dehghan and Radjabalipour

in [4] called them generalized frames and in mathematical physics, they are referred to as coherent

states [1].

A discrete frame in a Hilbert C∗-module H is a sequence {fi}i∈I for which there exist positive

constants A,B > 0 called frame bounds such that

A〈x, x〉 ≤
∑

i∈I

〈x, fi〉〈fi, x〉 ≤ B〈x, x〉, ∀x ∈ H.

Many generalizations of the concept of frame have been defined in Hilbert Spaces and Hilbert C∗-

modules [23, 20, 25, 22, 24, 21].

In this paper, we introduce the notions of Continuous Frame on a Hilbert C∗-Modules over an

unital C∗-algebra which is a generalization of discrete frames, the ∗-Continuous Frame which is a

generalization of ∗-Frame in Hilbert C∗-Modules introduced by A. Alijani, M. Dehghan [2] and we

establish some new results.

The paper is organized as follows, we continue this introductory section we briefly recall the defini-

tions and basic properties of Hilbert C∗-modules. In Section 2, we introduce the Continuous Frame,

the pre-Continuous frame operator and the Continuous frame operator. In Section 3, we introduce
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the ∗-Continuous frame and the ∗-Continuous frame operator. In Section 4, we discuss the stability

problem for Continuous Frame and ∗-Continuous frame. In section 5, we introduce dual ∗-frames and

extend the characterization of dual frames [5] to dual *-frames associated to a given ∗-frame. In the

following we briefly recall the definitions and basic properties of Hilbert C∗-modules. Our reference

for C∗-algebras is [9]. For a C∗-algebra A if a ∈ A is positive we write a ≥ 0 and A+ denotes the cone

of positive elements of A.

Definition 1.1 ([15]). Let A be a unital C∗-algebra and H be a left A-module, such that the linear

structures of A and H are compatible. H is a pre-Hilbert A-module if H is equipped with an A-valued

inner product 〈., .〉 : H ×H → A, such that is sesquilinear, positive definite and respects the module

action. In other words,

1. 〈x, x〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H and 〈x, x〉 = 0 if and only if x = 0.

2. 〈ax+ y, z〉 = a〈x, z〉+ 〈y, z〉 for all a ∈ A and x, y, z ∈ H.

3. 〈x, y〉 = 〈y, x〉∗ for all x, y ∈ H.

For x ∈ H, we define ‖x‖ = ‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 . If H is complete with ‖ · ‖, it is called a Hilbert A-module

or a Hilbert C∗-module over A. For every a in C∗-algebra A, we have | a |= (a∗a)
1

2 and the A-valued

norm on H is defined by | x |= 〈x, x〉 1

2 for x ∈ H.

Let H and K be two Hilbert A-modules. A map T : H → K is said to be adjointable if there exists

a map T ∗ : K → H such that 〈Tx, y〉A = 〈x, T ∗y〉A for all x ∈ H and y ∈ K.

We also reserve the notation End∗A(H,K) for the set of all adjointable operators from H to K and

End∗A(H,H) is abbreviated to End∗A(H).

The following lemmas will be used to prove our main results.

Lemma 1.2 ([18]). Let H be Hilbert A-module. If T ∈ End∗A(H), then

〈Tx, Tx〉 ≤ ‖T ‖2〈x, x〉, x ∈ H.

Lemma 1.3 ([3]). Let H and K two Hilbert A-modules and T ∈ End∗(H,K). So the following

statements are equivalent:

(i) T is surjective.

(ii) T ∗ is bounded below with respect to norm, i.e., there is m > 0 such that m‖x‖ ≤ ‖T ∗x‖ for all

x ∈ K.

(iii) T ∗ is bounded below with respect to the inner product, i.e., there is m′ > 0 such that m′〈x, x〉 ≤
〈T ∗x, T ∗x〉 for all x ∈ K.

Lemma 1.4 ([2]). Let H and K two Hilbert A-modules and T ∈ End∗(H,K). Then:

(i) If T is injective and T has a closed range, then the adjointable map T ∗T is invertible and

‖(T ∗T )−1‖−1 ≤ T ∗T ≤ ‖T ‖2.

(ii) If T is surjective, then the adjointable map TT ∗ is invertible and

‖(TT ∗)−1‖−1 ≤ TT ∗ ≤ ‖T ‖2.
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Lemma 1.5 ([28]). Let (Ω,µ) be a measure space, X and Y are tow Banach spaces, λ : X → Y be a

bounded linear operator and f : Ω → Y measurable function, then

λ(

∫

Ω

fdµ) =

∫

Ω

(λf)dµ.

Lemma 1.6 ([27]). Let T ∈ End∗A(H,K) be a bounded operator with closed range R(T ). Then there

exists a bounded operator T † ∈ End∗A(K,H) for which

TT †x = x, x ∈ R(T ).

Proposition 1.7 ([17]). If ϕ : A −→ B is a ∗-homomorphism between C∗-algebras, then ϕ has the

following properties.

(1) ϕ(1) = 1.

(2) If a is invertible, then so is ϕ(a), and ϕ
(

a−1
)

= ϕ(a)−1.

(3) The ∗-homomorphism ϕ is positive and increasing, that is, ϕ (A+) ⊆ B+, and if a1 ≤ a2, then

ϕ (a1) ≤ ϕ (a2).

(4) For a ∈ A, we have σ(ϕ(a)) ⊆ σ(a), and if ϕ is injective, then σ(ϕ(a)) = σ(a).

(5) If a is strictly positive, then so is ϕ(a).

2. Continuous Frame in Hilbert C∗-modules over a unital C∗-algebra

Let X be a Banach space, (Ω, µ) a measure space and a measurable function f : Ω → X . Integral of

the Banach-valued function f has been defined by Bochner and others. Most properties of this integral

are similar to those of the integral of real-valued functions. Because every C∗-algebra and Hilbert

C∗-module is a Banach space thus we can use this integral and its properties.

Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space, we define

L2(Ω,A) =

{

ϕ : Ω → A :

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

ϕ(ω)ϕ(ω)∗dµ(ω)

∥

∥

∥

∥

<∞
}

.

For any ϕ, ψ ∈ L2(Ω,A), if the A-valued inner product is defined by

〈ϕ, ψ〉 =
∫

Ω

ϕ(ω)ψ(ω)∗dµ(w),

the norm is defined by ‖ϕ‖ = ‖〈ϕ, ϕ〉‖ 1

2 , then L2(Ω,A) is a Hilbert C∗-module [7].

The following definition generalize the Definition 2.1. in [19] to the context of Hilbert C∗-module.

Definition 2.1. Let H be a Hilbert A-module and (Ω, µ) a measure space. A mapping F : Ω → H is

called a continuous frame with respect to (Ω, µ), if

(1) for all x ∈ H, w → 〈x, Fw〉 is a measurable function on Ω,

(2) there exist constants A,B > 0 such that

A〈x, x〉 ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉, ∀x ∈ H. (2.1)

The constants A and B are called continuous frame bounds. If A = B we call this continuous frame

a continuous tight frame, and if A = B = 1 it is called a Parseval continuous frame. If only the

right-hand inequality of (2.1) is satisfied, we call F : Ω → H a continuous Bessel mapping with Bessel

bound B.
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Example 2.2. Let A be the C∗-algebra M2,2(C) and H be the Hilbert M2,2(C)-module M2,2(C).

Let (Ω, µ) = ([0, 1], dλ) where dλ is the measure of Lebesgue,

define F : Ω → H by Fw =

[

w 0

0 w

]

.

