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Abstract

For finding the numerical solution of operator equations in many
applications a decomposition in subspaces is needed. Therefore, it is
necessary to extend the known method of matrix representation to the
utilization of fusion frames. In this paper we investigate this represen-
tation of operators on a Hilbert space H with Bessel fusion sequences,
fusion frame and Riesz decompositions. We will give the basic defini-
tions. We will show some structural results and give some examples.
Furthermore, in the case of Riesz decompositions, we prove that those
functions are isomorphisms. Also, we want to find the pseudo-inverse
and the inverse (if there exists) of such matrix representations. We are
going to apply this idea to the Schatten p-class operators. Finally, we
show that tensors of fusion frame are frames in the space of Hilbert-
Schmidt operators.
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1 Introduction

Frames were introduced by Duffin and Schaefer [29] and became a popular
topic of mathematical research with the rise of wavelets [27]. Frames have
been the focus of active research, both in theory [19] [30, B5] and applications
[17. 38,9, [15],23]. Frame theory has given rise to deep conjectures and results
such as the Feichtinger conjecture [37, [44]. Also several generalizations have
been investigated, e.g. [II, 2, 53] [56], among them fusion frames [20] 211 [33],
which are the topic of this paper. The reason why frames became more
and more important was that it can be hard to find a 'good’ orthonormal
basis, in the sense that it sometimes cannot fulfill given chosen properties,
as formally expressed e.g. in the Balian-Low theorem [36] for Gabor frames,
or some No-Go theorems for wavelets [26].
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This is also the reason why frames have become more popular in de-
scribing operators. The numerical treatment of operator equations, O f = g,
requires a discrete formulation, M f = ¢g. This is often done with a so-
called Galerkin scheme [49], i.e. choosing atoms (1)) and look at matrices
(Ovk, k). In the Finite Element Method [16] and the Boundary Element
Method [32] usually spline-like bases are used. Recently, wavelet bases [25]
and frames [54] [39] have been applied.

On an abstract level, it is well known that for orthonormal sequences
operators can be uniquely described by a matrix representation [34]. An
analogous result holds for frames and their duals [7, 8]. For solving this
problem, frames are widely developed by many authors [12 22|, 27, [3T].

In approaches solving operator equations numerically one of the problems
is the splitting of the considered spaces. Domain decomposition methods
[58] solve a boundary value problem by splitting it into smaller boundary
value problems on subdomains. Fusion frames allow the combination of
solution on subspaces in a natural way. A first link of the concepts of space
splittings and fusion frames was done in [47]. A first approach towards the
matrix representation was done in [52], where a view-point of a Gram-like
operator was taken.

In this paper, we investigate this approach from a frame theory point
of view, generalizing the approach in [34] (for bases) and [7] (for Hilbert
frames). We settle the basic properties for a matrix representation of opera-
tors using fusion frames. In fact, we represent an operator by fusion frames
and show that this representation is unique if the fusion frames are fusion
Riesz bases. We will settle the question how the invertibility of operators
and matrices are related. In Section 2 we review basic notations and collect
needed results. In Section 3 we give matrix representation of operators by
Bessel fusion sequence and fusion frames. For an operator O we obtain a
matrix induced by two Bessel fusion sequences and conversely, associated
with a matrix M we define an operator induced by the matrix M with
respect to the Bessel fusion sequences. In Section 4 we obtain necessary
and sufficient conditions for the invertibility and pseudo-invertibility of such
matrix representations. We restricted our attentions to Schatten p—class of
operators in Section 5. We investigate the properties of matrix representa-
tions for Hilbert-Schmidt class of operator and show that for fusion frames
W and V, the space (W ® V') constitutes a fusion frame for Sa(?), the set
of Hilbert-Schmidt operators.



2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, m denotes the orthogonal projection from H onto
a closed subspace W, I the identity operator on H and {e; };c; an orthonor-
mal basis for H. By B (H1, Hz2) we denote the space of all bounded operators
between Hilbert spaces H1 and Hy and write B (H) for Hy1 = Ha = H. Also,
we represent the range and null space of a bounded operator O € B (H1, Hz)
by R(O) and N (O), respectively. Moreover, Of is the pseudo-inverse of
bounded and closed range operator O € B (Hi, Ha) .

2.1 Fusion frames

For each sequence (W;,w;) of closed subspaces in H, the space

(ZEBWZ) = {{fi}iel D fi € Wi,z £l < oo},
62

el i€l

with the inner product

<{fz'}z'eb {gi}iel> = (fi ),

iel

is a Hilbert space.
We now give the central definition of fusion frames:

Definition 2.1 Let {W;};cs be a family of closed subspaces of H and {w; }ier
be a family of weights, i.e. w; > 0,i € I. The sequence W = (W;,w;) is
called a fusion frame for H if there exist constants 0 < Ay < By < o
such that

AwllfI? <> willmw. fIIP < BwlfI®  (f €H).

el

The constants Aw and By are called fusion frame bounds. If we only as-
sume the upper bound, we call (W;,w;) a Bessel fusion sequence. A fusion
frame is called tight, if Ay and By can be chosen to be equal, and Parseval
if Aw = By = 1. If w; = w for all i € I, the collection (W;,w;) is called
w-uniform and we abbreviate 1- uniform fusion frames as {W;}icr. A fusion
frame (Wi, w;) is said to be a fusion orthonormal basis if H = @,c; Wi and
it is called a Riesz decomposition of H if for every f € H there is a unique
choice of fi € Wy such that f =3, ; fi.
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It is clear that every fusion orthonormal basis is a Riesz decomposition for
‘H, and also every Riesz decomposition is a l-uniform fusion frame for H
[20]. Moreover, a family {W;};cr of closed subspaces of H is a fusion or-
thonormal basis if and only if it is a 1-uniform Parseval fusion frame [20].

