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Abstract. In this article, we study tensor product of Hilb€t-modules and Hilbert
spaces. We show that E is a Hilbert A-module andF is a HilbertB-module, then
tensor product of frames (orthonormal basesH@ndF produce frames (orthonormal
bases) for HilberA® B-moduleE ® F, and we get more results.

For Hilbert space$i andK, we study tensor product of frames of subspaceddfor
andK, tensor product of resolutions of the identitietbindK, and tensor product of
frame representations fét andK.
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1. Introduction

Gabor [12], in 1946 introduced a technique for signal preiceswhich eventually led
to wavelet theory. Later in 1952, Duffin and Schaeffer [7] lire tcontext of nonhar-
monic Fourier series introduced frame theory for Hilberags. In 1986, Daubechies,
Grassman and Meyer|[6] showed that Duffin and Schaeffer’sitiefi was an abstraction
of Gabor’s concept. Frames are used in signal processiraggemrocessing, data com-
pression, sampling theory, migrating the effect of lossgsacket-based communication
systems and improving the robustness of data transmisSince tensor product is useful
in the approximation of multi-variate functions of comhtioas of univariate ones, Khos-
ravi and Asgaril[15] introduced frames in tensor product dbétt spaces. Meanwhile,
the notion of frames in Hilbe©*-modules was introduced and some of their properties
were investigated [9,10,.1]14/16]. In this article, wedgtthe frames and bases in ten-
sor product of HilberC*-modules which were introduced in [|16] and we generalize the
techniques of [15] t&€*-modules.

In §2, we briefly recall the definitions and basic properties dbéfit C*-modules. In
§3, we investigate tensor product of Hilb€rt-modules, which is introduced ih [16] and
we show that tensor product of frames for Hilb€tmodulesE andF, present frames
for E®F, and tensor product of their frame operators is the frameatpeof the tensor
product of frames. We also show that tensor product of fraofiesibspaces produce a
frame of subspaces for their tensor producg4nwe study resolution of the identity and
prove that tensor product of any resolutiongbéndkK, is a resolution of the identity for
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H ®K. In §5, we study the frame representation and we show that tensdugt of frame
vectors is a frame vector. Also we show that tensor produeinalysis operators (resp.
decomposition operators) is an analysis operator (respcandposition operator).

Throughout this papely andC will denote the set of natural numbers and the set of
complex numbers, respectivelyandB will be unitalC*-algebras.

2. Preliminaries

Let | andJ be countable index sets. In this section we briefly recalldégnitions and
basic properties of Hilbe@*-modules and frames in Hilbe@t*-modules. For information
about frames in Hilbert spaces we refer(td [3,14,5,19]. @ference folC*-algebras is
[17[18]. For aC*-algebraA if a € A is positive we writea > 0 andA" denotes the set of
positive elements oA.

DEFINITION 2.1.

Let A be a unitalC*-algebra and leil be a leftA-module, such that the linear structures
of A andH are compatibleH is a pre-Hilbert A-module if H is equipped with am-
valued inner producdt,.): H x H — A, that is sesquilinear, positive definite and respects
the module action. In other words,

(i) (x,x) >0 forallxeH and(x,x) =0 if and only ifx=0;
(i) (ax+V,2) = a(x,2) + (y,z) forallac Aandx,y,z€ H;
(i) (x,y) = (y,x)* forall x,y € H.

Forx e H, we defing|x|| = || (x,x)||*/2. If H is complete witH|.||, itis called aHilbert A-
moduleor aHilbert C*-module overA. For everyain C*-algebraA, we haveda| = (a*a)%/?
and theA-valued norm orH is defined byjx| = (x,x)%/2 for x € H.

DEFINITION 2.2.

LetH be a HilbertA-module. A family{x; }ic| of elements oH is aframefor H, if there
exist constants & A < B < 0, such that foralk e H,

A(X,x) < Z(x,>q><xi,x> < B(X,X). Q)

The numberdA andB are called lower and upper bound of the frame, respectiliely.
A=B= A, the frame isA-tight. If A=B =1, itis called anormalized tight frame or a
Parseval frame. If the sum in the middle of (1) is convergent in norng, ftame is called
standard.