So
∫

Ω

〈T, Fw〉〈Fw , T 〉dλ =

∫ 1

0

TF ∗
wFwT

∗dλ =

∫ 1

0

w2TT ∗dλ =
1

3
TT ∗ =

1

3
〈T, T 〉.

Then F is a tight continuous frame for H with respect to ([0, 1], dλ).

Suppose that F is a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). The operator TF : H →
L2(Ω,A) defined by TFx(ω) = 〈x, Fω〉, ω ∈ Ω, is called the analysis operator. TF is adjointable and

T ∗
F : L2(Ω,A) → H is given by T ∗

Fϕ =
∫

Ω
ϕ(ω)Fωdµ(ω), is called the synthesis operator.

Proposition 2.3. Let F be a continuous frame with respect to (Ω, µ) for H with bounds A,B and let

T : H → K be a bounded operator with a closed range RT . Then TF is a continuous frame for RT

with the bounds A‖T †‖−2, B‖T ‖2.

Proof. It is clear that w → V F (w) is measurable for all f ∈ H. We may assume that T is onto. If

x ∈ K, then
∫

Ω

〈x, TFw〉〈TFw, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈Tx, Tx〉 ≤ B‖T ‖2〈x, x〉.

which proves that TFw is Bessel. For the lower frame condition, let f ∈ K. Then

‖x‖≤ ‖T †‖‖T ∗x‖

and
∫

Ω

〈x, TFw〉〈TFw, x〉dµ(w) ≥ A〈T ∗x, T ∗x〉 ≥ A‖T †‖−2〈x, x〉,

which gives the result. �

Corollary 2.4. If F is a continuous frame with respect to (Ω, µ) for H with bounds A,B and T : H →
K is a bounded surjective operator, then TF is a continuous frame with respect to (Ω, µ) for K with

the bounds A‖T †‖−2, B‖T ‖2.

Theorem 2.5. Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space and let Fw be a Bessel mapping from Ω to H. Then the

operator TF : L2(Ω, µ) → H weakly defined by

〈TFϕ, x〉 =
∫

Ω

ϕ(w)〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w), x ∈ H.

is well defined, linear, bounded, and its adjoint is given by

T ∗
F : H → L2(Ω, µ), (T ∗

Fx)(w) = 〈x, Fw〉, w ∈ Ω.

The operator TF is called a pre-frame operator or synthesis operator and T ∗
F is called an analysis op-

erator of F .

Proof. The proof is straightforward. �

The converse of Theorem 2.5 holds when µ is a finite measure.
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Definition 2.6. Let F be a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). We define the frame

operator S : H → H by

Sx = T ∗
FTFx =

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w), ∀x ∈ H.

Theorem 2.7. The frame operator S is positive, self-adjoint and invertible.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ H, we have

〈Sx, y〉 =
〈

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w), y
〉

=

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , y〉dµ(w)

=
〈

x,

∫

Ω

〈y, Fw〉Fwdµ(w)
〉

= 〈x, Sy〉,

so the operator S is self-adjoint.

Let x ∈ H, by the definition of a continuous frame for H we have

A〈x, x〉 ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉.

So

A〈x, x〉 ≤ 〈Sx, x〉 ≤ B〈x, x〉. (2.2)

Thus S is positive and invertible. �

Proposition 2.8. Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space, where µ is a σ -finite measure and let F : Ω → H be

a measurable function. If the mapping TF : L2(Ω, µ) → H defined by

〈TFϕ, h〉 =
∫

Ω

ϕ(w)〈Fwx, h〉dµ(w), h ∈ L2(Ω, µ)

is a bounded operator, then F is Bessel.

Proof. By Theorem 2.5, we have

(T ∗h)(w) = 〈h, F 〉.
Hence, for each h ∈ H,

∫

Ω

〈h, Fw〉〈Fw , h〉dµ(w) = ‖Th‖2≤ ‖h‖2‖T ‖2.

�

Theorem 2.9. Let (Ω, µ) be a measure space where µ is a σ finite measure. The mapping F :→ H is

a continuous frame with to (Ω, µ) for H if and only if the operator TF as defined in Theorem 2.5 is a

bounded and onto operator.

Proof. Let F be a continuous frame. Then, by Theorem 2.5, TF is bounded and

T ∗
F : H → L2(Ω, µ), (T ∗

Fx)(w) = 〈x, Fw〉, w ∈ Ω.

Hence, for each x ∈ H
‖T ∗

Fx‖2=
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
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is one to one and so TF is onto. Conversely, let T ∗
F be a bounded and onto operator. Then, there exists

a bounded operator T †
F such that TFT

†
Fx = x for all x ∈ H. Since TF is bounded, by Proposition 2.8,

F is Bessel and

‖T ∗
Fx‖2=

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w) x ∈ H.

‖x‖2≤ ‖T ∗
Fx‖2‖T †

F‖2, x ∈ H.

‖T †
F ‖−2‖x‖2≤

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w), x ∈ H.

�

Theorem 2.10. Let F be a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ) with the frame operator S.

Let V ∈ End∗A(H,K) be a surjective operator. Then V F is a continuous frame for K with the frame

operator V SV ∗.

Proof. The mapping V F : Ω → K is measurable. Therefore,

A〈V ∗x, V ∗x〉 ≤
∫

Ω

〈V ∗x, Fw〉〈Fw , V
∗x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈V ∗x, V ∗x〉, ∀x ∈ K.

So

A‖(V V ∗)−1‖−1〈x, x〉 ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, V Fw〉〈V Fw, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B‖V ‖2〈x, x〉, ∀x ∈ K.

Then V F is a continuous frame for K. Moreover,

V SV ∗x = V

∫

Ω

〈V ∗x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w) =

∫

Ω

〈x, V Fw〉V Fwdµ(w), ∀x ∈ K.

Then V SV ∗ is the frame operator of the continuous frame V F . �

Corollary 2.11. Let F be a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ) with the frame operator S.

Then S− 1

2F is a Parseval continuous frame for H.

Proof. Result the next theorem by taking V = S− 1

2 . �

3. ∗-Continuous frame in Hilbert C∗-modules over a unital C∗-algebra

Definition 3.1. Let H be a Hilbert A-module and (Ω, µ) a measure space. A mapping F : Ω → H is

called a ∗-continuous frame with respect to (Ω, µ), if

1. for all x ∈ H, w → 〈x, Fw〉 is a measurable function on Ω,

2. there exist two strictly nonzero elements A,B in A such that

A〈x, x〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H. (3.1)

The elements A and B are called ∗-continuous frame bounds. If A = B we call this ∗-continuous frame

a tight ∗-continuous frame, and if A = B = 1A it is called a Parseval ∗-continuous frame. If only

the right-hand inequality of (3.3) is satisfied, we call F : Ω → H a ∗-continuous Bessel mapping with

∗-Bessel bound B.

Remark 3.2. The set of all continuous frame can be considered as a subset of ∗-continuous frame.
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Example 3.3. Let A be the C∗-algebra

{[

a 0

0 b

]

: a, b ∈ C

}

, then A is a Hilbert C∗-module over

itself.

Define F : Ω → A by Fw =

[

w 0

0 w + 1

]

.

So
∫

Ω

〈T, Fw〉〈Fw , T 〉dλ =

∫ 1

0

TF ∗
wFwT

∗dλ

=

[

a 0

0 b

]

∫ 1

0

[

w2 0

0 (w + 1)2

]

dλ

[

ā 0

0 b̄

]

=

[

a 0

0 b

][

1
3 0

0 7
3

][

ā 0

0 b̄

]

=





1√
3

0

0
√

7
3





[

|a|2 0

0 |b|2

]





1√
3

0

0
√

7
3



 .