Note that Sy = idy if and only if W is a fusion orthonormal basis. In
contrast, for Hilbert frames Sy = idy if and only if W is a Parseval frame.

The synthesis operator Tyw : (3 _;c; @ Wi)z — H for a Bessel fusion
sequence (W;,w;) is defined by

Tw({fitier) =Y wifi,  ({fitier € > OWi).

el i€l

The adjoint operator T, : H — (>, @ Wi)s2 which is called the analysis operator
is given by
Ty f = {wimw, fYier,  (f €H).

Both are bounded by /By .
If W = (W;,w;) is a fusion frame, the fusion frame operator Sy : H —
H, which is defined by Sw f = TwTj, f = > ;c;wimw, f, is bounded (with
bound Byy), invertible and positive [20] B3].
Every Bessel fusion sequence (V;,v;) is called a Gavruta-dual of (W;,w;),
if
f=Y wvim,Sptrw f, (f €M), (2.1)
1€l
for more details see [20, B3]. From here on, for simplicity we say dual instead
of Gavruta-dual. The sequence of subspaces W= {(SV_V1 Wi, wi) }Z cr which
is a fusion frame for H, is called the canonical dual of W.
A Bessel fusion sequence (V;,v;) is a dual of fusion frame W = (W;,w;)
if and only if
Ty ovw Ty = idy, (2.2)

where the bounded operator ¢y : (D ;c; @ Wi)e — (D ;c1 D Vi)e2 is given
by
ovw ({ fitier) = {mv, Sy fitier (2.3)

and [|gvw | < ||y |-
Another approach to duality [40, 4I] uses a fixed arbitrary bounded

operator M : > @PW; — > @V;. Starting with two fusion frames the
iel iel
duality is defined analogously to (Z2I), i.e. Ty M Ty, = idy. We stick to the
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Gavruta duals, but all results herein can be adapted to this other definition
of duality.

Let {W;}icr be a family of closed subspaces of H and {w; }icr a family of
weights. We say that (W;,w;) is a fusion Riesz basis for H if span{W;} = H
and there exist constants 0 < C < D < oo such that for each finite subset
JCI

CY MGIP< I wifil> < DY IHIP (FeWy.  (24)

jed jed jed

The next proposition explores fusion Riesz bases with respect to local
frames and their operators.

Proposition 2.1 [20, [52] Let (W;,w;) be a family of closed subspaces and
{eij}jes; be an orthonormal basis for W; for each i € I. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) (Wi, w;) is a Riesz decomposition of H.

(2) The synthesis operator Ty is bounded and bijective.

(3) The analysis operator Ty, is bounded and bijective.

(4) (Wi, w;) is a fusion Riesz basis for H.

(5) {wieij}icr jes, is a Riesz basis for H.

The following characterizations of fusion Riesz bases will be used fre-
quently in this note.

Proposition 2.2 [51, [52] Let W = (W;,w;) be a fusion frame in H. Then
the following are equivalent:

1. W is a fusion Riesz basis.
2. Syt Wi LW for alli,j € 1,i# j.
3. w?ﬂWiSV_VIWWj = d;mw;, for all i,j € I.
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2.2 Tensor Product of Operators

Let S € B(Hs,Hq) and T € B (H1,H2), the tensor product of two operators
as an element of BLB (H1,H3), B (Ha, Ha) is defined as follows

(SRT)O):=S000T*, (0 eB(Hi,Hs)). (2.5)

The basic properties of tensor product of operators, see e.g. [28], can be
summarized in the following:

1) (S®T)* =T*® S*.
2) ST = IS

(3) S ® T is injective, surjective, respectively invertible if and only if S
and 7' are injective, surjective, respectively invertible. In the later
case, (S@T) ' =8"1oT !,

when S € B(H1,Ha) and T' € B (H1,Hs). Moreover, if H1 = Ho = Hy = H,
then

(4) idy ®idy = idy.

(5) (S®T)(A® B) = (SA)® (T'B).

3 Matrix Representations

For orthonormal sequence it is well known that operators can be uniquely
described by a matrix representation [34]. For sequences the matrix rep-
resentation using Bessel sequences, frames, Riesz bases and orthonormal
bases have been investigated theoretically in [7]. The matrix representa-
tion of frames has also been used for the numerical treatment of operator
equations [24], [39] [54].

Here we extend the concept to Bessel fusion sequences and fusion frames.
For that let (W;,w;) and (V;, v;) be two sets of closed subspaces of H and
Bj; : Vi = Wj is a bounded operator. Define the block-matriz of operators

BlB:> 6pVi— > PW, as

1l el

Bf .= ZBj7ifi’ (31)
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where f = {f;}ic1 € > P VZ- This extends the definition of the operator
el
defined by a (possibly infinite) matrix: (Mc); = > M;yck. Any operator
k

in B (Z DVvi.> &b WZ> can be represented as matrix of operators. (See
iel iel
43, 42].)
We will start with the more general case of Bessel fusion sequences. Note
that we will use the notation ||.||;,, 4, for the operator norm in B (H1,Ha)

to be able to distinguish between different operator norms.

3.1 Matrix Representation for Bessel fusion Sequences

Assume that W = (W;,w;) and V = (V;,v;) are Bessel fusion sequences in
‘H1 and Hs, respectively. Using the tensor product of operators, for any oper-

ator O € B(H1,Hz) we can define a matrix operator in B <Z DVv,> P W,>
iel iel
by

(MP(0)) = wvimw, Oy, (g € D). (3.2)

27]

Theorem 3.1 LetW = (W;,w;) andV = (V;,v;) be Bessel fusion sequences
i Hilbert spaces Hi and Ho with bounds By and By, respectively.