If {xi}icI is a standard frame in a finitely or countably generated HilAemodule, it
has a unique operat®&< Endy(H), where Engd(H) is the set of adjointablé-linear
maps orH, such that for every € H,

X=" (X)X = (XX) .
MoreoverSis positive and invertible.

DEFINITION 2.3.

LetH be a HilbertA-module, and lev € H. We say that is a basic element &= (v,v)
is a minimal projection inA, i.e. eAe= Ce. A system{v,: A € A} of basic elements of
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H is called orthonormal ifv,,v,) = 0 for all A # p. An orthonormal basis for H is an
orthonormal system which generates a dense submodtie of

3. Main results

Let A andB beC*-algebrask a HilbertA-module and leF be a HilbertB-module. We
takeA® B as the completion dA®a14B with the spatial norm. Henck® Bis aC*-algebra
and for everya € A, b € B we have||a® b|| = ||a]| - ||b||. The algebraic tensor product
E ®agF is a pre-HilbertA® B-module with module action

(a®b)(x®y) =axx by (aecA beB xcE,yeF),
andA® B-valued inner product

(X1 @Y1, % ®Y2) = (X1,X2) @ (y1,Y2)  (X1,X2 €E, y1,y2 € F).

We also know that for= 31 ;X @V in E®agF we have

(z2) =3 (6.x)®(y,yj) >0
1]

and(z,z) = 0 if and only if z= 0. Just as in the case of ordinary pre-Hilbert space, we
can form the completiok ® F of E ®agF, which is a HilbertA® B-module. It is called
thetensor product of E andF (see[[16]). We note that d € AT andb € Bf, thena®b e
(A®B)*. Plainly if a, b are hermitian elements @ anda > b, then for every positive
elementx of B, we havea®@ x > b® x.

Lemma 3.1. Let {u; }ici be aframefor E with frame bounds A and B, and let {v;j};cj be
a frame for F with frame bounds C and D. Then {u; ® v; }ici jej is a frame for E@ F
with frame bounds AC and BD. In particular, if {u;}ic; and {v;};c; aretight or Parseval
frames, then so is {u; ® V; }iel jea.

Proof. Letx € E andy € F. Then we have
Ax,x) < Z<x, Ui) (Ui, X) < B(X,X), 2
le

megzmmeWSme (3)

Je

Therefore

AXX) @ (Y, y) < S (XU, X) @ (YY)

<BXX) @ (y,y)-
Now by (3), we have

AC(KX) @ (1Y) < 33 Bt {ux) @ (Vi) (v].)
T ]

<BXX) @Y KV VLY)
J

<BD(X,X) @ (y,Y).
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Consequently we have

AC(X@Y,X®Y) <y 5 (XBY,U @ V)) (Ui @V}, XDY)
]

<BD{(X®V,X®Y).
From these inequalities it follows that for al= 33 _; X« ® yk in E ®agF,

AC(z,2) < z<z, U @ Vj) (Ui ®Vj,z) < BD(z,2). 4)
]

Hence relation (4) holds for allin EQ F. ]
From Theorem 1 of [2] and the above lemma we have the followésglt.

Theorem 3.2. Let E be a Hilbert A-module and F be a Hilbert B-module. Let {ui;}ic
and {vj}jes be orthonormal basesin E and F, respectively. Then {uj ® V; }iel jej isan
orthonormal basisfor E®Q F.

Proof. It is clear that eachy ® v; is a basic element ot ® F and {u; ® vj }ic1 jeJ is
an orthonormal system iB @ F. Now for eachx € E and eachy € F, we havex =

il (X Ut andy = ¥ jc3(y,vj)Vvj. Hence

XQY = Z ZJ<X®y,Ui®Vj>Ui®Vj.
S

Similar to the above lemma we can show that for eacin E ® F, we havez =
Yiel ¥ jea(z Ui @Vj)ui @ vj. But Bakic and Guljas in Theorem 1 ¢fl[2] showed that if
W is a HilbertC*-module over aC*-algebraA, and (V) ) ea IS an orthonormal sys-
tem inW, then(vy),en is an orthonormal basis fa if and only if for everyw € W,

w =Y (W, v, )v,. Now by using this fact we have the result. a

Let{ui}icr and{v;}ej be standard frames f&andF, respectively. S§u; @V ticl jes
is a standard frame f& @ F.