Hence

[

1√
3

0

0 1√
3

]

〈T, T 〉
[

1√
3

0

0 1√
3

]

≤
∫

Ω

〈T, Fw〉〈Fw, T 〉dλ ≤





√

7
3 0

0
√

7
3



 〈T, T 〉





√

7
3 0

0
√

7
3



 .

Then F is a ∗-continuous frame for A with respect to ([0, 1], dλ), with bounds

[

1√
3

0

0 1√
3

]

and





√

7
3 0

0
√

7
3



.

Suppose that F is a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). The operator TF : H →
L2(Ω,A) defined by TFx(ω) = 〈x, Fω〉, ω ∈ Ω, is called the analysis operator. TF is adjointable and

T ∗
F : L2(Ω,A) → H is given by T ∗

Fϕ =
∫

Ω ϕ(ω)Fωdµ(ω), is called the synthesis operator.

Definition 3.4. Let F be a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). We define the frame

operator S : H → H by Sx = T ∗
FTFx =

∫

Ω〈x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w), ∀x ∈ H.

Theorem 3.5. The ∗-continuous frame operator S is bounded, positive, self-adjoint and invertible.

Proof. Let x, y ∈ H, we have

〈Sx, y〉 =
〈

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w), y
〉

=

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , y〉dµ(w)

=
〈

x,

∫

Ω

〈y, Fw〉Fwdµ(w)
〉

= 〈x, Sy〉,

so the operator S is self-adjoint.



8 M. ROSSAFI, M. GHIATI, M. MOUNIANE, F. CHOUCHENE, S. KABBAJ

Let x ∈ H, by the definition of a ∗-continuous frame for H we have

A〈x, x〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗.

So

A〈x, x〉A∗ ≤ 〈Sx, x〉 ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗. (3.2)

Thus S is positive, and by inequality (3.2) and Theorem 2.5 in [16] S is invertible. �

Lemma 3.6. Fw is a ∗-continuous Bessel family for Hilbert C∗-module H with respect to (Ω, µ), if

and only if there exists constant α ≥ 0, such that S ≥ αα∗, where S is the ∗-frame operator of Fw.

Proof. The family Fw is a ∗-continuous Bessel for Hilbert C∗-module H with bound B if and only if
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H.

That is
∫

Ω

〈〈x, Fwx〉Fwx, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H,
so

〈
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉Fwx, x〉 ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H.
so

α〈x, x〉α∗ ≤ 〈Sx, x〉 ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H,
where S is the ∗-continuous frame operator of (Fw)w∈Ω.

Therefore, the conclusion holds. �

Theorem 3.7. Let Fw be a ∗-continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H with ∗-continuous frame

operator S and lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds
√
A and

√
B, respectively. Suppose that is

a strictly positive element in A. Then the sequence {αFw : w ∈ Ω} is a ∗-continuous frame for H with

∗-continuous frame operator | α |2S and lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds α)
√
A and α

√
B,

respectively.

Proof. For x ∈ H, we have
∫

Ω

〈x, αFw〉〈αFw , x〉dµ(w) =| α |
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw, x〉dµ(w), x ∈ H.

Therefore αFw : w ∈ Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for H with lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds

α
√
A and α

√
B, respectively. If Sα is ∗-continuous frame operator then

Sαx =

∫

Ω

〈x, αFw〉αFwdµ(w) = α

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w) = αSαx, x ∈ H.

�

Theorem 3.8. Let Fw be a ∗-continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H with ∗-continuous frame

operator S and lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds A and B, respectively. in the center of A.

Suppose that f is an element in H such that〈F, F 〉 is an invertible element in the center of A. Then the

sequence {〈Fw, F 〉 : w ∈ Ω} is a ∗-continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H A with lower and upper

∗-continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H frame bounds A
√

〈F, F 〉 and B
√

〈F, F 〉, respectively. And
its ∗-continuous operator is SFa = 〈SF, F 〉 for a ∈ A.
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Proof. For a ∈ A, by the definition of ∗-continuous frame

aA〈x, x〉A∗a∗ ≤ a

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)a∗ ≤ aB〈x, x〉B∗a∗, ∀x ∈ H, (3.3)

and we have
∫

Ω

〈x, 〈Fw , x〉〉〈〈Fw , x〉, a〉dµ(w) = a

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw, x〉dµ(w)a∗ .

�

Theorem 3.9. Let Fw be a ∗-continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H with ∗-continuous frame

operator S and lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds A and B, respectively. Then S is positive,

invertible and adjointable. Also, the following inequality ‖A−1‖−2〈x, x〉 ≤ 〈Sx, x〉 ≤ ‖B‖−2〈x, x〉B∗

holds, and the reconstruction formula F =
∫

Ω〈F, S−1Fw〉Fwdµ(w), ∀F ∈ H. Moreover {Fw : w ∈ Ω}
is a set of module generators of H.

Proof. The definition of ∗-continuous frames concludes that

〈x, x〉 ≤ A−1〈Sx, x〉(A∗)−1and〈Sx, x〉 ≤ B−1〈Sx, x〉(B∗)−1

and then

‖A−1‖−2‖x‖−2≤ ‖〈Sx, x〉‖≤ ‖B‖2‖x‖2.

If we take supremum on all f ∈ H, where ‖f‖≤ 1, then ‖A−1‖−2≤ ‖S‖≤ ‖B‖2. The reconstruction

formula concludes by the invertibility of S similar to ordinary frames. �

Theorem 3.10. Let {Fww ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frames for H with respect to (Ω, µ). with bounds

A, B. Let T ∈ End∗A(H) be invertible then {FwT }ω∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frames.

Proof. We have for all x ∈ H, Tx ∈ H,

A〈Tx, Tx〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈Tx, FwTx〉〈FwTx, Tx〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈Tx, Tx〉B∗

≤ B‖T ‖2〈x, x〉B∗

≤ (B‖T ‖)〈x, x〉(B‖T ‖)∗.

On other hand, T is invertible then, there exist 0 ≤ m such that

m〈x, x〉m∗ ≤ 〈Tx, Tx〉.

So,

(Am)〈x, x〉(Am)∗ ≤ A〈Tx, Tx〉A∗

then

(Am)〈x, x〉(Am)∗ ≤
∫

Ω

TT ∗〈x, FwTx〉〈FwTx, x〉dµ(w) ≤ (B‖T ‖)〈x, x〉(B‖T ‖)∗

this show that {FwT }ω∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frames. �

Theorem 3.11. Let F be a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ) with the ∗-frame operator

S. Let V ∈ End∗A(H,K) be a surjective operator. Then V F is a ∗-continuous frame for K with the

∗-frame operator V SV ∗.



10 M. ROSSAFI, M. GHIATI, M. MOUNIANE, F. CHOUCHENE, S. KABBAJ

Proof. The mapping V F : Ω → K is measurable.

Therefore,

A〈V ∗x, V ∗x〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈V ∗x, Fw〉〈Fw, V
∗x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈V ∗x, V ∗x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ K.

So

A‖(V V ∗)−1‖−1〈x, x〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, V Fw〉〈V Fw , x〉dµ(w) ≤ B‖V ‖2〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ K.

Then V F is a ∗-continuous frame for K.

Moreover,

V SV ∗x = V

∫

Ω

〈V ∗x, Fw〉Fwdµ(w) =

∫

Ω

〈x, V Fw〉V Fwdµ(w), ∀x ∈ K.