1. Let O : H1 — Hso be a bounded linear operator. Then the matrix
of operators [B3), denoted by MW-V)(0), defines a bounded operator

from > @V to > P W; with

i€l iel
(va) < 4/ . .
HM (O)Hz@vﬁz ow, = VB B0l
el el
As an operator Y. PV, = > PW;
i€l iel
MWV (0) = T3, 0Ty = (T}, @ Ty (O). (3.3)

This means the function MWV . B(H) — B <Z PVi.> b WZ> is
i€l icl
a well-defined bounded operator.

! This could be called a generalized subband matrix, motivated by system identification
applications [45].



2. On the other hand, let M be an infinite matrixz of operators defining

a bounded operator from Y @V; to > BW;, (Mf), = > M;ifr-
icl el k
Then the operator O, V') defined by

OWVI (M) := Ty MT} = (Tw @ Ty) (M)

18 a bounded operator from Hy to Ho with

< VBw By M|y gv_s@w,-

iel el

o

H1—Ha

This means the function OWV) : B <Z PVi,> P W,) — B (H1,H2)
i€l icl
1 a well-defined bounded operator.

Proof: Let O € B(Hi,H2). Then

MWV (O = MWV (0
( on) Ekj( ©)) I

= Z vkwjﬂijka fr

k
= w;Tw, ZUkOfk
k
= w;mw,0 Z vpfe = ((Tyy @ Tv) (O) f); -
k
Hence,
[MEs] L g S VBWBY IOl ] 5 @
= A el

The second part can be proved. O

For an operator O and a matrix M as in Theorem 311 we call M(":V)(0) the
matriz induced by the operator O with respect to the Bessel fusion sequences
W = (Wi, w;) and V = (V;,v;), and OW-V) (M) the operator induced by the
matriz M with respect to the Bessel fusion sequences W and V. For an
example, suppose that W = (W;,w;), V = (V;,v;) be fusion frames and
WY = (W;, 1), V¥ = (V;,1). Then

diag <M(Wu’vu)(5‘71)) = ow,v.
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Trivially, we have

(M) (0))* — MV (0% (3.4)
((’)(W’V)(M))* — oV (g, (3.5)

3.2 Matrix Representation for Fusion Frames

Let W = (W;,w;) and V' = (V;, v;) be fusion frames with the frame operators
Sw and Sy, respectively. Then we define operators by means of MW:V)
and OW:V).

MEY) = (T3 @ Tp) o (832 @ 57177) = (MT) o (552 @ 517%).
On the other hand

o) = <S_1/2 ® 5‘1/2> o (Tw © Ty) = (s 2 g 5‘1/2) o ((9<W7V>> .

These operators have nicer properties than the original ones, see below.

Theorem 3.2 Let W = (W;,w;) and V = (V;,v;) be fusion frames. Then
MgMV)

and O(gV’V) are bounded operators, moreover,
(W, V) 4 (W, V) .
O® M® = 'dB(H)' (36)

Proof: Using Theorem [3.I] we have

] = ) (e )
= sl =
Similarly,
o) < B
Moreover,

OUMIME0 = (5370 8717) 0 M) (S 0 5717) 0
= S, PTw Ty Sy P oSy Py sy P = o,

for all O € B(H). O



Notice that in [52] we investigated the U-cross Gram matrix, i.e. the
operator ¢y 1y, 0Ty, denoted by Go w,v. In the notation of the current
paper we have

Gowy = pwy MWV (0) = {WWSEVIM(W’V) (0)}

el

There a reconstruction formula is shown:
[T @ (T3S )] Gowy = O.

Note the similarity and difference to Mé@W’V) (0) = MWV) (Sl}lﬂOS;lﬂ) .
Besides the different definition, the scope of this paper is also different, see
Theorem and Theorem . Nevertheless let us summarize some of the
results in [52] interesting for this manuscript using the new terminology.
It O = Iy, it is called fusion cross Gram matriz and denoted by Gy .
We used Gy for Gw; the so called fusion Gram matriz. For a fusion
orthonormal basis W = (W;,w;), it is shown that Gy = dww = I, ®w:
Moreover, Go w,w is invertible if and only if W is a fusion Riesz basis and
O is invertible, in this case,

—1 o
Yoww = gsgvzofls;‘/h,w,w’

where W" = (W}, 1) is the uniformization of W. Similar results are obtained
for QOWW, gQWW and gOW’W. Also, if O has closed range and O denote
its pseudo inverse, then with some additional assumptions we obtain

.I>
(goW,W> = Yot ww (QOWW)T =9rwoiLy wws

where Ly = Tw¢ww Ty, is the so called "alternate fusion frame operator”
of W. For the proofs we refer the reader to [52].

4 Invertibility

In this section we investigate some conditions for the invertibility of OW:V),
MV, OgV’V), M((X)W,V) and the operators induced by a matrix M and
operator O. We will see that their invertibilities, for some cases, are equiv-
alent.

Specifically, let W = (W;,w;), V = (V;,v;) be Bessel fusion sequences,
O € B(H)and M € B <Z PV, > EBWZ> Then MWY)(0O) has left

el iel
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(resp. right) inverse implies that V' (resp. W) is fusion Riesz sequence.
Similarly, O"W:V) (M) has left (resp. right) inverse implies that V (resp. W)
is fusion frame.

As an easy consequence of the properties of the tensors of operators, see
Subsection we get

Corollary 4.1 Let W = (W;,w;) and V. = (V;,v;) be Bessel fusion se-
quences. Then we have the following properties:

1. The operator MW:V) = Ty, @ 17 is surjective if and only iof Ty, and
Ty are surjective (i.e. W and V' are fusion Riesz bases).