LetS S andS’ be the frame operators ¢t }ici, {Vj}jcs and{ui ® vj}ici jea, respec-
tively. SoSis A-linear andS is B-linear. Hence for everx € E andy € F, we have
X=3i(x,Sui)ui, y =Y (¥, SVj)vj. Therefore

X®Y = ZZxSul Ui @ (Y, SVj)Vj
=3 > ((xSu) @y, Svj)) (u @ Vi)
L
=3 Y (x®y, S0 @Svj)ui @ .
[

Now by the uniqueness of frame operator we h&{(e; @ vj) = Su; @ Svj. HenceS’ =
S® S, which is a bounded ® B-linear, self-adjoint, positive and invertible operataor o
E ®F. We note that|S’|| = ||S® S| < ||9)|.||S]|- Now we summarize the above results
as follows:
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Theorem 3.3. Let {ui}icl and {v;}jcj be standard frames in the Hilbert C*-modules
E and F, respectively. If S, S and S’ are the frame operators of {ui}ici, {vj}jes and
{ui ®V;j }iel jea, respectively, then S’ = S® S.

For the frame operator we prove the following result.

Lemma 3.4. If {x}iel isaframein Hilbert A-module X with frame operator Sand Q €
End;(X) isinvertible, then {Qx;}ici isaframein X with frame operator Q*~1SQ 1.

Proof. Let {x }ici be a frame oX with frame operatoB. Then there exist constamts
B > 0 such that for every € X,

Ax,x) <5 [ (x,%)[? < B(x,X), (5)

andS x = 5;(x,x)x. SinceQ is invertible andQ € End;(X), thenQ is a bounded\-
linear map with invertible adjoin®*. So for everyx € X, we have

Q™ W < QX < 117 - X ”

SinceQ is A-linear, QS 1x = 3;(x,x)Qx. S0 QS 1Q*(Q* 1x) = ¥;(Q"1x,Qx) Qx;,
because

(%) = (Q' Q" x.xi) = (Q %, Q).
Consequently, for everyc X,

QS Q" () = Y (%, Qx)Qxi. (7

Now by using (5) and (6) we have
AIQ |2 (x.X) < AQQ"x,Q*X)
< ZHQ%xN)I* < BQ%QY) < BIQ"*xx)
On the other hand{Q*x,x) = (x,Qx), so {Qxi}iecl is a frame forX and by (7),
Q107! = (Qs1Q*)lis the frame operator dfQx; }ic . ]

Theorem 3.5. If Q € Endi(E) is an invertible A-linear map and {Ti}icy is a frame in
E ® F with frame operator S, then {(Q* ®1)(Ti) }icy is a frame of E ® F with frame

operator (Q® 1) 15Q*@I1)~L.

Proof. SinceQ € Endi(E), Q®1 € Endi(E ® F) with inverseQ 1 ®1. Itis obvious that
Q®1 is A® B-linear, adjointable, with adjoir®* ® |. An easy calculation shows that for
every elementary tensar y,

Q& (x@Y)II? = 1QM) @yII* = QM)+ IlylI*
< 1IQII- X1 IylI = 1QII? - [Ix& v

SoQ®| is bounded, and therefore it can be extendeH toF . Similarly for Q* 1 ®1.
HenceQ® | is A® B-linear, adjointable with adjoinQ* ® I, and as we mentioned in
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the proof of Lemma 3.4Q* is invertible and bounded. Hence for evare E® F, we
have

IR T < Q@ NTI < IQl - [TI. (8)
HenceQ® | € Endy,g(E ® F). Now by the above lemma we have the result. o

Now we generalize some of the results|ini[15] to frame of sabsp. First we recall
the definition of frame of subspaces (for basic definitiornd mmperties, seé [4]).