Then V SV ∗ is the ∗-frame operator of the ∗-continuous frame V F . �

Corollary 3.12. Let F be a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ) with the frame operator

S. Then S− 1

2F is a Parseval ∗-continuous frame for H.

Proof. Result the next theorem by taking V = S− 1

2 . �

In the following we study ∗-continuous frames in two Hilbert C∗-modules with different C∗-algebras.

Theorem 3.13. Let Fw ∈ H be a ∗-continuous frame for H with lower and upper ∗-frame bounds A

and B, respectively. The ∗-frame transform or pre -∗- frame operator TF : H → L2(Ω,A) defined by

{T (Fw) = 〈x, Fw〉;w ∈ Ω} is an injective and closed range adjointable A-module map and ‖T ‖≤ ‖B‖.
The adjoint operator T ∗ is surjective and it is given by T ∗(ew) = Fw for w ∈ Ω where {ew : w ∈ Ω} is

the standard basis for L2(Ω,A).

Proof. By the definition of norm in L2(Ω,A),

‖TFw‖2=
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ H.

This inequality implies that T is well defined and ‖T ‖≤ ‖B‖. Clearly, T is a linear A- module map.

We now show that RT is closed. Let {TFn : n ∈ N} be a sequence in RT such that TFn → g as n→ ∞
we have

A〈Fn − Fm, Fn − Fm〉A∗ ≤ ‖Fn − Fm‖2.
Since, {TFn : n ∈ N} is a cauchy sequence in L2(Ω,A),

‖A〈Fn − Fm, Fn − Fm〉A∗‖→ 0. Note as n,m→ ∞, that for n,m ∈ N,

‖〈Fn − Fm, Fn − Fm〉‖≤ ‖AA−1〈Fn − Fm, Fn − Fm〉A∗(A∗)−1‖≤ ‖A−1‖2‖A(Fn − Fm)A∗‖2.

Therefore the sequence {Fn : n ∈ N} is a cauchy sequence in H and hence there exists F ∈ H such

that TFn → g as n→ ∞.

Again by the definition of ∗-continuous frame for H, we obtain

‖T (Fn − F )‖≤ ‖B‖2‖(Fn − F )‖

Thus ‖T (Fn − F ) → 0 as n → ∞ implies that TF = g. It concludes that RT is closed. In order to

show that T is injective, suppose that F ∈ H and TF = 0.

‖〈F, F 〉‖≤ ‖AA−1〈F, F 〉A∗(A∗)−1‖≤ ‖A−1‖2‖TF‖2.
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Thus F = 0 and T is injective. To determine the adjoint operator T ∗, consider the equalities

〈TF, ek〉 = 〈{〈F, Fw〉}w, ek〉 = 〈F, Fk〉

for all k ∈ Ω and F ∈ H.

Now, given F ∈ H and {aw ∈ L2(Ω,A) : w ∈ Ω}, we have

〈aw, TF 〉 =
∫

Ω

aw〈F, Fw〉∗dµ(w)

= 〈
∫

Ω

awFwdµ(w), F 〉.

This implies that
∫

Ω awFwdµ(w) converges in H and for every {aw ∈ L2(Ω,A) : w ∈ Ω}. By injectivity

of T , the operator T ∗ has closed range and RT = H, which completes the proof. �

Theorem 3.14. Let (H,A, 〈., .〉A) and (H,B, 〈., .〉B) be two Hilbert C∗-modules, φ : A → B be a

∗-homomorphism and θ be an adjointable map on H such that 〈θx, θy〉B = φ(〈x, y〉A) for all x, y ∈ H.

Also, suppose that {Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,A, 〈., .〉A) with ∗-continuous frame operator

SA and lower and upper bounds A, B respectively. If θ is surjective and θFw = Fwθ for all w ∈ Ω, then

{Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,B, 〈., .〉B) with ∗-continuous frame operator SB and lower and

upper bounds φ(A) and φ(B), respectively, and 〈SBθx, θy〉B = φ(〈SAx, y〉A).

Proof. Let y ∈ H. Since θ is surjective, there exists x ∈ H such that θx = y, and {Fw}w∈Ω is a

∗-continuous frame for H we have

A〈x, x〉AA∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉A〈Fwx, x〉Adµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉AB∗.

Thus

φ(A〈x, x〉AA∗) ≤ φ
(

∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉A〈Fwx, x〉Adµ(w)
)

≤ φ(B〈x, x〉AB∗).

By definition of ∗-homomorphism, we have

φ(A)φ(〈x, x〉A)φ(A∗) ≤
∫

Ω

φ
(

〈x, Fwx〉A〈Fwx, x〉A
)

dµ(w) ≤ φ(B)φ(〈x, x〉A)φ(B∗).

By the relation betwen θ and φ, we get

φ(A)〈y, y〉Bφ(A)∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈y, Fwy〉B〈Fwy, y〉Bdµ(w) ≤ φ(B)〈y, y〉Bφ(B)∗.

On the other hand, we have

φ(〈SAx, y〉A) = φ(〈
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉Fwxdµ(w), y〉A)

=

∫

Ω

φ(〈x, Fwx〉A〈Fwx, y〉A)dµ(w)

=

∫

Ω

〈θx, Fwθx〉B〈Fwθx, θy〉Bdµ(w)

= 〈
∫

Ω

〈θx, Fwθx〉Fwθx, θy〉Bdµ(w), θ

= 〈SBθx, θy〉B.

This completes the proof. �
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Theorem 3.15. Let (H,A, 〈·, ·〉A) and (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B) be two Hilbert C∗-modules and let ϕ : A −→ B
be a ∗-homomorphism and θ be a map on H such that 〈θx, θy〉B = ϕ (〈x, y〉A) for all x, y ∈ H. Also,

suppose that Fw is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,A, 〈·, ·〉A) with ∗-continuous frame operator SA and

lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds α1, α2, respectively. If θ is surjective, then {θFw}w∈Ω

is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B) with ∗-continuous frame operator SB and lower and upper

continuous frame bounds ϕ (α1) , ϕ (α2), respectively, and

〈SBθx, θy〉B = ϕ (〈SAx, y〉A) , ∀x ∈ H. (3.4)

Moreover, the map θ is surjective if the following conditions are valid.

(1) ϕ is surjective;

(2) {θFw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for H;

(3) θ(ax) = ϕ(a)θx, for all a ∈ A, x ∈ H.

Proof. Assume that θ is surjective. Using Proposition 1.7, we have that
∫

Ω

〈θx, θFw〉B 〈θFw , θx〉B dµ(w) =
∫

Ω

ϕ (〈x, Fw〉A 〈Fw, x〉A) dµ(w)

≤ ϕ (α2〈x, x〉Aα∗
2) = ϕ (α2) 〈θx, θx〉Bϕ (α2)

∗
, ∀x ∈ H,

and ϕ (α2) is a strictly nonzero element of B. Then the sequence {θFw}w∈Ω has upper ∗-continuous
frame bound ϕ (α2). Similarly, ϕ (α1) is a lower ∗-continuous frame bound for {θFw}w∈Ω and then

{θFw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B). The equation (3.4) follows from
∫

Ω

〈θx, θFw〉B 〈θFw , θy〉B dµ(w) = ϕ

(
∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉A 〈Fw, y〉A
)

dµ(w), ∀x, y ∈ H.

For the rest of the proof, let ϕ be surjective and θ(ax) = ϕ(a)θx, for all a ∈ A and x ∈ H. By applying

the reconstruction formula for ∗-continuous frame {θFw}w∈ω, we have y =
∫

Ω

〈

y, S−1
B θFw

〉

B θFwdµ(w)

for y ∈ H. Since ϕ is surjective, ϕ (aw) =
〈

y, S−1
B θFw

〉

B for some aw ∈ A and for all w ∈ ω.