2. The operator MWV) = Ty, @ T3 is injective, if and only if Ty, and
Ty is injective (i.e. W and V are complete).

3. The operator OWV) = Ty, @ Ty is surjective if and only if Ty and
Ty are surjective (i.e. V and W are fusion frames).

4. The operator OWV) = Ty @ Ty is injective if and only if Ty and Ty
are injective.

4.1 Banach-algebra properties

For every fusion frame W = (W;, w;), the function MW-W) is a Banach-

algebra homomorphism between the algebra of bounded operators B (H)

and the matrices of operators in B <z &P WZ> if and only if W is a fusion
i€l

orthonormal basis in H. Indeed, M":W) is a homomorphism only if

M(W’W) (Ol)M(W’W) (02)

Tﬁ/olstgTW
= Tﬁ/OlOQTW
MWW (0,0,).

In particular, O1SwOs = O105. This easily follows that (take O; = Og =
idy ) Sw = idy and so W is a fusion orthonormal basis.

eps . _ : (W,w)
Proposition 4.2 For every fusion frame W = (Wj,w;), the function Mg,
is a C*-algebra monomorphism between B (H) and the matrices of operators
mn B <z &b WZ> It is an isomorphism if and only if W is a fusion Riesz

el

basis.

11



Proof: Clearly, for all 01,05 € B(H) we have

MM (0,05) = T}y 531201028, Ty
= T3Sy 2008y Py Ty S 2 0,8, P Ty
= M (0) M) (0,).

Hence, M((X)W’W) is a C*-algebra homomorphism by using 32 and (E3).
Furthermore,

MW (idyy) = Ty S Pidg S 2 Ty (4.1)
Hence, The rest follows from Corollary 11 O

Corollary 4.3 Let W = (W;, w;) be a fusion frame in H, O € B(H) and

MeB <Z &b WZ> The following are equivalent:
el

1. W is a fusion Riesz basis.

-1
2. If O is invertible, then MgV’W)(O) is invertible and (M((EQW’W)(O)) =
MW 0.

3. If M is invertible, then OgV’W)(M) is invertible and (Ogv’w)(M)) =
oW (1.

4.2 Invertibility for Riesz Fusion Sequences

Similar to the Hilbert frame case [10} 1] we can show formulas for the inverse
and pseudo-inverse of the matrix induced by operators. They are not just a
straightforward generalization, because of the interesting situation for fusion
duals. In the next, we compute the inverse of operator matrix induced by
the operator O with respect to fusion Riesz bases W and V. First we give
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4 Let W = (W;,w;) be a fusion frame in H and O € B(H)
an invertible operator. The following are equivalent:

1. W is a fusion orthonormal basis.

2. M(W’W)(idy.[) = idz DwW;-

i€l
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3. MWW)(O) is invertible and (./\/l(W’W)(O))_1 = MWW)(O~).

Proof: (1= 2) Let W be a fusion orthonormal basis, then W; L W, for
all 7 # j by Proposition Hence,

MW W(idy) = Ty, T = id s @w,-
i€l
(2 = 1) Conversely, suppose that MWW (idy) = idy~ @w,- Then
icl
SE, = TwTy,TwTyy,
= Ty MWW (idy) T3
— TwTi = Sw.

The invertibility of Sy, implies that Sy = idy and so W is a fusion or-
thonormal basis.

(1 = 3) Let W be a fusion orthonormal basis. For an orthonormal basis
W we obtain

MIMOYMIY W)Y = T30 ' Tw Ty, OTw
= Ty,07 1Sy 0Ty
M(W’W)(idq.[) = idz DwW;-
i€l
Similarly, M™-W)(O=1) is a right inverse of MW-W)(0).
(3 = 1) Conversely, if MW:W)(0) is invertible, then W is a fusion Riesz
basis by Theorem 4.4. Also, if (MM)(0))™" = MWH)(O1), then

Sy o= (T) idy @w, (Tw) ™
iel

= (Tyi) " MTTOH MW 0) (Tyw) ™
= O 'TwTy0 =07 tsy0.

The above computations show that Sy OSy = O. Putting O = Sﬁ/l we
obtain Sy = idy since Sy being positive. Hence, W is a fusion orthonormal
basis which is equivalent to MMW:W)(idy) = ids-q@w;-

icl

|

The next result states the invertibility of some matrix operators when the
operator O € B (H) is not necessary invertible. Those results might seem
trivial, but note that Sy'mw, # mw; S}, which is the reason for many
interesting properties of fusion duals see also (2.1)).
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Theorem 4.5 Suppose that W = (W;,w;) is a fusion frame in H and O €
B(H). Then

1. M(W’W)(O) is invertible if and only if MWVW)(OS,!) is invertible.
2. M(va)(O) is invertible if and only if MW-W)(S 10) is invertible.

3. M(W’W)(O) is invertible if and only if MWW)(SZ1OS,!) is invert-
ible.

4. M((X)W’W)(O) is invertible if and only if M(%W’W)(OS%l/zsv_Vl/z) is in-
vertible.

5. M((X)W’W)(O) is invertible if and only if M%W’W)(Sg/l/z ,;‘71/20) is in-
vertible.

(W, W) o . e V) =1/2 =1/2 A a—1 o—1/2
6. Mg, (O) is invertible if and only if Mg, " ' (Sy, S TOSZ Sy )
1s invertible.

Proof: 1. First, we show that
T = Sy Tw (©Sw), (4.2)
where &Sy : > @WZ — Y. P W, is given by
iel i€l
©Sw(g) = {Switier (g = {giticr €Y @Wz) - (4.3)
el
More precisely, by [@3) we obtain for {fi}icr € > ;c; ®Wi,
—1
Twe = Ty {Swfilic
= S mwifi
el
= SpTw {Swgitic; = S Tw (®Sw)g,
Furthermore, applying ([£2]) we have
MWy = 13,01
= T3 08 Tw (@Sw) = MYW)OS ) (@Sw).