DEFINITION 3.6.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space and{aft}ic; be a sequence of weights, i.&.> 0
for alli € I. A sequencgW }ic| of closed subspaces bf is aframe of subspaces with
respect ta]v; }i¢| if there exist real numbews, B > 0 such that for every € H,

Allx|1? < ZV?HHM(X)IIZ < BJx|I?,
le

where for each € |, riy is the orthogonal projection ¢d ontoW. Similar to framesA
andB are called the frame bounds.Af= B = A, the frame of subspaces/istight and it
is a Parseval frame of subspace8 i B=1.

Let H andK be Hilbert spaces and Ig¥, Z be closed subspacesldfandK, respec-
tively. Thenmiy ® z: H ®agK -+ W ® Z is a bounded linear map, and it can be extended
to a bounded linear map frorh® K intoW ® Z. We also denote it byiy ® 7 and clearly
it is surjective. Hencety ® 7% is the orthogonal projection ¢ @ K ontoW & Z.

Theorem 3.7. Let {W }ic| be a frame of subspaces with respect to {u;}ic for H, with
frame bounds A, B, and let {Z;};<; be a frame of subspaces with respect to {v;}cj for
K with frame bounds A’, B'. Then {W ® Z; }ic jej is a frame of subspaces with respect
to {uVj }ier,jes for H @ K with frame bounds AA’ and BB'. It istight or Parseval if {\W};
and {Z;} aretight or Parseval.

Proof. Letx®Yy be an elementary tensor. Thaix||? < ¢ U?| miy (x)[|? < BJx||? and
AlYI? < 3 jesvilimg W)II7 < Byl
A simple calculation shows that

X Y2 < S 5 VR i ()12 1, (P
[

< BB[x®y|*
Hence

AN [x@Y|? < S uvE || i (x) @ iz, ()| > < BB'[x@ Y%
1]

Therefore

AN x@Y|? < S uvE|| iy © T (x@Y)||* < BB|[x@ Y% 9)
1]

Consequently, for evey= 3" ; x ®y; in H ®agK and everyzin H @ K, the relation (9)
holds. Hence we have the result. O
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Now we try to generalize a known result of frames (Proposi8dl of [15]) to frames
of subspaces.

DEFINITION 3.8.

Let {W }ic| be a frame of subspaces fdrwith respect tq v }ici. Then the frame operator
Swy for {W}ic; and{vi}ic| is defined by

SwX) = Y F(), xeH

COROLLARY 3.9.

With the hypothesisin Theorem 3.7,if Sy, and Sz v are frame operatorsfor {W }ic, {ui}
and {Z;}, {vj}, respectively, then Sy, ® Sy is the frame operator for {W ® Z; }ici jes
and {uvj }iel jea-

Proof. Letx®y be an elementary tensor. Therefore
Swu® Sz y(X®Y) = Swu(X) ® Szu(y)
=S Wy (0 © Y VT, (y)
[ ]

=5 5 uVi(my @ 1) (x©Y).
L

Now the uniqueness of frame operator implies Bat ® Szv is the desired frame oper-
ator. O

Remark 3.10. LetH andK be Hilbert spaces. A map: H — K is antilinear (or conju-
gate linear) ifT (Ax+y) =AT(x)+ T (y) forall A € C andx,y € H. By the techniques in
[8], H ® K is the set of anti-linear mags K — H with the norm||.|| defined by

IT] = sup{lITyl: y e K, [ly| <1}.

SoW ® Z; is the set of anti-linear magk: Z; — W and thereforety ® Ty, is the map
which assigns to every € H ® K, the restriction ofijy o T to Zj, i.e. iy o T|Z;.

4. Resolution of the identity

In this section we present the notion@fresolution of the identity with lower resolution
bound in tensor product of Hilbert spaces (for more infoiorasee([4.9]).

DEFINITION 4.1.

Let | be a countable index set and ldtbe a Hilbert space. Lefvi}ic| be a family of
weights, i.e., for ali, v; > 0. Then a family of bounded operatd{§ }ic; onH is called
a (2-resolution of the identity with lower resolution bound with respect t{v; }ic; onH if

there are positive real numbeZsandD such that for allf € H,

() CIIFI* < Fia Vi 2ITi(F)1* < DIIF%
(i) f =73 Ti(f) (and the series converges unconditionally for evieeyH).
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The optimal values of andD are called théounds of the resolution of the identity.