Observe that y =
∫

Ω
ϕ (aw) θFwdµ(w) =

∫

Ω
θ (awFw) dµ(w) = θ

(∫

Ω
awFwdµ(w)

)

. This shows that θ

is surjective and the proof is complete. �

Corollary 3.16. Let A,B,H, {Fw}w∈Ω and ϕ be as in Theorem 3.15. Also, let θ be a B-module map

on H such that ϕ (〈x, y〉A) = 〈θx, θy〉B. Then θ is surjective if and only if {θFw}w∈Ω is a ∗- continuous
frame for (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B).

Proof. Proof of the ’if part’ is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.15. For the converse, since θ is

B-module map, g =
∫

Ω

〈

g, S−1
B θFw

〉

B θFwdµ(w) = θ
(∫

Ω

〈

g, S−1
B θFw

〉

B Fwdµ(w)
)

, for g ∈ H, and it

completes the proof. �

Proposition 3.17. Let A,B and H be the same in Theorem 3.15. If ϕ is a ∗-isomorphism and θ

is surjective map on H such that ϕ (〈f, g〉A) = 〈θf, θg〉B, then the set of all ∗-continuous frames for

(H,B, 〈·, ·〉B) is precisely {θFw}w∈Ω where {Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,A, 〈·, ·〉A).

Proof. Theorem 3.15 concludes that the sequence {θFw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B)
if {Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for (H,A, 〈·, ·〉A). Now, assume that {gw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous
frame for (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B) with lower and upper ∗-continuous frame bounds β1 and β2. By the properties
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of θ, and Proposition 1.7, there exist the sequence {Fw}w∈Ω in H and two elements α1, α2 in A such

that gw = θFw for w ∈ Ω, ϕ (α1) = β1, and ϕ (α2) = β2. The elements α1 and α2 are strictly nonzero

by Proposition 1.7. Using the definition of the ∗-continuous frame {gw}w∈Ω, we have

ϕ

(
∫

Ω

〈f, Fw〉A 〈Fw, f〉A dµ(w)
)

=

∫

Ω

〈θf, θFw〉B 〈θFw , θf〉B dµ(w)

≤ β2〈θf, θf〉Bβ∗
2 = ϕ (α2〈f, f〉Aα∗

2) , ∀f ∈ H.

We apply Proposition 1.7 again,
∫

Ω 〈f, Fw〉A 〈Fw, f〉A dµ(w) ≤ α2〈f, f〉Aα∗
2, for f ∈ H. Similarly, α1

is a lower ∗-frame bound for {Fw}w∈Ω. This shows that every ∗-frame in (H,B, 〈·, ·〉B) is obtained by

the action of θ on a ∗-continuous frame in (H,A, 〈·, ·〉A). �

Proposition 3.18. Let ϕ : A −→ B be a ∗isomorphism. The set of all of ∗-continuous frames for the

Hilbert B-module B is precisely {ϕ (aw)}w∈Ω, where {aw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for the Hilbert

A-module A. Moreover, if SA and SB are ∗-continuous frame operators for {aw}w∈Ω and {ϕ (aw)}w∈Ω,

respectively, then ϕoSA = SB ◦ ϕ.

Proof. For a sequence {aw}w∈Ω in A, we have

∫

Ω

〈ϕ(a), ϕ (aw)〉B 〈ϕ (aw) , ϕ(a)〉B dµ(w) = ϕ

(
∫

Ω

〈a, aw〉A 〈aw, a〉A dµ(w)
)

, ∀a ∈ A. (3.5)

Proposition 1.7 and the above equalities imply that {ϕ (aw)}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for B if

{aw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for A. Now, suppose {bw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for B. Since

ϕ is surjective, there exists a sequence {aw}w∈Ω in A such that bw = ϕ (aw) for w ∈ Ω. Also, applying

Proposition 1.7 and (3.5), we obtain that {aw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for A. For the rest of

the proof, let SA and SB be ∗-frame operators for {aw}w∈Ω and {ϕ (aw)}w∈Ω, respectively. Then

ϕSA(a) = ϕ
(∫

Ω
aa∗waw

)

= SBϕ(a), for all a ∈ A, and ϕoSA = SBoϕ. �

Theorem 3.19. Let {Fw : w ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frame for H with lower and upper bounds A

and B, respectively. Let θ ∈ End∗A(H) be injective and have a closed range. Then {θFw}w∈Ω is a

∗-continuous frame for H.

Proof. {Fw : w ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frame for H.

We have

A〈x, x〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈x, x〉B∗, ∀x ∈ U.

Then for each x ∈ H
∫

Ω

〈θx, θFwx〉〈θFwx, θx〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈θx, θx〉B∗ ≤ ‖θ‖2B〈x, x〉B∗ ≤ (‖θ‖B)〈x, x〉(‖θ‖B)∗. (3.6)

By Lemma 1.4, we have for each x ∈ H

‖(θ∗θ)−1‖−1〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉 ≤ 〈θx, θFwx〉〈θFwx, θx〉

and ‖θ−1‖−2 ≤ ‖(θ∗θ)−1‖−1. Thus

‖θ−1‖−1A〈x, x〉(‖θ−1‖−1A)∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈θx, θFwx〉〈θFwx, θx〉dµ(w). (3.7)
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From (3.6) and (3.7), we have for each x ∈ H

‖θ−1‖−1A〈x, x〉(‖θ−1‖−1A)∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈θx, θFwx〉〈θFwx, θx〉dµ(w)

≤ ‖θ‖2B〈x, x〉B∗

≤ (‖θ‖B)〈x, x〉(‖θ‖B)∗.

We conclude that {θFw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for U . �

Theorem 3.20. Let {Fw : w ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frame for H with lower and upper bounds A and

B, respectively, and with ∗-continuous frame operator S. Let θ ∈ End∗A(H) be injective and have a

closed range. Then {Fwθ : w ∈ Ω} is a ∗-continuous frame for H.

Proof. We have

A〈θx, θx〉A∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈θx, Fwθx〉〈Fwθx, θx〉dµ(w) ≤ B〈θx, θx〉B∗ , ∀x ∈ U. (3.8)

Using Lemma 1.4, we have ‖(θ∗θ)−1‖−1〈x, x〉 ≤ 〈θx, θx〉, ∀x ∈ U . That is, ‖θ−1‖−2 ≤ ‖(θ∗θ)−1‖−1.

This implies

‖θ−1‖−1A〈x, x〉(‖θ−1‖−1A)∗ ≤ A〈θx, θx〉A∗, ∀x ∈ U. (3.9)

And we know that 〈θx, θx〉 ≤ ‖θ‖2〈x, x〉, ∀x ∈ U . This implies that

B〈θx, θx〉B∗ ≤ ‖θ‖B〈x, x〉(‖θ‖B)∗, ∀x ∈ U. (3.10)

Using (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10), we have

‖θ−1‖−1A〈x, x〉(‖θ−1‖−1A)∗ ≤
∫

Ω

〈θx, Fwθx〉〈Fwθx, θx〉dµ(w) ≤ B‖θ‖〈x, x〉(B‖θ‖)∗, ∀x ∈ U. (3.11)

So {Fwθ : w ∈ Ω} is a ∗-continuous frame for H. �

Corollary 3.21. Let Fw be a ∗-continuous frame for H, with ∗-continuous frame operator S. Then

FwS
−1 is a ∗-continuous frame for H.