So, (1) follows immediately by the invertibility of @Sy .
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2. To obtain the second part, note that
MI(O) = T=OTw
= (@Sw) Ty Sy' OTw = (&Sw) " M™W)(5,10).
Moreover, (BSw)* : S Wi — S @W; is invertible, and hence (3) is
i€l i€l

easily proved.
4. Using (@3] and the fact that

MEPO = MO (5512 @ 5212 0
* a—1/2 —-1/2
= TySy*0s 1y

= T35, 2058 T (@8w) = M) (08212531%) (@8w)

follow the result.
5. Applying the identity T} = SI;/ITW(EBSW), proven in (1), we obtain

M%’VV,W)O VGRS <S%/2 ® SV—V1/2) o
x a—1/2 —1/2
= 1551208y Py
= (@SW)*T;VS‘;}S%lﬂOSV_VlﬂTW = (@SW)*M(%W’W) (SI/_V1/2 %1/2O> .

It immediately implies the result by the invertibility of ®&Sy,. The proof of
(3) and (6) are similar. O

We are ready now to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.6 Let W = (W;,w;), V = (V;,v;) be fusion frames in H. Then
the following are equivalent:

1. W and V' are fusion Riesz bases.
2. MWV s onto.
3. MWV) s invertible and (M(W’V))_l = (Sﬁ/l ® 5‘71) OWV),

4. There exists an invertible operator O € B (H) such that MMV'V)(0) is
invertible and

(M(W,V)(O)>_1 _ /\/l(\/,W)(S‘j1 & Sﬁ/l)(O_l)-

15



5. Mé@W’V) 18 onto.
-1
6. M%W’V) 1s invertible and <M((§©W’V)) = OgV’V).

7. There exists an invertible operator O € B (H) such that M((EQW’V)(O) is
invertible and

-1
= MM (0.

(ME(0))
Proof: (1 & 2 < 3) follows from Corollary Il The formula for the
inverse is easy to show.
(3 = 4) Assume that MWY) is invertible. So, by Corollary BT, W and
V' are fusion Riesz bases. Moreover, using Proposition 2] for a fusion Riesz
basis W easily follows that

Ty Sy Tw = ids> g w;- (4.4)
el
So,
MY OY)MYW)(s7107Ls Y = T, 0Ty T3Sy OS5 T
= TwSy'Tw =ids- @w,-
el
Moreover,

M(v,W)(5‘310—151;/1)M(W,V)(O) = T;S‘;lO_lS;VlTWT‘fVOTV

i€l

(4 = 3) For the reverse, suppose that M~ € B <Z W, > P VZ> is the
i€l i€l
inverse of M("W:V)(0). Then

idz PV, = M_IM(W’V)O = M_lT;i/OTV

iel

and
idz ew;, = M(W’V)OM_l = T{/kVOT\/]W_1
el
follow that Ty and 717, are injective and surjective, respectively, and so
W and V are fusion Riesz bases by Proposition 211 The rest is clear by
Theorem
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(5) & (6) < (7) are similar.
(2) & (5),(3) & (6) by the definition of M and M.
O

The interesting aspect of the last result was, that from the invertibility for
only one instance, the invertibility of the whole operator can be deduced.

4.3 Pseudo-Inverse

Suppose that U : Hi; — H2 is a bounded linear operator with closed range
R(U). Then there exists a unique bounded linear operator UT : Ho — H;

[22] satisfying
R (UT> —R(U"), N (UT> —NWY, UUlU=U.

The operator UT is called the pseudo-inverse operator of U. If U has closed
range, then U* and UU* have closed range and (U*)" = (UT)* and (UU*)T =
(s ut.

Our goal of this subsection is to obtain the pseudo-inverse of the oper-
ators induced in the third section. Here, we assume that M™V)(0) and
Mgv’v)(O) have closed range, which is true, for example if O is onto. The
advantage of M((EQW’V)(O) over MWV)(0) is that its (pseudo-inverse) repre-
sentation is obtained without any condition.

Theorem 4.7 Let W and V' be fusion frames, O € B(H) and M € B (Z PVi,> P WZ>
i€l icl
have closed range. Then the following assertions hold.

1. If MWY)(O) has closed range, then (./\/l(W’V)(O))T = MY (s-tots;
if and only if SyR (O*) = R(0O*) and SwR(O) = R(0).

T

2. If Mé@W’V)(O) has closed range, then (Mé@W’V)(O)> = M(%V’W)(OT).

Proof: It is straightforward to see that
MWV O) MV W) (s21 0TS H MYV (0) = MIVV)(0).
Clearly, SyR (O*) = R(O*) if and only if

R (T{;S‘leT> = R(T}0%). (4.5)
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So,
R (MI(s71 0S5

(by using (@H)

S;lots; 1TW>

R (775
R <T tor)

= R(Iy0")
R(T30"Ty) = R (M) (0))*) .
Also, SwR(0) = R(O) if and only if

N (oTs;VlTW) = N(O*Ti)

N (MY(sptotsh) =

(by using (@T) —
= N(T}O*Tyw) = N ((MWV)(O)) )
Hence, (MV)(0))" = MOW)(5 10t s, 1.

2. One can see that
MEPV )M 0 MEV (0) = MV (0).
Also,

(o)) -

-~ R (TVS‘1/20 )

R (T{}S_WOT>

~ R (Tvs;l/ 2075,V 2TW) -

and

N<(M§9W’V>(O)>T> = n(ofsy )
= N(1vsy 08 ) =N (MEPV0)).