PROPOSITION 4.2.

Let {Ti}ic be a £?-resolution of the identity with lower resolution bound with respect to
{Vi}ies onH, andlet {S;};es be a ¢2-resolution of theidentity with lower resolution bound
with respect to {u; }jcj on K. Then {Ti ® S; }icl jes IS a (2-resolution of the identity with
lower resolution bound with respect to {viu; }ici jes on H ® K.

Proof. Letf € H,ge K. Thenf = 5. Ti(f), g= ¥ s Sj(9), and consequently

> (M@s)(feg)= ZT. ) ® Si(g
]

=S T(hHeysi=fag
[ ]

Since both the serieb= Ji., Ti(f) andg = ¥ ;5 Sj(9) are unconditionally convergent,
the above series is unconditionally convergent. So foryaverH ®4,gK and consequently
for everyh € H ® K the above relation holds. L&, D andC’, D’ be the bounds of the
resolutions{T;} and{S;}, respectively. Then for everlyc H, g € K we have

cC/||f @gl?=cC'f]>-[lgl* <3 v ?IT(H)I- gl
|
< VTP Y up?lIsigl®
I ]
=Y v A (Mes)(feg)?
]

<DD'||f 2 g| (10)

Now by using the fact that

(TS (Zlﬂ@gl) 2= (21 ) 12 IIS<Zlg|> 1%,

and|| 31, fi 6|2 = || 5y fil12- | 31, 6|12, we conclude that for evely= 12
and consequently for evelye H ® K the relation (10) holds.

From the above proposition and Proposition 3.26 0f [4] weeltae following result.

COROLLARY 4.3.

With the hypothesisin Corollary 3.9, if Ti = 7y Swy, and §j = 1, Sz.;, then {V2UsT @
S tieljes isa /?-resolution of the identity with lower resolution bound with respect to
{Viuj }ier jegonH® K andfor all ze H® K,
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c C D D
IIZIIZSZ VUE[(TieS)(2)]* < I1Z]1%.
EANE

02 D2 ‘@

5. Frame representation

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, andGbe a discrete countable abelian group. Let
. G — B(H) be a unitary representation 6fon H. If there is a vectov € H such that
{m(g)vlg € G} is aframe foH, then the representatianis called drame representation.

Let G denote the dual group d3, i.e., the group of characters @ and letA be the
normalized Haar measure Gh Let 1: G —s B(H) be a frame representation with frame
vectorv. As we have inl[[I[.13.17] there is a spectral mea&liom G such that

()= [, 9(&)dE(E)

Sincerris a frame representation, by using the result$Arof [1] and the properties of
spectral measure there is a unitary operatoH — L?(F, A |F), whereF is a measur-
able subset o6 with A (F) > 0 andA |F is the restriction of Haar measuleto F such
thatU interwines the spectral measurelgrand the canonical spectral measuréoiThe
operatotJ is called thedecomposition operator. Moreoverrtis unitarily equivalent to the
representatioo: G — B(L?(F,A|F)) defined byo(g) = Mg, whereMy is the multipli-
cation operator with symbgj. In fact,U*MgU = mi(g).

We also note that i is the analysis operator &f for frame vectow, then6,(g) =
Ly, WhereLg: £2(G) — (2(G) is defined by(Lgx)(h) = x(g~1h) for all h € G. In fact,
if J is the range oB,, then the representationof G is unitarily equivalent tq = Lg|J
(see Lemma 3 of]1]). For more details sek [1][or [13].

LetH andK be separable Hilbert spaces andiietG; — B(H) ando: G, — B(K) be
frame representations ¢handK with frame vectors € H andw € K, respectively. Since
G1 andG; are discrete countable abelian groups, their directGuaG, & G, is a discrete
countable abelian group. Hence we can consider the refiatisem® o: G — B(H @ K)
defined by

(m®o)(g,h)=myeoh, (g,h)eG.