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 3.20 by taking θ = S−1. �

4. The stability problem

The question of stability plays an important role in various fields of applied mathematics. The

classical theorem of the stability of a base is due to Paley and Wiener. It is based on the fact that a

bounded operator T on a Banach space is invertible if ‖I − T ‖ < 1.

Theorem 4.1 ([26]). Let {fi}i∈N be a basis of a Banach space X, and {gi}i∈N a sequence of vectors

in X. If there exists a constant λ ∈ [0, 1) such that
∥

∥

∥

∑

i∈N

ci(fi − gi)
∥

∥

∥
≤ λ

∥

∥

∥

∑

i∈N

cifi

∥

∥

∥

for all finite sequence {ci}i∈N of scalars, then {gi}i∈N is also a basis for X.

Theorem 4.2. Let F be a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). Let G : Ω → H be a mapping

such that for all x ∈ H, w → 〈x,Gw〉 is a measurable function on Ω. Then the following are equivalent:
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1. G is a continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ).

2. There exists a constant M > 0, such that for any x ∈ H, one has

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤M min

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

)

. (4.1)

Proof. 1. ⇒ 2. Suppose that G is a Continuous frame for H with lower and upper bounds C and D,

respectively. Then for any x ∈ H, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
∥

∥TFx− TGx
∥

∥

≤
∥

∥TFx
∥

∥+
∥

∥TGx
∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
√
B‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
√

B

C

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=

(

√

B

C
+ 1

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.

Similary, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
(

√

D

A
+ 1

)
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.

Let M = min

{

(

√

B
C
+ 1

)2

,

(

√

D
A
+ 1

)2
}

, then the inequality (4.1) holds.

2.⇒ 1. Suppose that the inequality (4.1) holds. For any x ∈ H, we have

√
A‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 ≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤M
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
(

1 +M
1

2

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.
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Also we obtain

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤M
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
(

1 +M
1

2

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
(

1 +M
1

2

)
√
B‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 .

So G is a continuous frame for H. �

Theorem 4.3. Let F be a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ). Let G : Ω → H be a

mapping such that for all x ∈ H, w → 〈x,Gw〉 is a measurable function on Ω. Then the following are

equivalent:

1. G is a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ).

2. There exists a constant M > 0, such that for any x ∈ H, one has

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤M min

(
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

)

. (4.2)

Proof. 1.⇒ 2. Suppose that G is a ∗-continuous frame for H with lower and upper bounds C and D,

respectively. Then for any x ∈ H, we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
∥

∥TFx− TGx
∥

∥

≤
∥

∥TFx
∥

∥+
∥

∥TGx
∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤ ‖B‖‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 +

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤ ‖B‖‖C−1‖
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=

(

‖B‖‖C−1‖+ 1

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.

Similary we have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
(

‖D‖‖A−1‖+ 1

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.

Let M = min

{

(

‖B‖‖C−1‖+ 1

)2

,

(

‖D‖‖A−1‖+ 1

)2
}

, then the inequality (4.2) holds.
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2.⇒ 1. Suppose that the inequality (4.2) holds. For any x ∈ H, we have

‖A−1‖−1‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 ≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤M
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
(

1 +M
1

2

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

.

Also we obtain

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Gw〉〈Gw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw −Gw〉〈Fw −Gw, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤M
1

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

=
(

1 +M
1

2

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fw〉〈Fw , x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤
(

1 +M
1

2

)

‖B‖‖〈x, x〉‖ 1

2 .

So G is a ∗-continuous frame for H. �

Theorem 4.4. Let {Fw}w∈Ω be a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ), and with bounds A

and B. If {Γw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous Bessel sequence with bound E such that ‖A−1‖−1 ≥ ‖E‖, then
{Γw + Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for H with respect to (Ω, µ).

Proof. Let x ∈ H. Then we have

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, (Fw + Γw)x〉〈(Fw + Γw)x, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

= ‖{(Fw + Γw)}w∈Ω‖

≤ ‖{Fwx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{Γwx}w∈Ω‖

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Γwx〉〈Γwx, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≤ ‖B〈x, x〉B∗‖ 1

2 + ‖E〈x, x〉E∗‖ 1

2

≤ ‖B‖‖x‖+ ‖E‖‖x‖

≤
(

‖B‖+ ‖E‖
)

‖x‖.

Thus
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, (Fw + Γw)x〉〈(Fw + Γw)x, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
(

‖B‖+ ‖E‖
)2‖x‖2. (4.3)
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On the other hand,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, (Fw + Γw)x〉〈(Fw + Γw)x, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

= ‖{(Fw + Γw)x}w∈Ω‖

≥ ‖{Fwx}w∈Ω‖ − ‖{Γwx}w∈Ω‖

≥
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, Fwx〉〈Fwx, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

−
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x,Γwx〉〈Γwx, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

≥ ‖A−1‖−1‖x‖ − ‖E‖‖x‖

≥ (‖A−1‖−1 − ‖E‖)‖x‖.

Hence

(‖A−1‖−1 − ‖E‖)‖x‖ ≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, (Fw + Γw)x〉〈(Fw + Γw)x, x〉dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

. (4.4)

Therefore, from (4.3) and (4.4), {(Fw + Γw)}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for H. �

Theorem 4.5. Let {Tw}w∈Ω be a ∗-continuous frame for End∗A(H) with respect to (Ω, µ) and with

bounds A and B, let {Rw}w∈Ω ⊂ End∗A(H) and {αw}w∈Ω, {βw}w∈Ω ∈ R be two positively family. If

there exist two constants 0 ≤ λ, µ < 1 such that for any x ∈ H we have

‖
∫

Ω

〈x, (αwTw − βwRw)x〉A〈(αwTw − βwRw)x, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2 ≤

λ‖
∫

Ω

〈x, αwTwx〉A〈αwTwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2 + µ‖
∫

Ω

〈x, βwRwx〉A〈βwRwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2

Then {Rw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for End∗A(H) with respect to (Ω, µ).

Proof. For every x ∈ H, we have

‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖{(αwTw − βwRw)x}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖

≤ µ‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖+ λ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖

= (1 + λ)‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖+ µ‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖.

Then,

(1− µ)‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 + λ)‖αwTwx‖.
Therefore

(1− µ) inf
ω∈Ω

(βw)‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 + λ) sup
ω∈Ω

(αw)‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖.

Hence

‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 + λ) supω∈Ω(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖.

Also, for all x ∈ H, we have

‖{(αwTwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖{(αwTw − βwRw)x}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖

≤ µ‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖+ λ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖

= λ‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖+ (1 + µ)‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖.
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then

(1− λ)‖{αwTwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 + µ)‖{βwRwx}w∈Ω‖.

Hence

(1− λ) inf
ω∈Ω

(αw)‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 + µ) sup
ω∈Ω

(βw)‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖.

Thus
(1− λ) infω∈Ω(αw)

(1 + µ) supω∈Ω(βw)
‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖.

Therefore

A(
(1− λ) infω∈Ω(αw)

(1 + µ) supω∈Ω(βw)
)‖〈x, x〉A‖(

(1 − λ) infω∈Ω(αw)

(1 + µ) supω∈Ω(βw)
)A∗ ≤ ‖{Rwx}w‖2.

So,

‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖2 ≤ (
(1 + λ) supω∈Ω(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
)2‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖2

≤B(
(1 + λ)sup(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
)‖〈x, x〉A‖(

(1 + λ)sup(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
)B∗.