.i.
Therefore, <M(%W’V)(O)) = Mé@V’W)(OT). O
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5 Matrix representation of Schatten p-class oper-
ators

Given 0 < p < 00, we define the Schatten p-class of H, denoted by S,(H), as
the space of all compact operators 7' on H with the singular value sequence
{An}ner belonging to ¢P. The space S,(H) is a Banach space with the norm

17, = (Z rw) Ny (5.1)

The Banach space Si(H) is called the trace class of H. A compact oper-
ator T' € S1(H) if and only if trace(T) := ) ;.; (Tes, e;) < oo, for every
orthonormal basis {e;};cr for H. Also, Sa2(H) is called the Hilbert-Schmidt
class and T € So(H) if and only if || T3 = Y,; |Tei||* < oo.

We know that T" € S,(H) if and only if {||Te,| }nere ¢° for all orthonor-
mal bases {e, }ner. For 0 < p <2 it is even enough to have the property for
only one orthonormal basis. It is well known that S,(#) is a two sided *-
ideal of B (#), that is, a Banach algebra under the norm (5.]) and the finite
rank operators are dense in (S,(H), ||.||,). Moreover, for T' € S, (), one has
ITllp = [T, T < [Tl and if S € B (Hs,Ha), then ST, < [SIIT,
and [|[T'S]|, < [IS|IT|l,- It is well known that Sa(Hi,Hsz), the space of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H; to Hs, is a Hilbert space under the fol-
lowing inner product

<U1,U2> :trace(Ung), (Ul,Ug € 52(H1,H2)).
For more information about these operators, see [34], 48] 50, [57].

Lemma 5.1 Let W = (W;,w;), V = (V;,v;) be Bessel fusion sequences in
H and O € B(H). For 0 < p < oo, the following are valid.

1. If O is compact, then MWV'V)(O) and Mgv’v)(O) are compact.

2. IfO € Sy(H), then MWV (0), MUV (0) € 3, <z DV, D W,-) .
icl iel
When W and V' are fusion frames, then (1) and (2) are equivalent.

Proof: The sentences (1) and (2) are followed by the ideal property com-
pact operators and S, (H) in B (H1, H2). For compact operators see Theorem
4.18 of [Rudin, 1973]. Conversely, if W and V are fusion frames then

O = Sy Tw Ty OTy Ty Syt = Sy Ty MWWV (OYT Sy
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Again by the ideal property S,(H) in B (H1,Hz) the result follows immedi-
ately. a

The following theorem computes the pseudo-inverse of MW:V) VW),
M((EQW’V) nd O(VW) restricted to Hilbert-Schmidt operators, which are de-

noted by M(WV), O;{VS,W)’ Mg;? and Oé@?—ts)’ respectively.

Theorem 5.2 Let W and V' be fusion frames in H. Then

T

1 (MGS) = (it e spt) o,
T

2 (M) = ot

Proof: Obviously, we can see that M?—LS 1 So(H) = S (Z PVvi.> Db W>

el el
given by

MWV (0) = T3, 0Ty,
for all O € S3(H) is well-defined. Also,

WV) [ e _ VW) (WY A%
Mg-tS ) (St ® Sy )O( )Mg-tS = Ms-tS )

Moreover, (M(WV)>* M = TwMTy,. Indeed, for all M € S, (E DVi,> P WZ>
i€l i€l
we have

<(M(WV>) M,0) = (M,T}0Ty)
= trace(M™Ty,OTy)
= trace(Ty M*Ty,0) = (TwMTy;, O) ,

for all O € Sa(#H). The third identity follows from the fact that trace(UT') =
trace(TU) for all U € S1(H) and T' € B(H). Hence,

(St @ 571 O (M) = S Tw MTy 531 = St (M) !

and this immediately follows that R (Og_t‘;!w)> =R ((Mg_[m;v))*) and N ((’)(VW)) =

N ((Mg_[m;v)>*) Hence, (M%,V))T = Og_[‘gw). In the same way, (2) fol-
lows. O
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5.1 Fusion Frames in Hilbert Schmidt Operators

The above results bear a striking resemblance to the frame-related operators,
the analysis and synthesis operators, which we will make more formal below.
In the discrete frame case, it is known that the tensor product of frames build
a frame again, see [7, [6]. For fusion frame we can show a similar result.
Suppose W = (W;, w;) and V' = (V;,v;) are fusion frames. Let us denote
by W; ® V; the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from V; to W;. This
notation is justified as this space is isomorphic to the tensor product of
the two spaces with the inner product introduced above [28]. This can be
considered as a subspace of Sa(#), which we will also denote by H @ H.

Lemma 5.3 Let W = (W;,w;) and V = (Vj,v;) be fusion frames. Then for
all 1,7 we have;

1. W; @V; = {FWjOW\/i,O € SQ(H)}

2. mw,; ® my; is the orthogonal projection on W; @ V;. i.e. Tw,ev; =
w; @ my;. In particular, W; @ V; is a closed subspace of Sa(H),

Proof: Using the ideal property of S3(#) immediately follows that my, Oy, €
W; @ Vi, for all O € Sy(H). Conversely, assume that Uj; : V; — W, belongs
to W; ® V;, then Uj; can be extended to a bounded operator O from H to
W;. In particular, O € S3(H) and Uj; = mw,;Ony,. This proves (1). To
compute the orthogonal projection on W; ® V; we first apply (dl) to show
that my, @ my, : S2(H) — W; @ V; is the identity on W; @ V;. In addition,

if U e (W; ®V;)* and O € Sy(H), then

((7TWj®7Tx/i)U,O> = <7TWjU7TVZ.,O>
= trace (my,U*my,0)
= trace (U*TFWj O7rvi)
= (U,mw,Omy;) =0,

where the last identity follows from ().
O

We can prove (similar to the results in [?,[6]) that the tensors of fusions
systems are fusion systems in the class of Hilbert-Schmidt operators with
the same properties in the following sense:

Theorem 5.4 The sequences (W, w;) and (V,v;) are Bessel fusion sequences
(fusion frames, fusion Riesz sequences) with frame bounds Aw,Bw and
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Ay, By, respectively if and only if W @ V = (W; ® V;,v;w;) is a Bessel
fusion sequence (fusion frame, fusion Riesz sequence) for So(H) with frame
bounds Ay Aw and By Byy.