Since{m(g)v: g € G1 } is a frame foH and{ag(h)w: h € G;,} is a frame foK, by Lemma
3.1 and the definition off® o,

{m®a(g,h)(vew):(g,h) € G} = {(mg)ve (ch)w: (g,h) € G}

is a frame foH ® K. Somr® o is a frame representation bBf® K with frame vecton @ w.
Moreover, if 8, and 8, are the analysis operatorsidfandK for frame vectory andw,
respectively, theil, ® 6, is the analysis operator éf ® K for frame vectovn @ w. Hence
we have proved the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let . G; — B(H) and 0: G, — B(K) be frame representationswith frame
vectorsv and w, respectively. Then m® 0: G1 &4 G, — B(H ® K) isa frame representation
with frame vector v w. If 6, and 6, are the analysis operators for frame vectors v and
w, respectively, then 6, ® 6, isthe analysis operator for v w. O

For the decomposition operators we have the following tesul
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Theorem 5.2. With the hypothesis in Theorem 5.1, suppose that U: H — L?(E,A|E)
andV: K — L?(F,A|F) are the decomposition operators of 7T and o, respectively, then
UeV:H®K — L2(E@F,A x 4|E®F) isthe decomposition operator of T o.

Proof. It is clear that(Gy @ Gp)" = Gy @ Gp. If U: H — L?(E,A|E) andV: K —
L2(F,u|F), whereG; D E, G, D F, thenG; & G; D E®F andU @V : H@ K —
L2(E®F,A x u|E®F), whereA x u is the product measure df and u. We note that
for everyx € H, y € K, the function(lU ®V)(x®y) = Ux® Vy defined onE & F by
(UxaVy)(Z,n) = (Ux)(Z).(Vy)(n) and sinceL?(E, A |E) ® L?(F, A |F) is isomorphic to
L2(E®F,A x u[E®F) we can takdJx® Vy € LAE & F,A x u|[E® F). SinceG; and
G, form an orthonormal basis &(G1,A) andL?(G,, 1), respectively (Corollary 4.26
of [8])), a simple calculation shows that

UV VW = xesr -Uve Vw2
= [ IXe@Uv(Q)a- [ xe(n)Vw(n)Fdu
Gy Gz

= | XeUVII- [ XeVw||? = [JUv]?- [Vw||? < oo, 0

COROLLARY 5.3.

Let {11(g)v}gec, and {a(h)w}nheg, beframesfor H and K with frame bounds A, B; and
Az, By, respectively. Then {(T® 0)(g,h)(V® W) }geg, hes, IS aframe with frame bounds
AA and B1B;.

Proof. First we note that for akk € H,

@ = 5 [, UXQUUE)P = [UXUYIP
geG G

gety

and

Aq||x||? < |(x, T(g)V)|? < By||x||%, forallxeH.
geiy

Similarly

Aol < S [y a(hw)? <B|ly|/?, forallyeK.
heGy

Hence for every elementary tensap y we havel|x®y|| = ||x||.|ly|| and

%h |[(x@y,mi(g) @ o(h)(vaw)|?
geGg he

= [, o VOO JUVE: WG VwiZd(a )
J&, /G,

= (U)LY [[(VY) (VW) %

So we have the result. O
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We can also state similar results for Bessel vectors.

DEFINITION 5.4.

Let . G — B(H) be a frame representation with frame vectolVe sayv € H is a
Bessel vector for the frame representation if there egists 0 such that for alk € H,

%KX, (g)V)|? < Cal|X|>
g€

Lemma 5.5. Suppose 1T and ¢ are frame representations on H and K with frame vectors
vand w, respectively. If vV and w are Bessdl vectorsfor rrand o, respectively, then v @ w
isa Bessdl vector for m® 0.

Proof. By Theorem 5.1;1® o is a frame representation with frame vecta® w, and
sincev’ andw are Bessel vectors farando, respectively, there are consta@isandC,
such that

Z |<X,7T(g)\/>|2§C2HX”2, XEHv
geGy

> Hy.ohw)[? <Gyl yeK.

heGy

Hence for every elementary tensag y we have

> Y lx@y.nea(gh) (v ew))? < Cllix@yl?.

geGy heGy

As we have in $ 4, the above relation holds for every 51 ;X ®y; and so for every
ze H®K. Therefore/ ® W is a Bessel vector far® o. O
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