Hence

A(
(1− λ) infω∈Ω(αw)

(1 + µ) supω∈Ω(βw)
)‖〈x, x〉A‖(

(1− λ) infω∈Ω(αw)

(1 + µ) supω∈Ω(βw)
)A∗

≤ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖

≤ B(
(1 + λ) supω∈Ω(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
)‖〈x, x〉A‖(

(1 + λ) supω∈Ω(αw)

(1− µ) infω∈Ω(βw)
)B∗

This give that {Rw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for End∗A(H) with respect to (Ω, µ). �

Theorem 4.6. Let {Tw}w∈Ω be a ∗-continuous frame for End∗A(H) with bounds ν and δ. Let

{Rw}w∈Ω ∈ End∗A(H) and α, β ≥ 0. If 0 ≤ α+ β
νν∗

< 1 such that for all x ∈ H, we have

‖
∫

Ω

〈x, (Tw −Rw)x〉A〈(Tw −Rw)x, x〉Adµ(ω)‖ ≤ α‖
∫

Ω

〈x, Twx〉A〈Twx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖+ β‖〈x, x〉A‖

Then {Rw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame with bounds ν

(

1−
√

α+ β
νν∗

)

and δ

(

1 +
√

α+ β
νν∗

)

.

Proof. Let {Tw}w∈Ω be a ∗- continuous fram with bounds ν and δ. Then for any x ∈ H, we have

‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖{(Tw −Rw)x}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖

≤ (α‖
∫

Ω

〈x, Twx〉A〈Twx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖ + β‖〈x, x〉A‖)
1

2

+ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2

≤ (α‖
∫

Ω

〈Twx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖ +
β

νν∗
‖
∫

Ω

〈x, Twx〉A〈Twx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖)
1

2

+ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2

=

√

α+
β

νν∗
‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖

∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2 .
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Therefore
(

1−
√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖
1

2 .

Thus

ν

(

1−
√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖〈x, x〉A‖
(

1−
√

α+
β

νν∗

)

ν∗ ≤ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖.

Also, we have

‖{Rwx}w∈Ω‖ ≤ ‖{(Tw −Rw)x}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖

≤
√

α+
β

νν∗
‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖

=

(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖{Twx}w∈Ω‖

≤
√
δ

(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖〈x, x〉A‖
1

2

√
δ∗.

Hence

‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖ ≤ δ

(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖〈x, x〉A‖
(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

δ∗.

Therefore

ν

(

1−
√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖〈x, x〉A‖
(

1−
√

α+
β

νν∗

)

ν∗ ≤ ‖
∫

Ω

〈x,Rwx〉A〈Rwx, x〉Adµ(ω)‖

≤ δ

(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

‖〈x, x〉A‖δ
(

1 +

√

α+
β

νν∗

)

δ∗.

Hence {Rw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame with bounds ν

(

1−
√

α+ β
νν∗

)

and δ

(

1 +
√

α+ β
νν∗

)

. �

Corollary 4.7. Let {Tw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame for End∗A(H) with bounds ν and δ. Let

{Rw}w∈Ω ⊂ End∗A(H) and 0 ≤ α. If 0 ≤ α < ν such that

‖
∫

Ω

〈x, (Tw −Rw)x〉A〈(Tw −Rw)x, x〉Adµ(ω)‖ ≤ α‖〈x, x〉A‖, x ∈ H,

then {Rw}w∈Ω is a ∗- continuous frame with bounds ν(1−
√

α
νν∗

)2 and δ(1 +
√

α
νν∗

)2.

Proof. The proof comes from the previous theorem. �

Theorem 4.8. For k = 1, 2, ..., n, let {Tk,w}w∈Ω ⊂ End∗A(H) be a ∗-continuous operator frames with

bounds νk and δk and let {Rk,w}w∈Ω ⊂ End∗A(H).

Let L : L2(Ω,A) −→ L2(Ω,A) be a bounded linear operator such that

L({
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω) = {Tp,w}w∈Ω forsome p ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.
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If there exists a constant λ > 0 such that for each x ∈ H and k = 1, . . . , n, we have

‖
∫

Ω

〈x, (Tk,w −Rk,w)x〉A〈(Tk,w −Rk,w)x, x〉Adµ(w)‖ ≤ λ‖
∫

Ω

〈x, Tk,wx〉A〈Tk,wx, x〉Adµ(w)‖.

Then {∑n
k=1Rk,w}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous operator frame for End∗A(H).

Proof. For all x ∈ H, we have

‖{
n
∑

k=1

Rk,wx}w∈Ω‖ ≤
n
∑

k=1

‖{Rk,wx}w∈Ω‖

≤
n
∑

k=1

(‖{Tk,w −Rk,wx}w∈Ω‖+ ‖{Tk,wx}w∈Ω‖)

≤ (1 +
√
λ)‖

n
∑

k=1

‖{Tk,wx}w∈Ω‖

≤ (1 +
√
λ)

n
∑

k=1

√

δk‖〈x, x〉A‖
1

2

√

δ∗k.

Since, for any x ∈ H, we have

‖L({
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω)‖ = ‖{Tp,w}w∈Ω‖

Then

√
νp‖〈x, x〉A‖

1

2

√

ν∗p ≤ ‖{Tp,w}w∈Ω‖

= ‖L({
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω)‖

≤ ‖L‖‖{
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω‖.

Hence √
νp

‖L‖ ‖〈x, x〉A‖
1

2 ν∗p ≤ ‖{
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω‖, x ∈ H.

Therefore
√
νp

‖L‖ ‖〈x, x〉A‖
1

2 ν∗p ≤ ‖{
n
∑

k=1

Rk,w}w∈Ω‖ ≤ (1 +
√
λ)

n
∑

k=1

√

δk‖〈x, x〉A‖
1

2

√

ν∗p .

This give that {∑n
k=1 Rk,w}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous operator frame for End∗A(H). �

Theorem 4.9. Let {Λw : w ∈ Ω} is a continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module H with bound A, B

and {Γw : w ∈ Ω} be a family of operators, such that {Γw : w ∈ Ω} is strongly measurable for each

x ∈ H. If there exist constants λ1, λ2, γ ≥ 0, such that max{λ2, γ
A
+ λ1} < 1 and for each x, y ∈ H:

‖
∫

Ω

〈(Λ∗
wΛw − Γ∗

wΓw)x, y〉dµ(w)‖≤

λ1‖
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, y〉dµ(w)‖+λ2‖

∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, y〉dµ(w)‖+γ‖x‖2.

Then {Γw ∈ End∗A(U, Vw) : w ∈ Ω} is a continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module U with respect to

{Vw : w ∈ Ω} with bounds:
(1−λ1)A−γ

1+λ2

and
(1+λ1)B+γ

1−λ2
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Proof. For each x, y ∈ U

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, y〉dµ(w)‖ ≤ ‖

∫

Ω

〈(Λ∗
wΛw − Γ∗

wΓw)x, y〉dµ(w)‖+‖
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, y〉dµ(w)‖

≤ (1 + λ1)‖
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, y〉dµ(w)‖+λ2‖

∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, y〉dµ(w)‖+γ‖x‖2

For each x, y ∈ U ,

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, y〉dµ(w)‖≤

(1 + λ1)

1− λ2
‖
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, y〉+

γ

1− λ2
‖x‖2

Therefore, for each x, y ∈ U ,

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, y〉dµ(w)‖≤

(1 + λ1)

1− λ2
B‖〈x, x〉‖+ γ

1− λ2
〈x, x〉‖

Hence,for each x ∈ U

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γwx,Γwx〉dµ(w)‖ ≤ (
(1 + λ1)

1− λ2
B +

γ

1− λ2
)‖〈x, x〉‖

≤ (
(1 + λ1)B + γ

1− λ2
)‖〈x, x〉‖

Therefore, {Γw : w ∈ Ω} is a Continuous Bessel family for Hilbert C∗-module U .