Proof: Let Ty oy : S2(H) — >, ; @(W;®V;) denote the analysis operator
of W ® V. Then
{wjvimw, Oy, }
= (Tw @ 1Ty)(0),

for all O € Sy(H). Combining [20, Theorem 3.12] and Corollary E.1] the
result follows immediately .
O

Suppose that W and V are Bessel fusion sequences in H. Denote by
Swev the fusion frame operator of W ® V', then

Swev = Twevlwey
= (TweTv) (Tyy @ 1Ty)
= Sw®Sy.

As a consequence, we summarize the basic facts of frames of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators as following.

Corollary 5.5 Let (W;,w;) and (V;,v;) be fusion frames. Then the follow-
g assertions for W @ V' hold:

1. Swev = Sw ® Sy is the frame operator of W @ V.

2. S;[}@V = SV_VI ® S;l. In particular, the canonical dual of W @V is the
tensor product of their canonical duals.

3. The tensor product of alternate duals of W and V is an alternate dual
of W V.

6 Solving Operator Equations

Recall that for discrete frames ® and ¥, we denote T 0Ty by M¥*)(0)
as the Gram-matrix of an operator O € B(#), also OW'®)(M) = Ty MT}
indicates the operator induced by a matrix M € B(¢?). By a straightforward
calculation we can prove the following lemma (see [42]):
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Lemma 6.1 Let {W;}icr be a family of closed subspaces in H and U; €

B(W;), for all i € I such that supier||Uil| < co. Then &U; : > P W; —
el

S @ W; defined by ®U{ fi}ticr = {Uifi}ier is a well-defined bounded oper-

el

ator.

The following result can also be shown in a straightforward way (see also

[42]):

Lemma 6.2 Let W = (Wi, w;) be a fusion frame in H and U = {thij -
j € J;} be a Riesz basis (resp. frame) for Wy, for all i € I with bounds A;
and B;, respectively such that

0 < infierAi < supierB; < oo. (6.1)
Then V := {wiij }ier jes, is a Riesz basis (resp. frame). Moreover,
(1) Tw o (8Tyw) = Tw.
(2) Su =Tw o (BSyw) o Ty

Proof: Using [20, Theorem 3.2], [52, Proposition 2.4] and the assumptions
we have U is a Riesz basis (resp. frame) for 4. The synthesis operator
Ty : Y. P I? — H is defined by Ty{cijticrjen = Y icr ZjeJi cijbij, where
we identify (2 @ 2 by > @ (2. Also, [60) follows that supes|| Ty | < oo.

Hence, ®Tq ) : Y. P2 — Y. P W; is a well-defined and bounded operator
el
by Lemma |

A fusion frame W = (W;,w;) with the local frames {W®};c; satisfied in
the Theorem is called a fusion frame system and denoted by W =
(Wi, wi, ij). If (W, w;, v5) and (V,v;, ¢45) are fusion frame systems, then
(W @ V,vjw;, ij ® ¢i;) is also a fusion frame system for So(H).

In combination we get:

Corollary 6.3 Let W = (W;,w;, Vy;) and V = (Vi,v;, ®45) be fusion frame
systems (with the same index sets K = {(i,j) :i € I,j € J;}). Then for all
O € B(H) and M € B ((*) we have

(1) [M(‘P’@)(O)](z‘,j)(k,l) = [@M(\Ijm’@m)(M(W’V)(O))](z‘,j)(k,w-

(2) 0D (A1) = OV VRO (M) .
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As a result of the above theorem we have
- - (&) (k) ,
IMED (5372 @ S0 0Ny ey = (M T ME(0))] 6y -
Also,
_ _ (i) (k)
(Sy? @ 570" () = 08V @02 (an)] .

In particular, if Sy = Sy and S = Sy, for example every local frame
U and () are Parseval (see Lemma [6.2), then

v, P (@ k) w,v
MG Oy = [BMTEDMEOD] ) e)-
Consider the operator equation

of = g, (6.2)

where O € B(H). For the operator equation (6.2 we can introduce the
following system of linear equations

MYV f = Tig (6.3)
MIOSINTR S = TivSy'g (6.4)
MIVOSTLf = Tig (6.5)
MOy f = Tig (6.6)
MIW OV f = Tyg. (6.7)

Note that, for numerical computations, the above linear systems are solved.
It is very natural to ask which representation above is numerically more
efficient. Between (G.3]) and (6.4]), the second is more suitable since SI/_Vl in
the all process of ([6.3]) is appear, however, in (6.4)) it is only in the final step.
Obviously, ([6.6]) coincide (6.3]) when the subspaces W;, for all i € I are one-
dimensional. In general, every equation of (G.3]) is a linear combination of
equations of (GH]). Therefore, applying (6.3]) reduces the computation time
and iterations. An important distinction is between nonlinear equation (G.2])
and linear systems (6.5]),..., (67)). It is not difficult to see that the solutions
of ([62]) coincide with the solutions of (6.3]) and (G.3]). Also, there exists a
one to one correspondence between solutions of (6.2)) and solutions of (6.6))

and (6.7]).
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6.1 Block matrices by fusion frames

By (B2) we have a block-matrix representation. Assuming finite frames
[5, [18] (just for this representation) we can write for U; ; = (MW:W)(0))

5,j°
Uoo Uor -+ Upp-1
Uio Uin o Uip— .
O = T dww . . b Lo (6.8)
Up—10 Up—11 -+ Up_1p-1

7 Applications

In this section, we show that existing algorithms and operator representa-
tions can be interpreted as fusion frames representations. In particular, we
focus on convolution operators, where it is shown that the degrees of free-
dom obtained by using redundant fusion frames can be used to obtain sparse
and structured representations of convolutions.

7.1 Overlapped convolution algorithms

We consider convolution operators in L?(R). For a function h € L!(R), the
convolution operator O is defined by

Of)t) = (hxf)?)
_ /R F(t — w)h(u)du.

Boundedness of O is guaranteed by the Young inequality, i.e. [|O||r2r)r2m) <
17l (m)-

Fusion frames can be used to find efficient representations of a convolu-
tion operator as a matrix of convolution operators on bounded intervals. Nu-
merically, such convolutions can be efficiently computed using Fast Fourier
Transforms.

At first fusion frame representation of O is obtained by considering the
fusion orthogonal basis (W;);ez where W; = L?(i,i + 1), with orthogonal
projections mw, (f) = f1¢ it1)-

In this orthogonal fusion basis, the convolution O is represented by the
matrix of operators MWW)(H) with (see (B2))

(M(W’W)(O)>ji = mw,Hrw,
S
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where

0ji(f) = Liipy) (Ax (A 5401)) -

In the definition of Oj;, h can be replaced by h;—; with hy = 1x_1 4175
Furthermore, O;;(f) can be obtained by computing a circular convolution:
without loss of generality, for j = 1 and i = 0, O19(f) is equal, in the interval
(1,2), to the circular convolution of h; and 1y ;1 f, computed in the interval
(0,2). As the Fourier coefficients of the circular convolution are given by the
products of the Fourier coefficients of hy and 1y ;1 f in the interval (0,2), Hio
is a frame multiplier [4] M,, ¢ w, where the symbol m is given by the Fourier
coefficients of hi, ® = (¢ )nez and ¥ = (Y, )pez are frames on L2(0,1) and
L?(1,2) resp., with ¢,,(t) = 1, (t) = exp(innt)/V/2.

We consider now the case where the support of h is the interval [0, L],
with finite L. We show that the Overlap-Add and Overlap-Save algorithms
[55] 46] for fast numerical convolutions can be interpreted as fusion frame
matrix representations of the convolution operator O. These algorithms
compute convolutions of a long signal with a short impulse response by
splitting the signal in short segments, and computing convolutions of sig-
nals with finite support using the Fast Fourier Transform. Here, we take
advantage of the non-uniqueness of the fusion frame representation of an
operator to get a simple representation of a convolution operator.

Overlap-add consists in decomposing f using the frame W as > ;. f1(; i11),
and applying H on each term:

hx f = hx(fLii)
1€EZ
As the support of hx f1(;;,1) is included in [i,4 + L + 1], each term of the
sum is in a subspace of the fusion frame V', with V; = L%(i,i + L + 1), and
the convolution H can be represented as
0= O(V,W) (Moa)

with M the matrix of operators such that M = 0 for ¢ # j, and Mg} :
W; — V; is defined by M (f) = h* f.

Similarly, the Overlap-Save algorithm is obtained by using the fusion
frames V and U, with U; = L?(i + L,i + L + 1). Then H = OWY)(H°9)
with H® = 0 for ¢ # j, and

ME(f) = pivprn(h* f)
In both cases, the convolution operator is decomposed as a diagonal

matrix of operators, where the operators on the diagonal are convolutions
on bounded intervals, that can be computed using Fourier series.
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7.2 Non-standard representation of operators in wavelet frames

In this second example, we give a fusion frame interpretation of the non-
standard representation of operators in wavelet bases [13].

We consider a multiscale analysis, i.e., a dense, nested sequence of finite
dimensional subspaces

CVHCWNCWCVL4CV - CV; C-o- CLA(R),

such that

r®=Uv. %=

J€No J€No

We define W; as the orthogonal complement of V; in V;_q,
Via=V; & W;.

Then L*(R) = @ W;.

As in [I3] let us consider {1} an orthonormal basis for W; and {y; 1}
and ONB for V;. P; and Q; are the orthogonal projections in V; and Wj,
respectively.

The space Vj of the approximations of functions of L?(R) at scale 0 can
be decomposed as a space of coarse approximations V,,, and detail subspaces
le

Vo=Vo+ > W
j=1

An approximation T of an operator at scale 0 is given by Ty = PyTF.
Using this fusion orthogonal basis (V,,, W,,,..., Wa, Wj) to represent the
operator 1j) would involve operators between spaces at different scales.

Following [I3], we use the nonstandard form of an operator T, i.e. the
set of triplets {A4;, Bj,I';}jez, where

4 = QTQ;
Bj = QTP
Iy = PTQ;

Using the nonstandard form of an operator allows to decompose the
operator using operators between spaces at the same scales :

n
T(]:Tn—l-Z(Aj—FBj—FFj).
=1
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This can be interpreted as a fusion frame representation of T by consid-
ering the fusion frame F,, = (V,,,V,,—1,..., Vi, Wy, W, _1,...,W7), and the
matrix representation

To = O'E,, F,)(M)

with

Bl Al

In the case where T is an integral operator of the form

T(f)(@) = /R K(2,9)f ()dy,

then the coefficients of the matrix representations of A,,, B, and I';, using
the orthogonal bases of W,, and V,, are given the 2D wavelets coefficients of

K(z,y) [14].
Furthermore, if T is translation-invariant (i.e. K(z,y) = h(z — y)), the
representation of A; in the wavelet basis of W; is given by the coefficients

. +o0
@G = V3,i(2)(Tj0) () da

which has a Toeplitz structure. Similar structures are found for the matrix
representations of B; and I';.
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