Now, we show that {Γw : w ∈ Ω} has the lower continuous frame condition.

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, x〉dµ(w)‖ = ‖

∫

Ω

〈(Λ∗
wΛw − Γ∗

wΓw)x, x〉dµ(w) +
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, x〉dµ(w)‖

≥
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, x〉dµ(w)‖−‖

∫

Ω

〈(Λ∗
wΛw − Γ∗

wΓw)x, x〉dµ(w)

≥ (1− λ1)‖
∫

Ω

〈Λ∗
wΛwx, x〉dµ(w)‖−λ2‖

∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, x〉dµ(w)‖−γ‖x‖2

Hence, for each x ∈ U

‖
∫

Ω

〈Γ∗
wΓwx, x〉dµ(w)‖ ≥ (

(1 − λ1)

1 + λ2
A− γ

1 + λ2
)‖〈x, x〉‖

≥ (
(1 − λ1)A− γ

1 + λ2
)‖〈x, x〉‖

Therefore, {Γw ∈ End∗A(U, Vw) : w ∈ Ω} is a continuous frame for Hilbert C∗-module U with respect

to {Vw : w ∈ Ω} with bounds: (1−λ1)A−γ

1+λ2

and (1+λ1)B+γ

1−λ2

. �

5. The dual ∗-continuous frames

Definition 5.1. Let {Fw : w ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frame for H with ∗-continuous frame operator S.

If there exists a ∗-continuous frame {Gw ∈ H : w ∈ Ω} for H such that F =
∫

Ω
〈F,Gw〉Fw for f ∈ H,

then the ∗continuous frame {Gw}w∈Ω is called the dual ∗-continuous frame of {Fw}w∈Ω. The spacial

dual ∗-continuous frame
{

S−1Fw

}

w∈Ω
is said to be the canonical dual ∗-continuous frame of {Fw}w∈Ω.
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It is well known, that if T and V are pre-* continuous frame operators of two ∗-Bessel sequences
{Fw}w∈Ω and {Gw}w∈Ω, respectively, then F =

∫

Ω
〈F,Gw〉Fw for f ∈ H if and only if T ∗V = IdH.

The following lemma shows that the roles of two ∗- continuous Bessel sequences can be changed and

obtains a relation between bounds of {Fw}w∈Ω and {Gw}w∈Ω.

Lemma 5.2. Let {Fw}w∈Ω and {Gw}w∈Ω be ∗-continuous Bessel sequences for H with pre-∗-continuous
frame operators T and V , respectively. Then for x ∈ H the following statements are equivalent.

i. x =
∫

Ω
〈x, gw〉Fw.

ii. x =
∫

Ω 〈x, Fw〉 gw.
In the case that one of the above equalities is satisfied, {Fw}w∈Ω and {Gw}w∈Ω are dual ∗-continuous
frames. Moreover, if B is an upper ∗-continuous frame bound for {Fw}w∈Ω and S is its ∗-continuous
frame operator, then B

∥

∥S−1
∥

∥

− 1

2 ‖T ‖−1 is a lower ∗-continuous frame bound for {Gw}w∈Ω.

Proof. Suppose that the conditions i and ii are valid. By i, we have T ∗V = idH and T ∗ is surjective.

Then it follows that the sequence {Fw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame. Similarly, the ∗-continuous Bessel
sequence {Gw}w∈Ω is a ∗-continuous frame. �

Finally, let B be an upper ∗-continuous frame bound for {Fw}w∈Ω. By the definition of ∗-continuous
frames {Fw}w∈Ω and T ∗V = idH, we can write

〈Tx, Tx〉 ≤ B 〈T ∗V x, T ∗V x〉B∗forx ∈ H.

Using Lemma 1.4, we have
∥

∥

∥
(T ∗T )−1

∥

∥

∥

−1

〈x, x〉 ≤ 〈Tx, Tx〉.
For x ∈ H. It follows that

B−1
∥

∥S−1
∥

∥

− 1

2 ‖T ‖−1〈x, x〉
(

B−1
∥

∥S−1
∥

∥

− 1

2 ‖T ‖−1
)∗

≤ 〈V x, V x〉, x ∈ H.

Therefore, B
∥

∥S−1
∥

∥

− 1

2 ‖T ‖−1 is a lower ∗-continuous frame bound for {Gw}w∈JΩ and the proposition

follows.

Proposition 5.3. Let {xw}w∈Ω be a sequence of a finitely or countably generated Hilbert A-module H
over a unital C∗-algebra A. Then {xw}w∈Ω is a Bessel sequence with Bessel bound D if and only if the

operator T : L2(Ω,A) → H defined by T {cw}w∈Ω =
∫

Ω cwxwdµ(w) is a well-defined bounded operator

from L2(Ω,A) into H with ‖T ‖ ≤
√
D.

Proof. ” ⇒ ”. Suppose that {xw}w∈Ω is a Bessel sequence with bound D.

To see the boundedness of T , we consider

‖T {cw}‖2 = sup
‖x‖=1

‖〈T {cw} , x〉‖2

= sup
‖x‖=1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

cw 〈xw, x〉 dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

2

≤ sup
‖x‖=1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

〈x, xw〉 〈xw, x〉 dµ(w)
∥

∥

∥

∥

·
∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

cwc
∗
wdµ(w)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ D

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Ω

cwc
∗
wdµ(w)

∥

∥

∥

∥

= D ‖{cw}‖2
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This yields that ‖T ‖ ≤
√
D.

” ⇐ ”. For arbitrary x ∈ H and {cw}w∈Ω ∈ L2(Ω,A), we have

〈x, T {cw}〉 =
〈

x,

∫

Ω

cwxwdµ(w)

〉

=

∫

Ω

〈x, xw〉 c∗wdµ(w) (5.1)

we see that {〈x, xw〉}w∈Ω ∈ L2(Ω,A). From (5.1), we get

〈x, T {cw}〉 = 〈{〈x, xw〉} , {cw}〉

which implies that T is adjointable, with T ∗x = {〈x, xw〉}w∈Ω, and hence T is bounded. Note that

‖T ∗x‖2 =
∥

∥

∫

Ω 〈x, xw〉 〈xw, x〉 dµ(w)
∥

∥ ≤ D‖〈x, x〉‖ = D‖x‖2 Consequently, ‖T ‖ = ‖T ∗‖ ≤
√
D, as

desired. �

Proposition 5.4. Let {Fw : w ∈ Ω} be a ∗-continuous frame for H with pre-∗-continuous frame op-

erator T . The set of all of ∗-continuous dual frames for {Fw}w∈Ω is precisely the set of the families

{gw}w∈Ω = {V ∗ (ew)}w∈Ω, where V : H −→ L2(Ω,A) is an adjointable right-inverse of T ∗ and the

sequence {ew}w∈Ω is the standard basis for L2(Ω,A).

Proof. By Lemma 5.2 and [13, Proposition 3.11], the proof is clear. �

Acknowledgments

It is our great pleasure to thank the referee for his careful reading of the paper and for several

helpful suggestions.

References

[1] Ali, S.T., Antoine, J.P., Gazeau, J.P.: Continuous frames in hilbert space. Ann. Phys. (N. Y). 222, 1–37 (1993).

https://doi.org/10.1006/aphy.1993.1016

[2] Alijani, A., Dehghan, M.A.: ∗-frames in hilbert C∗-modules. UPB Sci. Bull. Ser. A Appl. Math. Phys. 73, 89–106

(2011)
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